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Introduction 
This note is intended to provide a brief comparison of the Code of Construction Practice 
(“CoCP”) for the Waverly Railway Project (“WRP”) and the Glasgow Airport Rail Link 
(“GARL”).  As requested by the GARL Bill Committee, it will specifically focus on areas 
where the GARL CoCP offers a different level of protection in comparison to the WRP 
CoCP.   
 
The Promoter has highlighted below topics where it has identified differences between 
the two CoCPs; these primarily relate to working hours, noise and vibration. It should be 
noted at the outset of this note that the environments affected by the two schemes differ 
significantly.  For much of its length, the WRP follows a disused railway line running 
through rural areas. GARL is part of an existing live line, with a new branch line, all within 
an urban setting. Both schemes were subject to detailed Environmental Impacts 
Assessment (“EIA”) and the results of these assessments have informed the CoCPs. The 
contents of the respective CoCPs are therefore a response to the scheme specific 
mitigation requirements in the environments affected. This inevitably means there will be 
differences between the documents.  
 
It should also be noted that there are presentational differences between these CoCPs 
including their structure and layout and some of the terminology.  For example where  
‘Concessionaire’ is used instead of ‘Contractor’.  For the purpose of this note the 
Promoter has used the headings set out in the GARL CoCP.  
 
Liaison 
In general, GARL offers more information on liaison procedures e.g. GARL provides for a 
liaison officer, a complaints “Hotline” and also makes provisions for a complaints emails 
address. In addition, the Promoter will also provide the contact details to which written 
complaints should be addressed. The WRP CoCP on the other hand only provides a 
Complaints “Hotline”.  
 
Working Hours 
The normal working hours for GARL and WRP are shown below.  
 
 
 

 



 

GARL WRP 
Monday to Friday 7am to 7pm Monday to Friday 7:30am to 4:30 
Saturday 7am to 1pm Saturday 7:30am to 1pm 

 
As with noise thresholds (see below), the differences in the working hours can be 
attributed to the different locations and schemes i.e. much of the WRP is within a rural 
environment where no existing train noise is present. Adjacent receptors are more 
sensitive to works scheduled earlier in the morning and later in the day than GARL. The 
working hours proposed for GARL are similar to those for the Edinburgh Tram, which is 
comparable in that it includes construction along a live railway corridor. The Edinburgh 
Tram and GARL projects also take account of the different timing of the day time peak 
noise periods (earlier in the morning and later in the day) compared to a rural location, 
and the overall extended duration of the typical urban noise profile during the day.    
 
Both GARL and WRP include provisions for alternative working hours should the need 
arise.  
 
Noise 
A small number of differences exist in the threshold noise levels defined in the respective 
CoCPs.  The higher levels contained within the GARL CoCP reflect the urban context of 
the scheme where existing ambient noise levels are significantly higher than those 
associated with Waverley as much of it is in a rural setting.  Consequently, the degree of 
difference between the existing ambient noise level and the construction noise level is 
likely to be less for the GARL compared to the WRP. As such the construction noise limits 
for the GARL can be higher whilst still maintaining a similar differential between ambient 
and construction noise to the WRP overall.  
 
The primarily rural nature and character of the environment that the WRP passes 
through, and the resulting lower density of land use compared to the mainly urban 
locations that the GARL runs through, means that overall the likely separation distance 
between construction works and a noise sensitive building is likely to be greater for the 
WRP compared to the GARL. Consequently, it is more likely that it will be practicable to 
achieve the lower construction noise level limits established for the WRP. Whereas if 
such limits were imposed on the GARL project there is a greater probability that such 
limits will be exceeded, due to the generally shorter separation distances. Not 
withstanding this, care has been taken to ensure that whilst the GARL construction noise 
level limits are higher than for the WRP, they still lie within the range of construction noise 
levels established for other urban railway projects and reflect current guidance and advice 
on the impact of noise overall and construction noise in particular. 
 
A significant negative consequence of simply transposing the lower WRP construction 
noise criteria to the GARL project is that the probability of exceeding those limits would be 
increased. Because both the WRP and GARL noise limits are time averaged over a 
typical working day, in order to avoid breaching the lower WRP noise limits (even though 
the GARL contractor will have used BPM to select the quietest method of carrying out the 
work) the GARL contractor would probably have to cut the time each working day that the 
noisy operation went on for. This would then result in the overall period that the noisy 
operation went on for being extended. For logistical reasons the likely extension of the 
overall period that the noisy operation went on for would not be pro rata.  For example, 
cutting noisy work to only fifty percent of each working day would not simply double the 
overall period of the noisy works, it would be longer. Section 30 of Circular 2/76 on the 
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implementation of the control of construction noise powers in the Control of Pollution Act 
1974 specifically advises that “In stating requirements a balance needs to be struck 
between allowing more rapid completion of the works at higher noise levels and requiring 
lower noise levels but also prolonging those works”. The Promoter is of the view that the 
higher noise levels in the GARL CoCP compared to the WRP project provide such a 
balance based on the different circumstances of the GARL route compared to the WRP.  
 
Vibration 
In order to protect residents, both the GARL and WRP CoCPs aim not to exceed the 
Vibration Dose Values specified in British Standard 6472.  In order to protect buildings the 
GARL CoCP has adopted guidance on accepted vibration levels contained within British 
Standard 5228 Part 4.  WRP has adopted its own set of similar criteria however no 
reference is made to British Standards.  The GARL CoCP takes a more developed 
approach to setting vibration limits than the WRP as it sets a more stringent limit for 
intermittent vibration.  This is due to its on/off and unpredictable onset and duration is 
more likely to be disturbing rather than constant vibration, which is more readily tolerated. 
 
Dust and Air Pollution 
The methods for controlling dust in the two CoCPs are very similar. There are differences 
in the approach to liaising with the local authorities.  For example, before commencing 
construction, the GARL Contractors will have to submit a statement outlining their 
approach to mitigating dust and air pollution impacts to the Promoter and consult the local 
authority. In addition they may be required to employ an independent air specialist to 
carry out monitoring.  
 
Ecology and Biodiversity 
The WRP CoCP sets out a more comprehensive description for the protection of 
ecological resources. However, this can be explained by the rural location of the scheme 
and that many of the works associated with the construction of the WRP are in close 
proximity to nationally important Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) and other 
areas or species of ecological interest.   As a result, a far larger number of species and 
habitats could be potentially impacted by the construction of the WRP than GARL.  
Accordingly, this section includes more detail on protection and mitigation measures.   
 
Site Boundaries and Hoardings 
In the previous draft of Appendix D of the GARL CoCP, the minimum height of hoardings 
is defined as 2metres. This has been amended to 2.4metres, which is consistent with the 
WRP.  
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