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List of Abbreviations 
Abbreviation Description 

AADT Average Annual Daily Traffic 

AIL Abnormal Indivisible Loads 

CMS Construction Method Statement 

DfT Department for Transport 

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment 

EIAR Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

ES Environmental Statement 

HGV Heavy Goods Vehicle 

IEA Institute of Environmental Assessment 

IHT Institute of Highways and Transportation 

LGV Light Goods Vehicles 

SR Scoping Response 

TMP Traffic Management Plan 

 

10.1 INTRODUCTION 

10.1.1 This section of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) assesses the impacts due to transport and 

access for the proposed Thainstone Energy from Waste development (the ‘proposed development’) resulting from 

the construction, operation and decommissioning phases against a worst case baseline condition of traffic flows 

on the roads network.   

10.1.2 Construction, operational and decommissioning traffic required for the proposed development falls into three broad 

categories; namely Abnormal Indivisible Loads (AIL), Heavy Goods Vehicles (HGV) and Light Goods Vehicles 

(LGV). 

10.1.3 The construction of the proposed development is expected to last approximately 30 months, from site mobilisation 

through to installation and commissioning of the facility, ending with handover and site re-instatement.  

10.1.4 Mechanical and Electrical (M&E) equipment, concrete or the raw materials for concrete (water, cement and 

aggregate), steel and cladding for buildings and electrical cabling would all need to be transported to the site using 

the public road system. 

10.1.5 The following Appendices accompany this EIAR chapter: 

Appendices: 

Appendix 10.1: draft Traffic Management Plan; 

10.2 APPROACH TO ASSESSMENT 

10.2.1 The general approach to the assessment of effects is outlined in Section 10.4 as required by The Town and 

Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017. 

10.2.2 Baseline conditions have been established through consultation with Aberdeenshire Council and use of available 

relevant traffic survey data.  Potential effects have been identified and assessed, and where relevant, mitigation 

measures identified. 

10.2.3 The significance of potential effects has been assessed in light of recognised thresholds of significance from 

published guidance, as discussed below. 

Guidance 

10.2.4 The transport and traffic issues described in the following planning advice and guidance documents have been 

taken into account in this assessment: 

• Scottish Planning Policy (SPP) (2014), The Scottish Government; 

• Planning Advice Note (PAN) 75: Transport and Planning (2005), The Scottish Government; 

• Transport Assessment Guidance (June 2012), Transport Scotland,  

• Guidelines for the Environmental Assessment of Road Traffic (1993), Institute of Environmental Assessment 

(IEA); 

• Guidelines for Traffic Impact Assessment of Road Traffic (1994); Institute of Highways and Transportation 

(IHT). 

10.2.5 Paragraph 169 of SPP notes that: 

‘Proposals for energy infrastructure developments should always take account of spatial frameworks for wind farms 

and heat maps where these are relevant.  Considerations will vary relative to the scale of the proposal and area 

characteristics but are likely to include (amongst other elements): 

• impacts on road traffic; 



 
 

 

Thainstone Energy Park 

 

 10-3 
Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

Chapter 10: Traffic and Transport 

• impacts on adjacent trunk roads; 

• cumulative impacts – planning authorities should be clear about likely cumulative impacts arising from all of 

the considerations below, recognising that in some areas the cumulative impact of existing and consented 

energy development may limit the capacity for further development.’ 

10.2.6 Paragraph 41 of PAN75 notes that: 

‘All planning applications that involve the generation of person trips should provide information which covers the 

transport implications of the development. The level of detail will be proportionate to the complexity and scale of 

impact of the proposal. This will provide an indication of whether a transport assessment should be carried out. As 

a change of use could result in different travel characteristics a transport assessment should be requested where 

the change is likely to result in a material change in trips. For smaller developments the information on transport 

implications will enable local authorities to monitor potential cumulative impact and for larger developments it will 

form part of a scoping exercise for a full transport assessment. Development applications will therefore be 

assessed by relevant parties at levels of detail corresponding to their potential impact.’ 

10.2.7 The Transport Assessment and Implementation: A Guide (2005) states in Paragraph 9.12: 

‘A Transport Assessment will be required where the development or redevelopment is likely to have significant 

transport implications, no matter the size. The coverage and detail of the Transport Assessment should reflect the 

scale and the likely extent of transport impacts of the proposed scheme. The planning authority and developer 

and, in the case of developments that affect trunk roads, TRNMD and their operators should discuss the content 

and level of detail of the Transport Assessment required as part of the planning application.’ 

10.2.8 Appendix A of the Guide states: 

‘Transport Assessments must identify both the volume and distribution of vehicle trips related to the development 

and set this within the context of existing traffic movements in the locality.’ 

10.3 CONSULTATION 

Scoping 

10.3.1 The following response at the scoping stage of this Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process was received 

by Aberdeenshire Council in relation to traffic and transport: 

The broad scope of the Transportation section appears to be acceptable. The site is accessed directly from the 

A96 trunk road and as such Transport Scotland are the body responsible and should be contacted in early course. 

With regard to the content of the EIA Report, the information outlined raises no immediate concerns. Specifically, 

the number of daily vehicles requires to be quantified for operational and staff trips, as well as a description of 

routes for HGV trips. 

10.3.2 In regard to Transportation the following response was noted: 

We would look for the number of daily vehicles to be quantified, operational and staff, as well as a description of 

routes for HGV trips.  If any noise/air quality assessments are required, they sometimes require specific vehicle 

surveys but would expect them to set out their requirements. 

10.3.3 The following response at the scoping stage of this Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process was received 

by Transport Scotland: 

Advised that they no longer comment on EIA Scoping Reports. 

10.3.4 Natural Power contacted Transport Scotland directly in regard to the project and presented the relevant scoping 

report narrative to Transport Scotland who confirmed the following: 

… would confirm that the scope as presented is considered satisfactory for trunk road requirements, subject to 

reflecting Scottish legislation and guidance and current IEMA guidance.  I would highlight that, in the event of 

abnormal load deliveries are required during construction of the plant, Transport Scotland would require to be 

satisfied that abnormal loads can negotiate the selected route and that their transportation will not have any 

detrimental effect on structures or other features within the trunk road route path. 

10.3.5 The assessment of the abnormal loads required for the construction phase of the development has been 

undertaken by others and it is not included in this chapter. Reference has been made to the anticipated abnormal 

load route based on a route description provided by the contractor responsible for the abnormal loads.  

10.4 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT METHODOLOGY 

10.4.1 The increase in traffic numbers has been calculated by comparing predicted vehicle numbers with existing traffic 

numbers on the public roads used to access the site. The increases have been expressed as percentages, and 

their significance assessed in terms of recognised criteria detailed below. 

10.4.2 The assessment proceeds via the following steps: 

• Screening; 

• Assess magnitude of effects; 

• Assess the sensitivity of the receptors; 

• Combine magnitude of effect and sensitivity of receptor into a single significance of effect; 

• If the significance is elevated, review opportunities to mitigate the effects. 

10.4.3 Each vehicle travelling to the site will generate two "vehicle movements"; one movement to the proposed 

development and one movement away from the development i.e. 1 delivery to the development = 2 vehicle 

movements.  

Screening Test 

10.4.4 The Institute of Environmental Assessment (IEA) Guidelines noted above suggest that two broad rules of thumb 

can be used as a screening process to delimit the scale and extent of the assessment. These are: 

• Rule 1 - Include highway links where traffic flows would increase by more than 30% (or the number of HGVs 

would increase by more than 30%), 

• Rule 2 - Include any other specifically sensitive areas where traffic flows would increase by 10% or more. (IEA 

Guidelines Paragraph 3.20 defines sensitive areas as including "accident blackspots, conservation areas, 

hospitals, links with pedestrian flows etc."). 

10.4.5 Where the predicted increase in traffic flow is lower than these thresholds, the significance of the effects can be 

stated to be low or insignificant, and further detailed assessments are not warranted.  

10.4.6 These guidelines are intended to be used for the assessment of the environmental effect of road traffic associated 

with major new developments.  

10.4.7 The matrix shown in Table 10.1 below has been used for traffic assessment. 

Table 10.1: Screen Test Matrix 

Rule 1 Rule 2 Further assessment required 

Yes Yes Yes 

Yes No Yes 

No Yes Yes 

No No No 
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Source: Natural Power 

 

10.5 MAGNITUDE OF EFFECT 

10.5.1 The magnitude of traffic effects is a function of the existing traffic volumes, the percentage increase due to the 

proposals, the changes in type and the temporal distribution of traffic. The criteria for the magnitude of effects due 

to the increase in traffic volumes are outlined in Table 10.2. 

Table 10.2: Definitions of magnitude of effect criteria 

Magnitude Criteria 

Percentage 

Increase 

High Total loss or major alteration to key elements/features of the baseline 

conditions 

>90% 

Medium Partial loss or alteration to one or more key elements/features or the 

baseline conditions 

60-90% 

Low Minor shift away from baseline conditions 30-60% 

Negligible Very slight change from baseline conditions <30% 

Source: Natural Power 

Assessment of Sensitivity 

10.5.2 When judging upon the sensitivity of the road to the proposed temporary increase in traffic movements associated 

with the site construction, a variety of considerations were taken in account including classification of the road, 

proximity of schools, housing and local amenities and existing traffic management (e.g. roundabouts, passing 

places etc.).  

10.5.3 The sensitivity of the roads used for this project has been assessed in accordance with the IEA Guidelines and 

although not providing specific criteria for evaluating sensitivity, for the purpose of this assessment, a scale of 'low', 

'medium' and 'high' has been used. 

10.5.4 The assessment has considered three categories of receptors, which consist of; 

• Public road network and road users; 

• Local settlements along the proposed access route(s); 

• Road structure.  

10.5.5 The effects on the proposed route and surrounding communities have been assessed with regards to severance, 

driver and pedestrian delay, safety, pedestrian amenity and fear and intimidation, in line with the IEA Guidelines. 

The effects of factors such as noise and ecological impact are assessed in Chapter 8 and 6 respectively of this 

EIAR.  

10.5.6 The categories of receptor and assessment criteria are shown in Table 10.3 below. 

Table 10.3: Receptor grouping and sensitivity criteria 

Receptor Low Medium High 

Public Road Network and 

Users 

Major highways with no 

junctions, such as 

motorways, or a road 

network with suitable 

Road networks with 

some capacity to absorb 

an increase in traffic. 

Road network with little 

or no capacity to absorb 

an increase in traffic. 

Receptor Low Medium High 

capacity to absorb an 

increase in traffic.  

Local Settlements Local settlements with no 

requirement for direct 

pedestrian access to the 

road.  

Local settlements with 

adequate pedestrian 

provisions.  

Local settlements with 

narrow or no pedestrian 

provisions, near to 

sensitive locations such 

as hospitals, retirement 

homes, schools, places 

of worship, public open 

spaces and tourist 

attractions. 

Road Structure Major highways or roads 

with no obvious physical 

defects.  

Regional highways or 

roads with some minor 

physical defects. 

Local roads with some 

physical defects or local 

roads, infrequently 

maintained with 

reoccurring physical 

defects.  

Source: Natural Power 

Assessment of Significance 

10.5.7 The magnitude and sensitivity can be combined to determine the level of significance of the effect. Further details 

are described in Table 10.4 below. 

Table 10.4: Significance matrix 

MAGNITUDE 

SENSITIVITY 

High Medium Low 

High Major Major / Moderate Moderate 

Medium Major / Moderate Moderate Low / Moderate 

Low Moderate Low / Moderate Low 

Negligible Low / Moderate Low Negligible / Low 

Source: Natural Power 

Note: Only Major and Major / Moderate significance are considered significant in terms of the EIA Regulations. 

10.6 DESCRIPTION OF ROUTE TO SITE 

10.6.1 An Abnormal Route Access Assessment has been undertaken by others for the major component deliveries 

associated with the development. The preferred route for the major component deliveries is as follows:  

• Port of Entry at Aberdeen Harbour, 

• From Aberdeen Harbour join the A956, 

• Follow the A956 and join the A96 at West North Street, 

• Follow the A96 towards Inverurie, 

• From the A96 at Thainstone Roundabout exit the roundabout and follow the private road directly to the site. 

10.6.2 There is one large load for the Low Pressure turbine components which may need to divert off the A96 to avoid 

the B994 and B977 flyovers on the A96 at Kintore. There are currently two options for this load: 
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• Option 1 is via the B977 off the A96 and return to the A96 via the B977 flyover if its structural capacity is 

sufficient. 

• Option 2 is via the B977 off the A96 and then the B987 through Kintore and re-join the A96. This option would 

involve travelling along the A96 contraflow between Kintore and Thainstone Roundabout and would be utilised 

if the B977 flyover does not have sufficient structural capacity. 

10.6.3 With reference to Figure 10.1, general construction traffic, material deliveries and operational traffic would access 

the site from the A96 Trunk Road at the Thainstone Roundabout direct to the existing private access road servicing 

the site. 

Source: Natural Power 

 

Figure 10.1: Site location and access 

10.6.4 It is likely there will be a mixture of traffic approaching from the north and south. However, for the purposes of this 

assessment we have assumed a worst-case scenario where 100% of the traffic would approach from either the 

north and/or 100% of traffic would approach from the south.  

10.6.5 Further information on traffic management is included in the draft Traffic Management Plan.   

10.7 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

Road Description 

10.7.1 The A96 north and south of Thainstone Roundabout is a high capacity dual-carriageway trunk road. It is the main 

road artery linking Aberdeen to Elgin and then onto Inverness. It is dual carriageway between Aberdeen and 

Inverurie. From Inverurie northwards to Elgin and then onto Inverness it is predominantly single carriageway. The 

A96 is managed by Transport Scotland under the control of BEAR Scotland. Plans are underway to dual the whole 

of the A96 by 2030.  

10.7.2 The private access road off the Thainstone Roundabout is a single carriageway (S2) road providing access the 

site.  

10.7.3 The site is accessed directly off the A96 at Thainstone Roundabout. The A96 is the main link to Inverurie from the 

high population centres of Aberdeen, Elgin and west to Inverness. With the new Aberdeen Western Peripheral 

Route the A96 via the A90 also serves to link Inverurie to the higher population centres along the east coast, such 

as Peterhead. It is considered unlikely any significant volumes of traffic, either during the construction or 

operational phases, would utilise roads out-with the A96. It is assumed any use of other roads would be well 

dispersed with low traffic numbers and link into the A96 to travel to and access the site. Hence, only the A96 has 

been considered in this traffic impact assessment.  

Baseline Traffic Data 

10.7.4 Data for traffic baseline for the A96 Trunk Road near site were taken from the Department for Transport (DfT) 

website. Two locations, either side of Thainstone Roundabout were considered. Site Number 80024 is on the A96 

around 3km north of Thainstone Roundabout and Site Number 50784 is on the A96 around 0.5km south of 

Thainstone Roundabout. Data from 2018 has been used as this is the most recent year that had complete data at 

every location. Baseline AADT flows are shown in Table 10.5. 

Table 10.5: Average Annual Daily Traffic flows (DfT) 

Site 

Number 

Coordinates Location Description Average 

Annual Daily 

Traffic (Total 

Traffic) 

Average 

Annual Daily 

Traffic (HGV 

Traffic) 

80024 376756, 820953 A96 north of Thainstone Roundabout 19,013 981 

50784 378100, 818190 A96 south of Thainstone Roundabout  28,107 1,226 

Source: Department for Transport  

10.8 TRAFFIC GROWTH 

Calculated Traffic Growth 

10.8.1 Transport Scotland publication “Transport Forecasts 2018” indicate that traffic volumes are expected to grow over 

the period assessed from 2014 to 2037, with a predicted growth in Aberdeen City and Aberdeenshire as indicated 

in Table 10.6 below.  

Table 10.6: Regional Road Traffic Forecasts - Aberdeenshire 

Sub-National Area Road Traffic (billion vehicle miles p.a.) 

2014 2017 2027 2037 

Aberdeen City and Shire 2.01 2.28 2.72 3.04 

Source: Transport Scotland 
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10.8.2 Magnitude of traffic effect is assessed by determining the percentage increase to the baseline resulting from the 

development. Although the baseline traffic figures are expected to increase based on Transport Scotland’s forecast 

assessments, to maintain a conservative assessment, no growth figures have been applied to the 2018 baseline 

AADT figures presented in Table 10.5 above.  

10.9 TRAFFIC MOVEMENTS 

Construction Period 

10.9.1 A programme of construction activities has been included in Chapter 4: Description of Development and is 

replicated below in Table 10.7 below. 

Table 10.7: Regional Road Traffic Forecasts – Aberdeenshire 

 

Source: Natural Power  

10.9.2 Vehicles and equipment would be delivered to site at the commencement of the relevant construction phase and 

would remain on site until work relating to that stage was completed. Such equipment would include excavators, 

dump trucks, forklifts and cranes for undertaking the groundworks and constructing the buildings and facilities. 

Details of the indicative construction equipment and process is given in Chapter 4: Description of Development.  

10.9.3 The client has confirmed during the construction phase that the maximum daily construction phase HGV traffic 

numbers are predicted to be 80 deliveries (160 movements), with the overall construction phase (HGV’s, LGV’s 

and cars) traffic numbers predicted to be a maximum of 200 vehicles (400 movements).   

10.9.4 The client has confirmed there will be 23 abnormal loads during the construction period. It is anticipated these will 

occur in a package of 4 shipments over a 6-month period with generally 2 AIL’s being delivered from port to site 

per day. At this stage it is anticipated the following shipments and abnormal loads would occur: 

• Shipment No. 1 – containing 6 abnormal loads delivered to site with 2 loads per day over a 3-day period. 

• Shipment No 2 – containing 8 abnormal loads delivered to site with 2 loads per day over a 4-day period.  

• Shipment No 3 – containing 4 abnormal loads delivered to site with 2 loads per day over a 2-day period. 

• Shipment No 4 – containing 5 abnormal loads delivered to site with 2 and 3 loads per day over a 2-day period. 

  

Operational Period 

10.9.5 Fuel for the operational phase is predicted to come from a variety of sources from around the north east of 

Scotland. Agile Energy have provided an initial indicative breakdown of potential sources of fuel for the plant. This 

is presented graphically in Figure 10.2 below and in tabular format in Table 10.8 below.  

Source: Agile Energy 

 

Figure 10.2: Fuel Source Locations and Contributing Size 

 

Table 10.8: Fuel Source  

Fuel Source Tonnage % of Total 

EIS Waste Services Ltd  35,000  10.6 

Pat Munro (Alness) Ltd 20,500  6.0 

Wiliamson J Gordon Ltd  20,000  5.9 

Highland Council 82,000  24.1 

A&M Smith Skip Hire Ltd  17,000  5.0 

Inverurie Skip Hire Ltd 12,000  3.5 

Biffa 10,000  2.9 

Geddes Group 2,500  0.7 

Morrow Skip Hire Ltd 1,200  0.4 
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Fuel Source Tonnage % of Total 

Taylors Industrial Services Ltd 70,000  20.6 

Enviroco Ltd 20,000  5.9 

Suez Recycling & Recovery UK 50,000  14.7 

Total potential fuel 340,200  

Source: Agile Energy 

 

10.9.6 The plant is expected receive a maximum annual waste supply of 220,000 tonnes with around 20,000 tonnes of 

this expected to be rejected, resulting in 200,000 tonnes of fuel. The plant is expected to operate for around 48 

weeks of the year, taking account of scheduled downtime and maintenance with deliveries anticipated to occur on 

five and a half  days of the week. 

10.9.7 Therefore, it is anticipated around 4,584 tonnes of waste will be delivered per week; 764 tonnes per day.  

10.9.8 The waste would be delivered in a variety of vehicles with load capacities ranging from around 5.3 tonne to 25 

tonne HGVs. For the purposes of this traffic assessment a mid range vehicle capacity of around 13 tonnes has 

been adopted.  

10.9.9 Therefore, 764 tonnes of waste fuel source per day would result in 59 HGV deliveries per day (118 movements).  

10.9.10 Similarly, 20,000 tonnes of rejected waste fuel equates to 60 tonnes per day and 5 HGV deliveries (10 movements). 

10.9.11 The plant is expected to generate around 20,000 tonnes of waste (ash) that would be transported off site for 

recycling. This would result in 5 HGV deliveries (10 movements). 

10.9.12 Based on the above figures, the operational HGV vehicle deliveries per day are estimated as 69 HGV deliveries 

(138 movements) per day.  

10.9.13 LGV and car journeys are estimated at up to 20 staff journeys and 5 van deliveries per day. Applying a 50% 

contingency figure results in 38 LGV and car journeys (76 movements).  

10.9.14 This results in the overall operational phase (HGV’s, LGV’s and cars) traffic numbers of a maximum of 107 

deliveries (214 movements). 

Decommissioning Period 

10.9.15 At this stage it is not considered appropriate to define the decommissioning of the project as there may be scope 

in the future for the site to be re-used in some capacity as another development making use of some or all of the 

buildings and facilities. For the purposes of this assessment it is assumed that traffic movements associated with 

the decommissioning would be similar to those associated with the construction phase.  

10.10 IMPACT OF TRAFFIC MOVEMENTS 

10.10.1 The increase in traffic movements that would be generated by the proposed development have been assessed 

against the baseline traffic flow figures for the A96.  

10.10.2 In order to determine a worst-case estimate of traffic impact it has been assumed that 100% of the traffic would 

approach the site entrance on the A96 from the south and 100% of the traffic would approach the site entrance on 

the A96 from the north. In reality there will be a split between north and south and hence, the above assumption 

is considered a conservative approach to the traffic impact assessment.  

Impacts during Construction 

10.10.3 The construction of the proposed development is estimated to lead to a maximum of around 80 deliveries by HGVs 

(160 movements) (including AILs) and 120 light personnel and delivery vehicles per day, equating to 200 total 

deliveries (400 movements) per day, over the proposed 30-month construction period. 

10.10.4 Table 10.9 below shows the increase in traffic when using the baseline traffic as detailed in Section 10.7 and the 

estimated daily traffic flow for the proposed development. 

Table 10.9: Estimated daily traffic increases during construction 

Location 

AADT 

(Total 

Traffic) 

Estimated 

Total 

Traffic 

Increase 

Increased 

Total 

Traffic 

Flow 

% Total 

increase 

AADT 

(HGV 

Traffic) 

Estimated 

HGV 

Increase 

Increased 

HGV Flow 

% HGV 

increase 

80024, A96 north 

of Thainstone 

Roundabout 

19,013 400 19,413 2.1% 702 160 862 22.8% 

50784, A96 south 

of Thainstone 

Roundabout 

28,107 400 28,507 1.4% 1,226 160 1,386 13.1% 

Source: Natural Power 

10.10.5 Assessing against the criteria in Table 10.1 (Method 1), neither Rule 1 nor Rule 2 are breached as the increase in 

HGV traffic is less than 30% and the overall traffic increase is less than 10%. Accordingly, further assessment is 

not required. However, all locations have been considered to provide a comprehensive analysis and further details 

are presented below:   

10.10.6 The number of AIL deliveries is relatively small (23 number) and spread over a 6-month period with only short 

periods of up to 4 days where there would only be 2 deliveries per day. Additionally, the approval to deliver 

abnormal loads would be undertaken in consultation with Transport Scotland, Police Scotland and the haulier. 

Therefore, the impacts of the AIL’s are considered as Not Significant. 

10.10.7 Referring to Table 10.3 (Method 2), the magnitude of effect of the traffic flow increase on the A96 is considered to 

be Negligible.  

10.10.8 Due to the relatively high proportion of traffic of all types already present on the A96 are considered to have suitable 

capacity to absorb an increase in traffic therefore are assessed to be of Low sensitivity with respect to further 

increases in traffic movements. 

10.10.9 Therefore, using the significance matrix (as described Table 10.4), the combination of Negligible magnitude of 

impact and Low sensitivity leads to a significance of Negligible / Low which is considered to be 'Not Significant' 

with respect to the terms of the EIA regulations. 

Table 10.10: Summary of significance during construction phase 

Location 

Significance 

Criteria 

(Method 1) 

Magnitude 

of Effect 

(Method 2) Sensitivity Significance 

Significance 

(EIA 

Regulations) 

80024, A96 north of 

Thainstone Roundabout 

Low Negligible Low Negligible / 

Low 

Not Significant 

50784, A96 south of 

Thainstone Roundabout 

Low Negligible Low Negligible / 

Low 

Not Significant 

Source: Natural Power 
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Impacts during Operation 

10.10.10 The operation of the proposed development is estimated to lead to a maximum of around 69 deliveries by HGVs 

(138 movements) and 38 light personnel and delivery vehicles per day, equating to 107 total deliveries (214 

movements). 

10.10.11 Table 10.11 below shows the increase in traffic when using the baseline traffic as detailed in Section 10.7 and the 

estimated daily traffic flow for the operational phase of the proposed development. 

Table 10.11: Estimated daily traffic increases during operation 

Location 

AADT 

(Total 

Traffic) 

Estimated 

Total 

Traffic 

Increase 

Increased 

Total 

Traffic 

Flow 

% Total 

increase 

AADT 

(HGV 

Traffic) 

Estimated 

HGV 

Increase 

Increased 

HGV Flow 

% HGV 

increase 

80024, A96 north 

of Thainstone 

Roundabout 

19,013 214 19,227 1.1% 702 138 840 19.7% 

50784, A96 south 

of Thainstone 

Roundabout 

28,107 214 28,321 0.8% 1,226 138 1,364 11.3% 

Source: Natural Power 

10.10.12 Assessing against the criteria in Table 10.1 (Method 1), neither Rule 1 nor Rule 2 are breached as the increase in 

HGV traffic is less than 30% and the overall traffic increase is less than 10%. Accordingly, further assessment is 

not required. However, all locations have been considered to provide a comprehensive analysis and further details 

are presented below:   

10.10.13 Referring to Table 10.3 (Method 2), the magnitude of effect of the traffic flow increase on the A96 is considered to 

be Negligible.  

10.10.14 Due to the relatively high proportion of traffic of all types already present on the A96 are considered to have suitable 

capacity to absorb an increase in traffic therefore are assessed to be of Low sensitivity with respect to further 

increases in traffic movements. 

10.10.15 Therefore, using the significance matrix (as described Table 10.4), the combination of Negligible magnitude of 

impact and Low sensitivity leads to a significance of Negligible / Low which is considered to be 'Not Significant' 

with respect to the terms of the EIA regulations. 

Table 10.12: Summary of significance during operational phase 

Location 

Significance 

Criteria 

(Method 1) 

Magnitude 

of Effect 

(Method 2) Sensitivity Significance 

Significance 

(EIA 

Regulations) 

80024, A96 north of 

Thainstone Roundabout 

Low Negligible Low Negligible / 

Low 

Not Significant 

50784, A96 south of 

Thainstone Roundabout 

Low Negligible Low Negligible / 

Low 

Not Significant 

Source: Natural Power 

Impacts during Decommissioning 

10.10.16 As noted previously, it is not considered appropriate to define the decommissioning of the project as there may be 

scope in the future for the site to be re-used in some capacity, making re-use of the infrastructure to some degree.  

10.10.17 To provide a conservative assessment, for the purposes of this assessment, it is assumed that traffic movements 

associated with the decommissioning would be similar to those associated with the construction phase. Therefore, 

the traffic impacts during decommissioning would be Not Significant in terms of the EIA Regulations.  

10.10.18 Decommissioning would be managed in accordance to a decommissioning plan to be agreed with relevant 

authorities at the time. 

Summary of Effects 

10.10.19 In summary the assessment has shown that the traffic impacts on the A96 during construction, operation and 

decommissioning would be Not Significant in terms of the EIA Regulations and therefore no further assessment is 

required.  

10.11 DISCUSSION AND GOOD PRACTICE 

10.11.1 Although significant impacts during construction, operation and decommissioning are not shown, it is important to 

keep local residents and people visiting the area informed of potential traffic issues that may delay or otherwise 

affect their journey.  Therefore, a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) should be prepared and secured through an 

appropriate planning condition. The TMP should consider the following elements:  

• Timing of construction traffic and HGV deliveries scheduled to avoid the peak morning and evening travel 

times. 

• Access, including emergency vehicle access 

• Traffic routing to site 

• Construction traffic management, including parking 

• Adherence measure of routes 

• Operational traffic management 

• Nominated person for road safety issues 

• Signage details 

• Driving and speed restrictions 

• It is important that Transport Scotland and the local roads authority is consulted on all transport issues and to 

make sure that deliveries do not conflict with other scheduled road works.  

10.11.2 A draft TMP has been prepared to encapsulate the above and other good practice traffic management principles 

and is included in Appendix 10.1. This should be used as the basis of any future TMP required. 

10.12 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ASSESSMENT  

10.12.1 Other developments in the areas served by the roads assessed herein may generate their own construction, 

operational and decommissioning traffic (new urban development, shopping centres, quarries, forestry, etc.).  

10.12.2 If similar operations were to occur concurrently, the traffic effects on these routes would rise. However, the above 

detailed assessment of traffic effects due to the proposed development concluded that all traffic effects were 

predicted to be Negligible / Low (and below the thresholds for significance in EIA terms). It is considered that there 

is therefore considerable “headroom” in the capacity of the receptors to accommodate these short term rises in 

traffic flows. 
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10.12.3 If another development were to coincide with that of the proposed development and was considered to have an 

unacceptable joint impact, then discussions would be held between developers and other relevant parties (in 

conjunction with the Roads Authorities) prior to the commencement of the projects, with a view to mitigating any 

such effects. The measures to be adopted would be enshrined in a robust Traffic Management Plan applying to 

each development, to ensure that any cumulative effects were avoided.  

10.13 CONCLUSION 

10.13.1 The above assessment concludes that there will be no significant traffic effects associated with the proposed 

development. As shown, for the proposed A96 access route and when considering the assessment criteria set out 

in the IEA Guidelines, the predicted traffic volumes pass both Rule 1 and Rule 2 resulting in no further assessments 

being required.  

10.13.2 In addition to this, suggested good practice measures have been provided and a draft TMP prepared and it is 

recommended that these are put in place to keep potential impacts to a minimum.    

10.13.3 In relation to potential cumulative impacts, these are predicted to be ‘Negligible / Low’ depending on if other 

developments are implemented concurrently. If it is the case that the proposed development construction and 

operation coincided with another, using the same transport routes, then communication with the other developers 

would take place with the aim to mitigate effects to a non-significant level, through robust and considered mitigation 

measures. 

 


