M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Public consultation

exnhibition
From 9 December 2016
to 27 January 2017
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M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

What are we doing?

Highways England Is developing options to improve
junction 6 of the M42 to allow better movement of traffic on
and off the A45, supporting access to Birmingham Airport

and preparing capacity for the new HS2 station.

M42 junction 6 connects the M42 to the A45 to the east of
Birmingham near the National Exhibition Centre (NEC).

In order to relieve the congestion and improve journey
times, we plan to undertake a comprehensive upgrade

of the junction In order to accommodate the planned
developments, and provide added resilience to ensure that
future developments can be accommodated with minimum
disruption to the public.
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M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Why do we need this
scheme”?

M42 junction 6 lies at the heart of an area of dynamic
growth and is surrounded by a unique mix of existing and
proposed major assets that serve both the local and wider
economy. Current levels of congestion are having a serious
effect on communities and businesses and would constrain
future development planned in the area.

Improving the
M42 junction 6 will;

B Promote safe and
rellable operation
of the wider corridor

B [ncrease capacity
of the junction

B Improve access
to key businesses

B Support future
economic growtnh




M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Option 1
Link to the west of Bickenhill
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This option would provide a new 2.4 kilometre dual carriageway
ink between the Clock Interchange and an all movements junction
allowing north and south access to the M42 north of Solihull Road.
The Clock Interchange would be improved to accommodate the
additional flows and a free tlow link would be provided to give
mproved access to Birmingham Airport and A45 west.




M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Option 2
Link to the east of Bickenhill

OPTIONAL FREE FLOW LEFT
TURNS ADDED TO THREE ARMS

BIRMINGHAM

\\ PROPOSED HS2

INTERNATIONAL INTERCHANGE
vk RAILWAY __ V.. STATION
STATION A\
__________ \\ _ '77
W\ 2
\ \
N STONEBRIDGE
\, Ads ISLAND
i >4
>
\,\ %
DIRECT LINK TO \
AIRPORT WAY \

LINK TO CATHERINE
DE BARNES LANE

\
< ‘
N \
PROPOSED DUAL A HAMPTON IN ARDEN \
CARRIAGEWAY Q% \
% ,
R\ \
% \
& PROPOSED % \
W SOUTHERN < \
& JUNCTION ,
oAD \
.E.:.Q\,\\‘\\)\'\'R \
\
CATHERINE ,\
DE BARNES ,
\

This option would provide a new 2.3 kilometre dual carriageway
ink between the Clock Interchange and an all movements junction
allowing north and south access to the M42 north of Solihull Road.
The Clock Interchange would be improved to accommodate the
additional flows of traffic and a free tlow link would be provided to
mprove access to Birmingham Airport and A45 west.




M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Option 3
Link to the east of Bickenhill
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This option would provide a new 1.6 kilometre dual carriageway link
between the Clock Interchange and a restricted movements junction
with the M42 north of Shadowbrook Lane. This junction would only
enable traffic to join the M42 southbound or exit the M42 northbound
using free flow links. The Clock Interchange would be improved to
accommodate the additional flows of traffic and a free tlow link would

pbe provided to Improve access to Birmingham Airport and A45 west.




M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Optional free flow left turns
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Whichever option we take forward, there is the potential to maximise
the iImprovement at M42 junction 6 even further by providing
dedicated free tlow left turns.

These links could effectively remove tratfic from the roundabout by
providing dedicated left turn links at the NEC, National Motorcycle
Museum and north east quadrant of the roundabout and could
increase benetits and reduce future congestion.

Further design, discussion and more detailed traffic modelling is

required to determine the benefits of each link before they could be
INncluaeaq.




M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Environmental
and local effects

We attach great importance to the environment. The route
options developed minimise the environmental impact

where possible. This plan maps out all the proposed route
options and the important environmentally sensitive areas.
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Comparison of options

Value for money

M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Improves
resilience
Scheme
Wi Increase
capacity

Significant

Benefit

Improves access

Safety

Yes

Moderate
Benefit

Medium

Commuting and
other users

Significant

Benefit

Slight
Benefit

Yes

Slight
Benefit

Reliability impact
on commuting
and other users

Moderate
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Benefit

Yes

Social Physical activity

Moderate
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Benefit

Slight
Benefit

Accessibility
to local road
hetwork

Slight
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Journey quality

Moderate
Adverse

Slight
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Severance

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Benefit

Moderate
Adverse

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Adverse

Moderate
Adverse

Moderate
Benefit

Moderate
Adverse

* Tables do not assume significant mitigation. Mitigation to these effects will be discussed with all stakeholders as we develop
the scheme prior to formal planning application.




Comparison of options

Environmental

Economy

Impact on
green belt

Noise

M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Moderate
Adverse

Air Quality

Slight
Adverse

Moderate
Adverse

Visual impacts

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Adverse

Moderate
Adverse

Landscape

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Adverse

Historic
Environment

Moderate
Adverse

Moderate
Adverse

Slight
Adverse

Biodiversity

Slight
Adverse

Moderate
Adverse

Severe
Adverse

Water
Environment

Business users

and transport
providers

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Adverse

Reliability
Impact on
business users

Slight
Adverse

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Adverse

Regeneration

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Adverse

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Adverse

Wider impacts

Moderate
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Adverse

Slight
Benefit

Significant
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

Slight
Benefit

Moderate
Benefit

* Tables do not assume significant mitigation. Mitigation to these effects will be discussed with all stakeholders as we develop
the scheme prior to formal planning application.




Options considere

M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

and discounted
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Reasons for Rejection

Significantly exceeds budget;
provides very low value for
money

Northern junction would clash
with proposed HS2 structures

Northern junction is too close
to M42 junction 7; would not
allow safe access and egress
onto the motorway

Considerable impact on local
environment (businesses and
local villages) and the green belt

Considerable impact on road
users during construction

Reasons for Rejection

Significantly exceeds budget;
provides very low value for
money

Parallel link roads would have
significant effect on green belt

The eastern link to HS2
development does not provide
enough benefit to offset the
costs including the effect on
local stakeholders

The western link to A45 does
not allow full movements to
the A45. It would only enable
connection to A45 westbound
traffic
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M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Options considered
and discounted

Theme 4
Interchange
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M42 junction 6

Improvement scheme

Next Steps

T'his consultation Is your opportunity to express your views on the route
options we are proposing ahead of the project team developing the
scheme further and choosing a preferred route.

To help us with this, please complete the guestionnaire which you can
access online through our website. Paper coples will be available at our
public consultation events or can be requested from the project team.

This consultation will run for seven
weeks, from 9 December 2016 until
27 January 2017.

Announce preferred route

Consultation on proposed
Development Consent
Order (DCO)

After the consultation ends, we wil
publisn a report summarising the
responses. From this, the project team
will make recommendations for further
development of the scheme.

Subject to the findings of the consultation,
a preferred route announcement

will be maade In early 2017 and the
pore-application stage of the development
consent process will begin.

Individuals and organisations
register as interested parties
and submit representations

Start of DCO hearing
(examination)

Secretary of State Decision
on DCO application

contact us

Highways England, M42 J6 Project Team
The Cube, 199 Wharfside Street , Birmingham
B1 1RN

email us
m42junction6@highwaysengland.co.uk

go online
www.highways.gov.uk/m42-|6

End of Construction

call us
0300 123 5000




