1. Impact of HSE LUP Proposals on Outer Zone
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2. Impact of HSE LUP Proposals on Middle Zone Distances
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3. Impact of HSE LUP Proposals on Inner Zone
(HSE Risk Data)
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4. Impact of HSE LUP Proposals on Outer Zone
(HSE data)

w

(o]

o
1

Distance to Outer Zone Risk Level (m)
o
o

® Transco/HSE area Classifications
Agree f

A Area classifications disagree

—— Equivalence line |

100 200 300 400 500
Outer Zone based on BPD (m)




5. Impact of HSE LUP Proposals on Middle Zone
(HSE data)
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6. Impact of HSE LUP Proposals on Inner Zone

Distance to Inner Zone Risk Level (m)
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HSE/Transco TPA
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8. Impact of HSE'LUP Proposals on Outer Zone

(HSE Risk Data)
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