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1 INTRODUCTION  

1.1.1 The Development Consent Order (DCO) application for the A47 North Tuddenham 
to Easton scheme was submitted on 15 March 2021 and accepted for examination 
on 12 April 2021. 

1.1.2 The purpose of this document is to set out Highways England’s (the Applicant) 
comments on the following submissions by third parties at Deadline 5 (26 
November 2021): 

• Richard Hawker’s Deadline 5 Submission (REP5-017). 

• Weston Longville Parish Council’s Comments on Issue Specific Hearing 2 
Action Points (REP5-018). 

1.1.3 This document also sets out the Applicant’s comments on the following submission 
by third parties at Deadline 4 (12 November 2021): 

• Appendix A to A C Meynell’s Written summary of oral submissions made 
at Issue Specific Hearing 2 (REP4-023) comprising a Technical Note 
review by Mr Joe Ellis of RPS Consulting of the Applicant’s 9.15 
Alternative Wood Lane Junction Options Appraisal (AS-022), submitted to 
the ExA by the Applicant on 25 October 2021.  

1.1.4 The following sections present the responses where additional information or 
clarity from the Applicant is required.  

 

2 KEY ABBREVIATIONS   

2.1.1 The following common abbreviations have been used in the Applicant’s 
submissions to the Examination: 

• dDCO = draft Development Consent Order 

• DMRB = Design Manual for Roads and Bridges  

• ExA = Examining Authority 

• NPSNN = National Policy Statement for National Networks 2014 

• NWL = Norwich Western Link 

• the Scheme = the A47 North Tuddenham to Easton dualling scheme 
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5 JOE ELLIS (RPS), ON BEHALF OF A C MEYNELL 

5.1.1 At Deadline 4 (12 November 2021), A C Meynell’s below submission of ‘Written summary of oral submissions made at Issue 
Specific Hearing 2’ (REP4-023) included an Appendix A Technical Note review by Mr Joe Ellis of RPS Consulting of the Applicant’s 
9.15 Alternative Wood Lane Junction Options Appraisal (AS-022). 

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/TR010038/TR010038-001336-DL4%20-
%20A%20C%20Meynell%20-
%20Written%20summary%20of%20oral%20submissions%20made%20at%20ISH2%20Rev%201.pdf  

5.1.2 At Deadline 6, the Applicant submitted an update to the ‘Alternative Wood Lane Junction Options Appraisal’ (AS-022) and that 
update contains responses to the following issues raised in the comments by Joe Ellis:  

• Inclusion of an operational traffic analysis where Berrys Lane is closed in all alternative options – see Section 4. 

• Confirming UK DMRB was used to design the sideroads in agreement with the Local Highway Authority (Norfolk County 
Council), who will adopt these sideroads, due to the absence of a local highway authority design standard – see Section 
3.4.  

• Clarification of competence and independence of the safety review – see Section 5.1. 

• Clarification of concern relating to additional departures from the standard, even though Applicant’s Scheme includes has 
agreed departures – see Section 5.4. 

• Clarification why a short link between the existing A47 and southern alternative Wood Lane junction a safety concern 
relating – see Table 5-6 and 5-7. 

5.1.3 In addition to the above, the Applicant’s  response to the further issues is: 

• Lady’s Grove underpass would require realignment and lowering of the existing A47 at the underpass, to avoid raising the 
mainline over 5m, within a low point susceptible to flooding. This would require exceptionally deep pumped drainage, 
contrary to compliance with The Construction (Design and Management) Regulations 2015 (CDM 2015) to minimise 
construction and operational maintenance safety risks (e.g. working in confined spaces). In addition, the existing A47 would 
need to be realigned further north and south to achieve the vertical geometry to enter/exit a deeper underpass. This would 
cause additional permanent landtake which would be required from residential gardens of several private houses outside 
the DCO boundary, including loss of woodland and arable land within Berry Hall Estate (see indicative illustration below). 

 
 

• Wood Lane Junction drainage in the Alternative Option designs would require a revised approach to the location of the 
drainage basins and River Tud outfall for the surface water runoff due to removing of the realigned existing A47 connection 
to the proposed Wood Lane junction.  Based on the existing topography, a drainage basin would be required south of the 
alternative Wood Lane junction, in the vicinity of the existing A47 junction with Berrys Lane. Though the aim would be to 
locate a drainage basin between the existing and new A47 mainline, there is a risk the drainage basin could be required 
south of the existing A47 within the Berry Hall Estate. In all scenarios, significant engineering works would be required to 
install a drainage outfall pipe through the Berry Hall Estate, east or west of Berrys Lane, to a new outfall in the River Tud.  
Due to the volume of discharge flow, the existing drainage asset along the eastern side of Berrys Lane is not likely to be 
suitable to use in the alternatives proposed. 

• National Grid Gas (NGG) pipeline diversion still needs to use the field north of Merrywood House, east of Berrys Lane, 
and an arable field north of the new A47 mainline. The Applicant has confirmed with the Pipeline Operator, NGG, that the 
new mainline alignment in the alternative options has not moved north far enough to allow NGG to tie into the existing 
pipeline without crossing the existing A47.  Therefore, the gas pipeline diversion’s southern connection to the existing 
pipeline needs to remain in the Berry Hall Estate field north of Merrywood House. This also means the alternative options 
would require additional landtake north of the A47, beyond the Scheme design DCO boundary, in addition to extra costs 
and impacts to install the longer pipeline. 

• Anglian Water pipeline diversion around the south side of the southern roundabout. The alternative design options avoid 
this, however the Applicant is currently exploring with Anglian Water the potential to retain or divert the existing pipeline in-
situ under the southern roundabout in the Scheme design to avoid the need for a diversion south of the roundabout and 
associated impact on landtake. This opportunity is reflected in the utility diversion investigation area illustrated in the utilities 
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limit of deviation for diversion works shown as orange hatching on sheet 9 of the Works Plans (REP3-003). The ability to 
achieve this outcome will be confirmed at the detailed design stage in liaison with Anglian Water, who have indicated a 
willingness to explore this option but want to see the detailed design of the junction before agreeing to any such proposal. 

• Construction compound and material storage areas would need relocating to north of the proposed alternative designs, 
beyond the DCO boundary and increasing existing landtake from the two landowners, east and west of Wood Lane. 

• Cyclists would benefit from the proposed Lady’s Grove underpass, but retaining use of the existing Berrys Lane and 
Dereham Road for cyclists would increase the prospect of cyclists traveling north-south across Wood Lane junction, rather 
than using the safer, separated route via the diverted RB1 and Hall Farm underpass. 

 

 




