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A30 Honiton to Devonshire Inn

1 Introduction
1.1.1

A one-day Value Management (VM) workshop for the A30 Honiton to Devonshire Inn
improvement scheme will be held on the 2 nd March 2016 with representatives of
Devon County Council, WSP|Parsons Brinckerhoff, Highways England, and other
key Stakeholders.

1.1.2

The purpose of this handbook is to provide an introduction to the scheme and the
structure of the workshop. The VM methodology will be explained during the
workshop and a detailed description of the scheme will be included in the information
phase.

1.1.3

Jim Elsdale will facilitate the workshop. Jim works for WSP|Parsons Brinckerhoff and
has facilitated a number of Value and Risk workshops for major road improvement
schemes. He is acting in a capacity that is independent from the project team. He
has 30 years’ experience in highway design and construction, including a number of
projects in Cornwall and the South West.

1.1.4

The workshop will be held at WSP|Parsons Brinckerhoff’s Exeter Office. The address
is: The Forum, Barnfield Road, Exeter, EX1 1QR. The workshop commences at 1pm
on 2nd March 2016 and in order to achieve a prompt start attendees should arrive
between 12.00 and 12.30pm for a light lunch.
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2 Project Description
2.1 Overview
2.1.1

In January 2012, Devon and Somerset County Councils had commissioned a study
aimed at identifying a programme of improvement schemes for the ‘unimproved’
sections of the A30/A303. This work culminated in the submission of a draft Business
Case to consultants preparing the Feasibility Study for improvement of the A30/A303
corridor. In parallel with the Feasibility Study, Devon CC (supported by Somerset
CC) undertook to look at the section of A30/A303 between Honiton and Broadway.
The outcome of this study work, which identified prioritised potential improvements,
was issued to Highways England in August 2014 for inclusion in the Strategic Outline
Business Case for the whole A30/A358/A303 corridor.

2.1.2

The Autumn Statement 2014, alongside the Road Investment Strategy (RIS) which
was launched in December 2014, outlines the investment in the Strategic Road
Network between 2015/16 – 2020/21 and proposes investing £15.2bn in over 100
major schemes. As well as committing to spending £2bn on three major
A30/A303/A358 dualling improvements at Amesbury to Berwick Down, Sparkford to
Ilchester and Taunton to Southfields, the document also commits to setting aside
funding for ‘smaller scale improvements’ to the A30/A303 between Honiton and
Southfields, ‘to improve safety and journey quality for road users recognising that
large scale improvements would be challenging given the protected landscape and
topography surrounding the route. This includes some small-scale work in the
Blackdown Hills AONB which will take account of the environmental sensitivity of the
area’.

2.1.3

Whilst the outcome of the SOBC submission was being considered, Devon CC had
commissioned further supplementary work on the Honiton – Broadway route. In
February 2015, options were presented to the Roads Minister and a decision taken
to progress the section of A30 between Honiton and Devonshire Inn.

2.1.4

Since then, work has been ongoing to collect and assimilate data and to develop
options. A number of options have been examined; the proposed locations being
developed at Design Team Workshops and based upon suggested alignments from
the Environmental team. These options will be explained in more detail at the
Workshop but include on-line sections and off-line sections. Outline details are
presented in Appendix 1. Appendix 2 contains Environmental Constraints Maps.

2.1.5

Following the Workshop, it is intended to hold a further briefing meeting in June 2016
to affirm option(s) to be presented at Public Consultation in September 2016.

2.1.6

Further information on the background to the scheme and current progress is given
at https://new.devon.gov.uk/a30-blackdownhills/

2.2 Scheme Location
2.2.1

The scheme is located in Devon on the A30 trunk road north-east of Honiton. It lies
within the Blackdown Hills Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), starting at
the eastern end of the Honiton bypass and ending just north of the Devonshire Inn
A30/A303 junction, illustrated in Figure 2.1.
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Figure 2.1: Scheme Study Area

2.3 Scheme Objectives
2.3.1

The scheme objectives for the Honiton – Broadway route were developed following
initial study work undertaken in 2014.

2.3.2

An objective of this VM Workshop is to verify the objectives for the A30 Honiton to
Devonshire Inn scheme:
Encourage economic growth in the South West peninsula and particularly the large
scale planned development on the A30 East of Exeter
Improve journey speed and reliability
Increase the resilience of the strategic road network
Improve safety along the A30 for road users and road operators
Minimise adverse environmental impacts through good exemplary approaches to
design and mitigation and adoption of sustainable and innovative solutions.
Ensure that unavoidable impacts on the character and special qualities of the
Blackdown Hills AONB are offset through a significant programme of compensatory
measures and the inclusion of opportunities for environmental enhancement in line
with AONB Management Plan objectives.

·
·
·
·
·
·

2.4 Client Scheme Requirements
2.4.1
·
·
·

The Client Scheme Requirements were established following initial study works that
lead to the submission of the draft Business Case. These requirements are:
The improvement shall be Wide Single Carriageway standard (2+1), potentially part
off-line and part on-line.
Junction standards will be at-grade.
Access to minor roads will either, be maintained or, where possible will use the local
connector roads to minimise junctions directly with the trunk road.
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3 Value Management Process
3.1 Purpose of the Workshop
3.1.1

Value Management is defined as a structured group decision making technique to
achieve the scheme objectives by reviewing and confirming performance, timing
quality and value.

3.1.2

The purpose of the Workshop is:
1. To consider viable route options for the proposed Wide Single Carriageway
solution between Honiton and Devonshire Inn.
2. To agree what significant mitigation measures should be addressed in further
development of option(s)
3. To identify potential added value and cost saving opportunities
4. To determine whether any options can be discarded at this stage and to
recognise the reasons as being robust
5. To agree what option(s) should be taken forward for further assessment prior to
public consultation
6. To record Stakeholder views for later evidence of participation
7. To review and affirm the scheme objectives.
8. To record value added in an Efficiency Register

3.1.3

The programme for the A30 Honiton to Devonshire Inn improvement scheme has
been developed to allow an Outline Business Case and preferred option to be
submitted to the DfT in Spring 2017. Consequently, a three stage VM process will be
undertaken on the A30 Honiton to Devonshire Inn improvement scheme, comprising:

3.1.4

1.

VM1 March 2016;

2.

VM2A June 2016;

3.

VM2B 2017.

The VM1 and VM2A workshops will be held prior to the Public Consultation period to
ensure that the options developed are suitable, to confirm objectives and to engage
with and brief stakeholders. VM2B will be held to brief Stakeholder on the outcome
of Public Consultation.

3.2 Workshop Agenda
3.2.1

The agenda for the workshop is as follows:

1.00 – 1.15
Introduction
1.15 – 1.30
Presentation of
Background & History

1.30 – 1.45
Presentation of
Current Work

·
·
·
·
·

Introductions
Purpose of Value Management
Outline of high level problem
Outline of next level problems
Developed objectives for solving the
identified problems
· Outline range of potential solutions that
were looked at and rejected / taken forward
and why solutions were rejected.
· Significant Policies and Highways England
Delivery Plan
· Baseline Conditions and Constraints
· Outline how consensus design team view
adopted to initiate thoughts on options

Lead
Dave Black
Jim Elsdale
Dave Black /
Mike Smith

Dave Black /
Mike Smith
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1.45 – 2.00
Ideas Generation – to
Improve Value
2.00 – 4.30
Descriptions and
Ideas for each
section of the route

4.30 – 4.45
Affirm Scheme
Objectives
4.45 – 5.00
Summarise Outcome
of Workshop.

·
·

Programme and funding issues
Explain how design team will manage
suggested ideas

·
·
·

Jim Elsdale

Options that have been developed.
Significant constraints to potential options.
Identify ideas for mitigation and
compensation measures
· Invite ideas on how added value could
improve the identified impacts.
· Record ideas and agree which ideas should
be considered by the design team and
reported in Workshop Report
· Agree any actions for participants
1. Update or affirm scheme objectives.

Jim Elsdale/
Mike Smith

1. Summary of VM ideas.
2. Summarise agreed actions

Jim Elsdale

Jim Elsdale

Table 3.1: Workshop Agenda
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4 The Process
4.1 The Participants
4.1.1

Table 4.1 below shows the VM Workshop Participants. Selection of participants was
made on the basis of their knowledge and experience relevant to the context of the
A30 Honiton to Devonshire Inn Improvement Scheme. Attendees are asked to
commit their time and attention to the workshop and to participate in an open and
constructive manner, so that the workshop is successful. It is important that:
- Everybody contributes fully without regard to political and seniority barriers
- An appropriate level of detail is maintained to suit the stage of the scheme and the
nature of the ideas

Name

Position

Organisation

David Black

Head of Planning, Transportation
and Environment

Devon County Council

Linda Bennett

AONB Manager

Blackdown Hills AONB
Partnership

Lisa Turner

Planning Officer

Blackdown Hills AONB
Partnership

Alexis Field
Steve Moore
Rhiannon Rhys

Highways England
FCRM Advisor ( Development and
Flood Risk )

Assistant Inspector of Historic
Buildings & Area

Steven Panks

Environment Agency
Historic England

Natural England

Sarah Foque

Landscape Architect

East Devon District Council

John Smith

Environmental Health

East Devon District Council

Peter Chamberlain

Environmental - Environmental
Coordinator

Devon County Council

Doe Fitzsimmons

Environmental - Assistant
Environmental Coordinator

Devon County Council

Mike Smith

Project Manager

WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff

Rachel Walker

Assistant Project Manager

Devon County Council

Melanie Croll

Environmental - Landscape

Devon County Council

Sara Metcalfe

Landscape

NPA

Sarah Jennings

Environmental - Nature

Devon County Council
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Conservation
Rory Chanter

Nature Conservation

Richard Green Ecology Ltd

Steve Reed

Environmental - Cultural heritage

Devon County Council

Grace Corbett

Cultural Heritage

Wessex Archaeology

Jessica Bott

Environmental - Road Drainage
and the Water Environment

Devon County Council

Aimee Hart

Road Drainage and the Water
Environment

Arcadis

Matt Waring

Noise & Vibration

Devon County Council

Hannah Clark

Traffic and Economics

Devon County Council

Chris Sanders

Traffic and Economics

Jacobs

Helen Selby

Neighbourhood Highway Engineer
(Eastern)

Devon County Council

Jerry Rickeard

Geotechnics

Frederick Sherrell Ltd

Keegan Ferreday

GIS and Land

Devon County Council

Jim Elsdale

Facilitator

WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff

Kelly Jeffery

Workshop Recorder

WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff

Table 4.1: VM Participants

4.2 The Facilitator
4.2.1

Jim Elsdale will lead and facilitate the workshop with the aim of supporting all
participants to bring their knowledge and experience into value improvements for the
scheme; and to guide participants in conceiving and evaluating ideas. Kelly Jeffery
will assist in recording and evaluating ideas.
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Appendices: Appendix 1: Summary Current Options
Drawing No: 3513824E-HHE-SK-028
Summary Tables
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Preliminary Environmental Assessment of Link Options

Environment

Link 1
Honiton A30/A35 Junction- Tovehayne Farm

Link 2
Tovenhayne Farm- Aplin's Farm (Monkton bypass)

Link 3
(Aplin's Farm- Cook's Moor)

Links 1, 2, 3
Honiton - Cook's Moor

Link 4
(Cook's Moor- Devonshire Inn)

Option 1
Online widened to NW of existing
A30

Option 2
Online widened to SE of existing A30

Option N
Offline bypass to North of Monkton

Option S
Offline bypass to South of Monkton

Option 2A, Online
Option 2B,
Option 2C, Offline 1
Option 2C Offline 2
Online widened to SE Offline 2 lane +Online Developed by NPA
Offline 3 lane with existing A30 for
of existing A30
existing (Split
Offline 3 lane with existing A30 for local traffic local traffic
D2L)

Option 3, Viney

Option X
Online wideing of
existing road to
NW or SE

High/Medium constraints with the
most significant of these relating to
incursion into floodplain zones
2&3, and the loss of the wellestablished hedgerow / tree screen
to the south of the road. Although,
in principle, it may be possible to
adequately mitigate the loss of
flood plain storage capacity / the
increased flood risk downstream,
this introduces uncertainty and
scheme risk. In relation to the
landscape impacts, the proposed
mitigation will only be effective in
the mid-term (i.e. 10 to 15 year
period). Whilst in many situations,
this may be deemed acceptable, it
may not meet the tests required in
relation to the nationally protected
status of the AONB and could
introduce a high level of risk to the
scheme.

High/Medium constraints in most
respects, there are fewer
environmental constraints and likely
impacts.
However, this option is worse from a
noise perspective, with widening to
the south leaving even less room for
any noise attenuation for remaining
properties.
This option is likely to require some
demolition of properties. As these
make a neutral to negative
contribution to the appearance of this
sensitive gateway to the AONB, their
removal offers the potential for
landscape enhancement here.
The required property demolition
does result in a potential of conflict
with a possible bat roost; however, if
such a constraint were to be
discovered, it is highly likely that it
could be overcome through
appropriate mitigation.

High/Medium constraints in terms of
Ecology and Water Environment (
hydrology & drainage) and Cultural
Heritage. In terms of hydrology and
drainage, the location of the route in the
flood plain will lead to permanent loss of
flood water storage, increasing flood risk
to third parties. There would also be
potential impacts/degradation on the
water quality of the Upper River Otter.
Mitigation in the form of compensation
storage and SUDS are possible which
would provide opportunities for
enhancement of the aesthetic value of
the scheme, local ecology and water
quality.
Fragmentation of the landscape wll
impact on its ecological functionality
(movement of species etc) to some
degree.
Note that this option creates significant
encroachment into farm land.

High/Medium constraints in terms of
Landscape and Ecology. Standard mitigation
for impacts on species and hedges is
required. Fragmentation of the landscape
and impacts on its ecological functionality
(movement of species etc) is likely to be
slightly greater than for Option N.
Depending on its precise alignment, this
option may or may not result in substantial
disruption to a wide range of landscape
attributes with some of the potential
changes not being able to be effectively
mitigated in an AONB setting. However,
there is an opportunity to protect large
areas of existing woody vegetation and
there is potential for the addition of further
wooded copses and scarp woodland to limit
visual effects by the mid-term in a landscape
area where these are already distinctive
feature. This option may provide the
opportunity to avoid physical and visual
encroachment on the meadow land near the
Otter, north of Monkton Village and
avoidance of the severance effects that
Option N would cause in the eastern part of
the village.
Option S would have a greater impact on the
setting of the hillfort than Option N so the
impacts to the medieval remains would
need to be weighed against impacts to the
setting of the hillfort. Option S would result
in fewer impacts on the medieval heritage
assets of Monkton, their settings and the
wider setting of designated assets than
Option N .

High constraints,
particularly in terms
of Ecology impacts
due to inability to
mitigate for loss of
woodland.

High/Medium constraints in terms of
Hydogeology and, potentially, Ecology.
Most problematic route from a
hydrogeological perspective. Significant
risks to numerous private supplies and
could have an adverse effect on Otter and
Umborne Brook catchments. However,
there may be potential to reduce these
impacts through careful popsitioning of the
vertical alignment of the road relative to
the water table. Drainage scheme for Viney
ridge not known, but caution required if
discharge to ground (soakaway) proposed.
Ecology walk over surveys will be required
to verify the likely impacts. The current
desk assessment suggests that the route
will cut through hedges which are likely to
support dormice and bats, although the
impacts are likely to be less than for Option
N and S. It is also less likely to sever
important bat commuting routes (as bats
more likely to be in the valley than on the
ridge). In the Monkton to Cookmore
section there will be further impact upon
hedges likely to support dormice and bats,
the loss of two mature oaks and one pond
(possible Great Crested Newt (GCN)
presence, although no records of GCN in
the area but not far from a GCN
consultation zone).

High/Medium
Discarded
constraints in terms
of Hydrogeology
which in principle,
may be adequately
mitigated.

Discarded

High/Medium constraints in terms of
Landscape, Ecology and Hydrology.
This alignment would cause some significant
localised adverse effects on the existing
landform through earthworks modifications,
would result in some loss of mature
hedgerows and trees, some disruption to
existing field pattern/cultural landscape and
would reduce tranquillity in some areas, away
from the existing A30/A303. There would be
some adverse effects on key views that would
be irreversible. However, the alignment
protects large areas of existing woody
vegetation and there is potential for the
addition of further wooded copses and scarp
woodland to limit visual effects by the midterm in a landscape area where these are
already distinctive feature.
The fragmentation of the landscape may
impact on its ecological functionality
(movement of species etc). This option mat
potentially impact on bats, engender the
destruction and severance of 22 hedgerows,
many of which are high quality/more like lines
of trees than hedges (likely to support dormice
and bats). Six mature oaks & two trees with
potential bat roost features may be affected.
This option affects more and better quality
hedges and trees than Option 2C Offline 2.
This option has also the potential to impact on
private water supplies but mitigation could be
delivered during design. Most issues would be
associated with interception of groundwater in
cut sections.

Table A- Constraints criteria

High

Mitigation to acceptable levels is not possible.
There would be irreversible or permanent loss
of valued environmental assets or functions.

High/Medium

There is a risk of significant harm. There may
be some potential for mitigation to reduce
adverse effects but it may not be fully
effective and/ or could be highly problematic.

Medium

There is a risk of significant harm but
mitigation measures could reduce risk to
acceptable levels. The residual risk of harm
may be acceptable when weighed against
benefits.

Medium/Low

There is a risk of harm but mitigation
measures could effectively reduce these to
acceptable levels.

Low

There is no risk of harm, or minor risks could
be avoided or mitigated effectively.

High constraints, particularly in
terms of Landscape constraints.This
proposed alignment and scale of
offline road would cause significant
disruption to landscape pattern
land cover, would reduce tranquility
and impact on the cultural
landscape with adverse effects on
key views that cannot be effectively
mitigated and which would be
irreversible and permenant on a
variety of valued landscape assets.

Option Y
Offline located to SE
or
NW of existing A30

A30 Honiton-Devonshire Inn- Value Management Workshop Briefing Note
Preliminary Engineering Assessment of Link Options
Link 1
Honiton A30/A35 Junction- Tovehayne Farm

Link 2
Tovenhayne Farm- Aplin's Farm (Monkton bypass)

Link 3
(Aplin's Farm- Cook's Moor)

Option 1 North Option
Online widened to NW of
existing A30

Option 2
Online widened to SE of
existing A30

Option 1 North Option
Offline bypass to North of Monkton

Option 2 South Option
Offline bypass to South of Monkton

Option 2A, Online
Online widened to SE of existing A30

Option 2B,
Option 2C, Offline 1
Offline 2 lane +Online existing (Split Developed by NPA
D2L)
Offline 3 lane with existing A30 for local traffic

Engineering
Standards

Alignment complies with
Alignment Design Standards
(Desirable Minimum).
Significant length of centre lane
used for ghost island right
turning facility.

Alignment complies with
Alignment complies with Alignment Design
Alignment Design Standards Standards (Desirable Minimum).
(Desirable Minimum). Fewer
junctions than NW option
due to property demolition

Alignment incorporates Relaxations to
Alignment Design Standards (Relaxation of
horizontal alignment one-step below
Desirable Minimum ie 510m horizontal
curvature used) . Four new culverts
required on the new alignment.

Alignment complies with Alignment Design Standards
(Desirable Minimum).
Single access into Monkton village.
Climbing Lane Ch 4360 to 6070m.
Westbound overtaking Ch 4200m to 3600m

Discarded

Ground
Conditions

No Major Geotechnical Issues
(but works required on or
adjacent to floodplain of the
River Otter).

No Major Geotechnical Issues Possible soft alluvium beneath
.
embankment ch 1450- 2700m

Possible soft alluvium beneath
embankment ch 1450- 2150m (shorter
distance than Northern Option)

Utilities

Statutory Undertaker
As NW option.
Diversions required (BT
overhead cables, Vodafone
duct/cables, Level 3/Global
Crossing duct/cables, Virgin
Media duct/cables, South West
Water potable mains, WPD
overhead cables.

Statutory Undertaker Diversions required
(BT overhead cables, Vodafone
duct/cables, Level 3/Global Crossing
duct/cables, Virgin Media duct/cables,
South West Water potable mains, WPD
overhead cables.

Statutory Undertaker Diversions required
(BT overhead cables, Vodafone
duct/cables, Level 3/Global Crossing
duct/cables, Virgin Media duct/cables,
South West Water potable mains, WPD
overhead cables.

Structures

No bridges required (but 7
replacement culverts likely to
be required across the
existing/widened A30)

As NW option.

Temporary
Works and
Traffic
Management Buildability
Issues

Likely numerous switches of
traffic to replace culverts, to
divert statutory undertakers
plant and widen the existing
A30.

As NW option.

People impacts

None to report.

Demolition of two residential Disruption to Monkton residents during
properties (Northwood and construction, including noise, dust and
Dean's Cottage) plus a
access.
workshop/garage to
Newbery Metal scrap yard
required.

Traveller Safety

Risks associated with Traffic
Management.

As NW option.

Option 2C Offline 2
Offline 3 lane with existing A30 for
local traffic

Links 1, 2, 3
Honiton - Cook's Moor

Link 4
(Cook's Moor- Devonshire Inn)

Option 3, Viney

Option X
Online wideing of existing road to
NW or SE

Option Y
Offline located to SE or
NW of existing A30

Alignment incorporates Relaxations to
Alignment complies with Alignment
Alignment Design Standards (Relaxation of
Design Standards (Desirable
horizontal alignment one-step below Desirable Minimum).
Minimum ie 510m horizontal curvature used).

Alignment complies with Alignment
Westbound overtaking (WS2+1) for Discarded
Design Standards (Desirable
1320m from roundabout.
Minimum).
Monkton to be connected to the road
network at Langford Road to the west,
which may lead to traffic capacity
issues associated with the A30/A35
junction.

Possible soft soliflucted soils and "fossil" slip surfaces Ch
2700 - 3900m.
Extensive solifluction soils and areas of active flowslides
and instability - major drainage and stabilisation
measures required Ch 3900 - 6000m. Installation of
contiguous piled walls or similar may be required in
areas of deep seated movement.

Possible soft soliflucted soils and "fossil" slip
surfaces Ch 2700 - 3200m.
Extensive solifluction soils and areas of active
landslides - drainage and stabilisation measures
required in cuttings and foundation preparation
measures beneath embankments Ch 3200 4160m.
Possible saturated sands in cut slopes Ch 4160 4780m.
Embankment batters extend onto escarpment
slope close to deep seated landslip - extensive
foundation preparation and stabilisation
measures likely to be required.

Extensive solifluction soils and active
landslides - extensive foundation
preparation measures necessary Ch
1020- 1500m .
Extensive sloifluction soils and active
landslides - major drainage and
stabilisation measures required Ch
1500-2000m.
Possible saturated sands Ch 20002500m.

Crossing of National Grid High Pressure Gas Main
(Feeder 20) - currently this crossing is close to both the
existing heavy wall pipeline and concrete slab
protection.
Additional Statutory Undertaker Diversions required (BT
overhead cables, Vodafone duct/cables, Level 3/Global
Crossing duct/cables, Virgin Media duct/cables), and
these are required in a narrow working corridor with
live traffic and extensive traffic management on
Reddick's Hill.

Crossing of National Grid High Pressure Gas
As Option 2, Offline 1
Main (Feeder 20) - crossing is remote from both
the existing heavy wall pipeline and concrete
slab protection.
Additional Statutory Undertaker Diversions
required.

Crossing of National Grid High Pressure
Gas Main (Feeder 20) - currently this
crossing is remote from both the
existing heavy wall pipeline and
concrete slab protection.
Additional Statutory Undertaker
Diversions required.

No bridges required but new culverts
No bridges required but new culverts
required in or adjacent to the floodplain of required.
the River Otter, increasing construction
risk.

Bridge proposed at Aplin's Farm/C366 to maintain side
road connectivity and increase the length of the
climbing lane.
Retaining Wall proposed RHS Ch 3900 - 6000m. Culverts
to be constructed.

One Bridge proposed at Aplin's Farm/C366 to
maintain side road connectivity and increase
the length of the climbing lane.
Second bridge proposed at Cotleigh Crossing
(south of Cook's Moor) to maintain side road
connectivity. Culverts to be constructed.

As Option 2, Offline 1

Bridges proposed at Homesleigh Road, Bridge proposed at Sandy's
Viney Cross and Cotleigh Crossing and Lane/Stockland Hill.
Sandy's Lane/Stockland Hill.

Traffic management required to replace
culverts, statutory undertaker diversions
and for tie-in works between existing A30
and new alignment to maintain access to
Monkton during construction.

Traffic management required to replace
culverts, statutory undertaker diversions
and for tie-in works between existing A30
and new alignment to maintain access to
Monkton during construction. Option
avoids additional crossing of A30, so less
construction risk.

Traffic management required with numerous switches
of traffic to replace culverts across the A30, statutory
undertaker diversions and widen the existing A30
including the construction of retaining wall. Additional
risk of construction issues/delays as working adjacent to
the existing A30 on Reddick's Hill. Required
construction programme likely to be longer.
Highly uncertain buildability issues associated with the
extensive geotechnical works required in a narrow
working corridor with difficult topography (retaining
wall or piled solution could be built 'top down').

Offline, so traffic management requirements
reduced but extensive earthworks required Ch
3200-4780m. Also work to high pressure gas
main pipeline (Feeder 20) required. Buildability
issues associated with the extensive
geotechnical works but wide working corridor
available - Topography still difficult to work in.

Offline, so traffic management
requirements reduced but extensive
earthworks required Ch 3200-4600m.
Also work to high pressure gas main
pipeline (Feeder 20) required.
Buildability issues associated with the
extensive geotechnical works but wide
working corridor available Topography still difficult to work in.

The route that is offline for the
greatest length, so traffic management
requirements reduced but extensive
earthworks required Ch 1020-2500m &
Ch 4450-4820m. Also work to high
pressure gas main pipeline (Feeder 20)
required.
Buildability issues associated with the
extensive geotechnical works but wide
working corridor available Topography still difficult to work in.

As Northern.

None to report.

None to report.

None to report.

Accommdation bridges may be
required at Homesleigh Farm,
Hedgeend Barton, Monkton Barton
and Northcote Farm, depending on
side road diversion solution.

Risks associated with Traffic Management offline reduced risk.

As Option 2, Offline 1

Risks associated with Traffic
Management - offline reduced risk.

Risks associated with Traffic Management. Risks associated with Traffic Management Significant risks associated with Traffic Management.
but slightly less than the Northern as one Travelling public will be close to major civil engineering
less crossing of the existing A30 (compared works on Reddick's Hill - distraction to drivers.
to Northern route) and road construction
will be less visible to the travelling public
(less distraction).

Possible soft soliflucted soils and
"fossil" slip surfaces Ch 2700 - 3200m.
Extensive solifluction soils and areas of
active landslides - extensive foundation
preparation measures necessary Ch
3200 - 4220m.
Possible saturated sands Ch 4220 4600m.

Risks associated with Traffic
Management.

A30 Honiton to Devonshire Inn

Appendices: Appendix 2: Constraints Maps
Preliminary Study Area and Landscape and Visual Context
Ecological, Cultural Heritage and Noise Environment Study Area
Road Drainage and the Water Environment Study Area
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