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00:15 
Good morning, everybody. Mr. Johansson, just before I start, can I just confirm that you can see and 
hear me clearly, and that the recording the live streaming, the event has now commenced. 
 
00:28 
I can confirm that I can see and hear you. The recording has started and the live captions are live. 
 
00:35 
Excellent. Thank you very much for that. Well, good morning, everybody. The time is now 10 o'clock 
and it's time for this hearing. To begin. I'd like to welcome you all to this third compulsory acquisition 
hearing for the application made by highways England, whom I will refer to as the applicant for the A47 
North Tuddenham to Easton project. My name is Adrian Hunter and I'm a chartered town planner, 
apparently inspector employed by the planning inspectorate, and I've been appointed by the Secretary 
of State to be the examining authority to examine this application. There are a number of colleagues 
with me this morning from the planning inspectorate, you will know that spoken to Mr. Johansson, 
who's the case manager for today's hearing, a Mr. Jeff Safford, Mr. Max Baldwin, are also here from the 
case team as well. If you have any questions regarding the application process in general, could I ask 
in the first instance that you direct these questions to the case team, we'll be happy to help. Next, I just 
like to ask for those who have been present for previous hearings. Just bear with me for a few minutes. 
Just while I run through a couple of housekeeping and introductory matters that you may already have 
heard. These may be new to new people joining or people perhaps who are watching on a live stream 
who have not attended previous hearings. Please Can all audible notifications for electronic devices be 
switched off. And it can also help to reduce background noise and disturbance. Then unless you are 
speaking that you have both your microphone and your camera turned off as well. Because this is a 
virtual hearing, I structured today's session in such a way that any questions or points that you may 
wish to raise can be done so at the relevant points in the proceedings. When we get to those points. If 
you want to speak please use the raise hand function. And then please wait to be invited to speak or 
asked to speak at the appropriate time. Please speak loudly and clearly when invited to. For the 
purposes of identification and ease of reference. Can I also ask the each point in which you speak you 
give your name and if you're representing an organisation or an individual who that is as well. 
Furthermore, the first time you use an abbreviation or an acronym, can again just give it its full title as 
there are people here today or possibly listening on the idea that may not be familiar with the 
application or the documents. Just remind you as well that the chat function in Microsoft Teams will not 
work. So please don't try to pose any questions or personal questions during on that at all. If you don't 
manage to ask your question or raise your points in time, during the agenda, there will be an 
opportunity towards the end of the hearing under any other business which is item eight, for you to 
raise any matters that you've not felt you've had the opportunity to do so. This is a digital hearing, and a 
digital recording is being made at this hearing. This will be made available on the project page of the 
national infrastructure website as soon as possible after the hearing is closed. We can take part in the 
hearing, it's important that you understand that your comments will be recorded, and the digital 
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recording will be published and retained, usually for a period of five years from the Secretary of State's 
decision. As such, the planning is back to this subject to the data protection regulations. It's very 
unlikely that you'll be asked to put sensitive personal information such as email addresses, economic, 
financial, cultural, or health related matters into the public domain. Indeed, actively encouraging not to 
do that. However, if for some reason you feel it is necessary for you to refer to sensitive information, 
and encourage you to speak to the case team in the first instance, we can then explore whether you 
provide the information in a written format, which can then be appropriately redacted before being 
published. Please bear in mind that the only official recording the proceedings is the digital recording 
that will be placed on the project page national infrastructure website. Any tweets, blogs and similar 
communications arising out of this meeting will not be accepted as evidence in the examination of this 
application. Just before I move on to a few other housekeeping matters, does anybody have any 
questions? With regards to those matters I've just highlighted 
 
04:37 
No, I'm not seeing anything. So that's great. Thank you very much. The purpose of today's examination 
is for me to examine the information submitted by the application by the applicant sorry, interested 
parties and affected persons. At this stage, I'd like to reassure you that I'm familiar with the documents 
that have been submitted to the examination. Therefore when answering any questions or making any 
points you don't need to repeat it learn something that has already been submitted. If you want to refer 
to information or any submitted, it would be helpful to me if you could give me the appropriate PIMS 
examination library reference as well just for my notes and for the records as well. This is a public 
examination and therefore, if you haven't indicated that you wish to speak, if there is a point that you 
wish to make, please feel free to indicate to me at the relevant point time that you do wish to make a 
contribution. Today's hearing will be a structured discussion, which will be led by myself based on the 
agenda that has already been published. The purpose of the hearing is for me to see answers to any 
questions I may have. And to ensure that I have all the information that I need in order to make my 
recommendation to the Secretary of State. This compulsory acquisition hearing is held to discharge my 
duties and examine authority to affected persons who have requested to be heard. The agenda for 
days for today's hearing was published on the project page on the 17th of December, and it'd be useful 
to have a copy of that to happen as we progress through today's business. This agenda, however, is 
only for guidance. And I may add other issues for consideration as we progress. But I will see to 
allocate sufficient time to each issue to ensure its proper consideration. I will conclude the hearing as 
soon as all relevant contributions have been made and all questions have been responded to. If the 
discussions can't be completed likely to take longer than anticipated, it may be necessary to prioritise 
matters and refer others to written submissions. It is important that I get the right answers the questions 
I'm going to ask. However, at this stage, I would remind you that the examination process is 
predominately a written one. Therefore, if you can't answer the questions or require additional time to 
get the information requested, rather than giving the restricted or potentially wrong answer, in the 
interest of the smooth running of the examination, please indicate that you would need to respond in 
writing. Finally, I'd just like to highlight a handful of documents that are likely or we could likely to refer 
to during during the course of this hearing. And just so that you've got these and know what they're 
related to referring to. So in no particular order. And the reference I'm going to use is the pins Library 
Reference number starting with our EP 6007, which is the statement of reasons. And that's version 
three that was submitted at deadline six. We like to refer to the compulsory acquisition schedule, which 
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again, version three, which again, was submitted at deadline six, and that is our EP 601 for the funding 
statement as well, which was submitted with the original application. And that is a PP zero to to the 
book of reference, which were version three again, which was submitted at deadline five, and that 
references are EP 5009 and the Crown land plans. Again, these were submitted with the original 
application and their references a pp 012. The special category plan that sort of special category land 
plans, again, originally submitted with the original application, and their references a PP. 013. And then 
finally, the draft development consent order, which is now to version five, and that is our EP 6005. And 
that was submitted at deadlines six. So just before I move on to take in the names of those people who 
wish to speak, are there any questions at this stage about how the procedure for the hearing is going to 
run this morning? 
 
08:45 
Okay, again, I'm not seeing any hands or anybody. So I'll take that as everything's okay. Unclear Thank 
you very much for that. What I'd now like to do is just move on to the names of those people who wish 
to speak today if I could, and if I could start with the applicants, please. 
 
09:03 
Good morning, sir. And happy new year to you and your team. My name is Jonathan Bauer. I'm a 
solicitor and partner with Womble bond Dickinson and I'm here to represent the applicant this morning. 
I am joined by a number of other colleagues who can introduce themselves should you wish at this 
stage or as they may be needed during the course of the hearing, they can introduce themselves at that 
stage and in your hands. 
 
09:29 
Thank you and happy new year to your team as well. Mr. Barr thank you for that. Um, no, I think as 
previously, it's always easy just to sort of stick with yourself and then we can introduce your team as  
and when they're needed. So yeah, that's fine. Thank you very much. Thank you. If I could then move 
on to the local authorities. I have Mr. David Cummings from Norfolk County Council. 
 
09:51 
Good morning. So it's David Cummings, transport team manager at Norfolk County Council. I don't 
have any points that I wish to make this morning but I'll be I'm present to pick up any queries or answer 
any questions. 
 
10:03 
Brilliant. Thank you very much for that. I appreciate that. Thank you. If I could now go on to interested 
parties just bear with me. There we go. Okay, thank you. So if I could go to Mr. Mr. George Joslin if I 
could get it next please. 
 
10:26 
Good morning, George. Jocelyn on behalf of Anthony men live the berry horror state New Year to you, 
Rebecca clutton is unable to with us today. So I would like on behalf of Mr. Mandel to make a few brief 
points, firstly, on agenda item to the change request. And secondly, on agenda item for site specific 
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concerns. Mr. Manual is with me as well. And would like to say a couple of things on the second item as 
well. 
 
11:05 
That's fine. Thank you for that good morning birth and Happy New Year. Thank you for that, that, that's 
helpful. So I will come to those points again. And by all means, put your hand up to remind me when we 
get to those points that you have things that you wish to raise. So that's fine. Thank you for that. 
 
11:20 
And I have a Mr. Matthew rook, if I could come to next please. Hear me, I can very faint, but I can hear 
you. Yes. Good morning. Happy New Year. Today, 
 
11:41 
I think we're just listening in. Obviously, if there's any areas where we require clarification, then we'll 
request it. But I don't anticipate needing to make statements and things like that today. So thank you 
very much, and happy to use your thank you very much. 
 
12:06 
Okay, thank you for that. Is there anybody else present who I've not mentioned? I've got Mr. Mr. Paul 
Clark. Morning, Sir, can you hear me? Happy New Year to you? I think we're in a listening mode today. 
So will not be here the specific statements. Great, Happy New Year to you. Thank you very much for 
that. Thank you. Again, if you do just use the raise hand function. That's fine. Thank you. And is there 
anybody else who I have not mentioned? Who's on the hearing? Who would who may wish to speak 
or? or wants to let me know that they're here anyway? 
 
12:54 
Okay, I'm not seeing anybody else. So that's helpful. Thank you very much. Okay, well, that brings to 
the end. Item one, the agenda. So the welcomes the introduction. So thank you very much for bearing 
with me as I went through those housekeeping and your introductions. That's helpful. Thank you. And 
now like to move on to item two, which is the change requests submitted by the applicant. And I think at 
this stage, I think what would be helpful will be just to sort of get a, a brief sort of outline of of what that 
change request is, however, that sort of comes with a bit of a caveat. We're only dealing with 
compulsory acquisition matters here. So there's a similar question on the agenda tomorrow, which I'm 
expecting answers in terms of the environmental issues and bits and pieces. So at the moment, all I'm 
looking for today is just an understanding of what those changes have in terms of implications for any 
compulsory acquisition, temporary possession, etc. And so if I can hand over to Mr. Bhalla. 
 
13:54 
Thank you, sir Jonathan, bow for the applicant. Before I go on, there was just probably two two more 
documents that we just need to probably reference, one of which obviously, is the non material DCO 
change requests, which is document reference as hyphens. 038. And then the final one is the land 
plans, which version two was submitted at deadline, five are EP five hyphen, 002. Should we need to 
make reference to those? So the so the nonmaterial DCO change request submitted last month. In 
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summary, I can probably keep it very brief when it comes to land acquisition. If I can refer you please to 
paragraph 4.1 of the document, which is on PDF page 17 printed page 14 If you have that two hand 
 
15:03 
is just opening up. So by all means carry on mallet while it's happening, that's fine. I've got the 
reference ran down. So that's fine. 
 
15:10 
Thank you. So, what that paragraph states is that none of the changes require additional land take or 
amendments to the existing land parcels or compulsory acquisition perils identified in their land plans, 
but in reference to the version two, which was submitted it a deadline five. What the document also 
does state though is as part of the discussions with Mr. Manoel and his advisors in relation to Barry Hall 
estate, there have been some amendments to the land plans and I can take you to those should you 
wish to do so, on sheet nine of the land plans which to which raises elements of land which has been 
removed from the proposal for compulsory acquisition those two parcels are shown coloured black in 
on the land plan and relate to areas of land which has been removed from proposed compulsory 
acquisition 
 
16:16 
of I know that the bit but just for the record, you've got the reference of the land plan just sort of that 
song. So I have that 
 
16:23 
yes, certainly. Just opening up the relevant plan apologies. So, land plans are EP 5002 and on sheet 
nine of 23 that shows part of the two areas of land which have been shaded in black which where it 
confirms in the legend that no acquisition powers are sought over the those two parcels of land one of 
which is the access from Barry's lane to the west into berry Hall. And then the other area is in and 
around the silage clamp which is a was formerly part of parcel nine, slash one a. And that's that that is 
detailed just further in in paragraph 2.1 point two of the non material change request and is also 
covered in the letter dated 15th to November 2021. To the inspectorate, which is the joint submission 
between the applicant and Mr. Menon I don't have that reference to hand but I will get it for you in a 
moment, just I just need to scan through the examination library apologies 
 
18:01 
that's fine I know the letter but yeah, we just for the record, the reference  will be helpful but that 
appointment you find it is absolutely fine Mr. Babbitt Yes. i i do have that letter so that that's fine. Thank 
you 
 
18:17 
and so that that in summary is the position in relation to compulsory acquisition when it comes to the 
applicants nonmaterial change request. 
 
18:26 
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Thank you very much. Mr. Joslin, perhaps you highlighted that you'd like to make some comments on 
this item. So perhaps if I could, if I could come to you next. 
 
18:43 
George Jocelyn on behalf of Anthony Mandel. Thank you very much, sir. Yes, there are a couple of 
points. Firstly, if I could just mention briefly I'm sorry that my face is not very well, very well illuminated, 
it's the sunlight coming in on the side and I have worked it out to make 
 
19:04 
it I will have that problem later on this afternoon Mr. Joslin, so I can understand 
 
19:10 
the second point was just to mention really for Mr. Bowers, his information that Mr. may know as he 
describes it, is  really pronounced mental. It's pronounced as if it's spelled me Dublin E double L. So, 
what the why is silent, just to help for future mentions of his name. Moving on to the change request 
items, I would firstly say that we do support these changes so far as they are relevant to Mr. Metals 
interest. In other words, the removal of the silage clamp and new back drive from the temporary 
possession And we're grateful to the applicant for that. Second, the applicants referred to they're 
proposing to investigate the potential use of a green card Kolbert is to Barry's lane. To replace the 
currently proposed land take both permanent and temporary lying Western barriers Lane south of the 
line of black where the new back drive is. Its plot currently plot nine one N, nine one D nine one C 
temporary and the extension of nine one B which runs down the western side of berries lane, berries 
Lane itself is known to D on the plan, that's the highway and the permanent land take is immediately to 
the left on sheet nine. And the drainage ditch runs through nine one F on the top corner of Barry's lane 
and then runs along the edge of but inside nine one j which is the blue areas south of that and then 
across nine one G on the boundary between nine one G and the lane. And then it flows just inside Mr. 
mentals. Land, South woods from the south side of nine one G down to the drainage ditch which lies 
immediately north of the river tagged with CHM. So you will recall having seen on the assisted site 
inspection, it's the lower level ditch. 
 
22:14 
Thank you Yes, I remember that. And 
 
22:17 
we believe the drainage will does currently run and it will need to run. And I would I would really want to 
mention now that firstly that the applicant I think needs to consider how they wish to utilise Mr Mendel's 
land for the drainage ditch, whether it's by a take the land or perhaps better. Obtaining an easement to 
run the water through it as indeed the highway water is currently running down the ditch from day 47. 
And, and the SEC second point on that is to mention that Mr. Mendel would like to secure a 
commitment from national highways. First, that they will adopt the Eastern drain alternative if it's 
feasible. And second, that they will not exercise CP powers over the area to the west of barriers Lane 
currently required for the drainage works. If they do adopt the Eastern option. We haven't yet raised this 
specific point with the applicant. But we would be seeking to secure it through the land agreement 
which we're hoping that we may be able to enter into prior to the end of the DCO process. And if a 
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voluntary agreement is not possible on that we would want we wish to make submissions to your good 
self in respect of how that issue in particular should be treated. I thought that that was the point on the 
drainage. And Mr. Mental has one small point which he would like to make on the drainage also. But if I 
can swing the camera around to him, then I hope you'll be able to say what do you wish us to do? 
 
24:38 
Good morning, afternoon man all over the very old state and a happy new year. But yes, I know this 
brand new very well as I live. And I have always known that since I think 1968 When the current a 47 
was built for that it used to come through the village of Huntington that this ditch has taken water, flood 
water from the A 47. Because when there is a big deluge of rain, within about quarter to half an hour, 
that ditch becomes a raging tarp such that if you were to stand in it, you could get knocked over that 
amount of water coming down. The applicant originally said they did not know even to the existence of 
this ditch. And when we brought it to their attention, they swore they didn't drain the 847. But when they 
in November, took a large machine into the end of DRM row, where it comes off Barrington berries 
lane, they push all the black foreigner side making a horrible scar on the landscape. But that's another 
matter. So one could then see that there is actually a concrete head wall at the top of that ditch, and a 
large pipe emerging, which is carrying water, which comes from the north east, obviously from the 847. 
And what perhaps that not so good records also don't show but I know is that all along the south edge 
of a 47 to the west of the worldline various loading junction, there is a French drain, in case anyone 
doesn't know what a French drain is, it is a big trench full of gravel. To my memory, this was renewed 
probably only about 10 years ago. And so I would be pretty certain that that is where all that water is 
coming from, together with a little bit of runoff from the actual dam road surface runoff. So there's a lot 
of water coming down that drain. It is full of silt, they have made remarks the up are going to make 
remarks about the amount of silt in it as if it was myself but it isn't. It is national highway sold off the 
847. And the evidence of that is in all the black great Todd Ross mixed in with the CIP which is very 
clear to see. So now that I have exposed that drain, the sooner national highways can get a contractor 
in there to clean it out the bed, and I have every expectation they will be able to use it for the grain 
issue. But they in the event that asking cause Go ahead. I would also just mention that when they 
surveyed about what have been done in December last month. So those did make for need one metre 
holes in the hedge in between various lane and the field to the east. I was inland had said that this did 
not happen. But I'm not overly concerned because it's not the world's best hedge and it will grow up 
again. But I understand that Barry Arthur is coming up to visit the project on the 17th of this month. And 
I will happily liaise with him. And hopefully we can have a meeting and have a look at these various 
things. And proceed according I think all I wish to say. 
 
28:07 
Thanks, Jocelyn from on behalf of Mr. Mangle. Those were the points we wish to make on the agenda 
item two. Thank you very much. 
 
28:20 
Thank you very much. Appreciate that. Thank you. Perhaps if I could just go back to Mr. Bauer, if 
there's anything at this point that you wish to to pick up on or I'll come back on. 
 
28:33 
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Thank you, sir Jonathan bow for the applicant. We can address the points raised by Mr. Johnson and 
Mr. Mental in a moment. But just to reinforce that the what we have been discussing today, just in terms 
of the points that they've raised, don't actually relate to the non material change application by the 
applicant, but we more than happily address those. Now. 
 
28:58 
To be fair, I think there were probably something that I was expecting to cover it. Point four but give me 
a raise. Now there are more than I think it makes sense to sort of to keep those 
 
29:08 
more than happy to do so. And if I can pass over to Mr. Arthur, obviously, metal. Listen to some 
feedback. Mr. Mandel, refer to Mr. Arthur's visit to a proposed visit on the 17th of January and it's good 
point to now pass over to Mr. Arthur to pick upon on some of the points that were just raised now. 
 
29:32 
Thank you. Good morning, sir, by the alpha on behalf of the applicant and just to follow everyone's 
precedent, Happy New Year. Just on the points that Mr. Mental has raised, we are obviously engaged 
with the interested party on this behalf and we have undertaken our topographical survey of the Dutch 
the Dutch was not present on history. Asset databases within national highways, highways England. 
And that's for both drainage and land apparatus. So when it was identified to us we have undertaken 
the relevant survey to establish if we can utilise that we are now in possession of that information. And 
we're looking at the potential options for Thailand, which will then allow us to formalise the land 
agreement and the easement. But given that it is there already, there would appear to be historic 
easement rights that potentially have been lost, we will have to identify that and we will close that out. 
The second part with regards to my visit, I can confirm I am going down and then two weeks there to 
meet various landlords so I will be meeting with Mr. Manual at that point as well. I think that should 
answer those parts so that the predominantly design related issues more so than compulsive 
acquisition at this point 
 
30:52 
Yeah, I that is different from Okay, thank you that I'm pretty sure that issued May we'll come back up 
tomorrow when we discuss some of the other issues as well, potentially, but Mr. Joslin, I'm guessing 
that that's the end of your submission in terms of those matters. Because if that's the case, I'd quite like 
to sort of just move on to Item three, if that's the case. Brilliant. Thank you for that. But just before I do, 
is anybody else who has got any sort of comments in relation to the change request, as submitted by 
the applicant? 
 
31:43 
No, okay, I'm not seeing any handwritten comments. So that's great. So that, that concludes item two, 
thank you very much for his submissions on that. If I could then move on to Item three, which is specific 
issues for the applicant. This point, again, what it would just be helpful to do is get sort of an indication 
of sort of progress since the last compulsory acquisition, hearing an outline. In particular, given we are 
closing on the end of the hearing, as I saw at the end of the examination, where you expect the African 
expects to be by the end of the examination with matters. So if I could go to Mr. Bhalla, please, 
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32:23 
Jonathan bow for the applicant. I'll pass it over to Mr. Bratton to update you on the progress of 
negotiations. And it may be helpful, obviously, to have the benefit of the CA shedule. Version Three, 
which you've already provided reference to our EP six dash 014. Thank you. And actually, sir, would it 
be helpful to have an update specifically in relation to those attendees of partying? Sorry, but those 
attendees here today, as well as the other parties, or how would you like the update? So I'm conscious 
that it's all written down in that schedule? That was submitted to Deadline six? And also, you've asked 
an additional questions about where we expect to be at the end of the examination. 
 
33:14 
Yeah, that's fine. So in terms of what will be helpful to me would be a brief sort of introduction to where 
we are sort of what's happening and where the position is. Now, it would be useful as well, for those 
parties that are here, if there could be a provision of sort of where you see discussions and matters are 
at this point, because that means that if there are sort of any points that those parties wish to sort of 
highlight, they have that opportunity. So I think that will be helpful. And so if you want to take that as 
one bite sized element, and then the crystal ball elements at the end, if you like, which is where you 
would expect to be where you're hoping to be and perhaps where you would like to be by the end of the 
examination would be sort of a second part after that. 
 
33:57 
Thank you. Okay. I'll hand over to Mr. Bratton. Then at this stage. Thank you. 
 
34:02 
Good morning, sir. It's Steve Brown district, valuer representing the applicant national highways in 
London valuation matters. Since we last spoke, sir. Sorry, I should say Happy New Year as well, since 
everybody else is doing it. So I'll say. Yeah, following on from the last hearing. All we have moved on in 
terms of negotiations of valuation offers have been made to most of the affected parties along the 
scheme. Obviously, we haven't entered into full negotiations with Mr. With Mr. Mental, obviously, for 
matters that you're that you're fully aware of what we hope to do so very, very, very, very soon. And I'm 
hoping that I can probably take along to that meeting on the 17th with Mr. Mandel and his team and 
obviously meet him directly and move those forward in due course. So if you want to, if you wish me to 
go through everything pacifically I can do that. I do have it all logged next to me, but we are in terms of 
timescale? We're a lot further, all I can say is we're a lot further down the line than what we were. I'm 
looking to try and procure agreement on projecting the market to them, hopefully within the next six 
months. So it's going well, at the moment from my side, certain people are engaging with me. Okay, 
that's, that's simple enough for 
 
35:22 
Yes. Are there any particular areas that you're concerned about? Are there any particular issues that 
you wish ones that you wish to highlight that may not necessarily but there have particular problems? 
I've seen, there's been a number of changes due to recent sales or purchases that have happened. 
 
35:39 
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The in some cases, so yes, there has been a few land transaction where there will be different owners 
in play as affected parties, we have been in contact with those people. We're just waiting for matters to 
go through the land register, we can actually change the book of reference to make that read correctly. 
We have we have engaged with the new landowners already, in anticipation of, of obviously, sorting out 
the compulsory, compulsory purchase on the compensation. They are happy. No problems from from 
those particular owners. We've got a major land meeting with the Norfolk food enterprise Park, if I said 
that wrong. Forgive me on the 18th of January, which is quite a big meeting to discuss issues, and 
hopefully we'll engage into meaningful compensation negotiations as well. So in terms of, yeah, in 
terms of most landowners, so we're moving very fast at the moment, things are beginning to move. 
Now. Any details are generally down to design deign issues, as Mr. Arthur referred to there, and that's 
the team is resolving those as we go along when they are broached and provided by the by the 
applicant, by the by the claimant, sir. Sorry. 
 
36:51 
No, that's fine. Thank you. I think in terms of my sort of final question, since that sort of crystal ball 
element, I think you've sort of probably said that, you know, 
 
37:02 
I'm my team, my team, and I very confident we are moving forward further what we were more details 
have been come forward from the team. We're working very closely with everybody. Those that we 
haven't got that close to yet. We will be doing so because obviously there's a lot of talk going on in 
these meetings, sir. Yeah, we're moving forward as fast as we can. 
 
37:24 
Okay, great, thank you that that that's helpful and unhelpful. So sorry, I don't have any specific 
questions on particular sort of parcels of land or anything like that. And certainly the discussion that 
we've just had with regards to Barry Hall was helpful because that sounds like a few sort of questions 
that I was going to ask anyway, in terms of updates on some of the discussions that I knew were going 
on in terms of drainage and things like that. So that's helpful. So in terms of item three, I don't have any 
further questions or comments that I wish to raise at this stage. Mr. Bao, is there anything else for him 
from improving yourself? I suspect that probably isn't. 
 
38:05 
From nothing from me, sir. But I see Mr. Joslin has appeared on screen so may wish to add something. 
 
38:12 
Thank you. Mr. Joslin, if I could come to you, 
 
38:16 
George Jocelyn on behalf of Anthony Mandel. Thank you. Mr. Bratton mentioned in his short comment, 
the state of play between himself and Mr. Meadows advisors on valuation. I just wanted to mention that 
to date we have by a tacit agreement between Mr. Bratton and Mr. Mendel's valuer Mr. Jonathan Spink, 
at saddles, agreed that while Mr. megol is maintaining his primary contention, that the junction should 
be moved to the north off the berry Hall estates learned that there's been not much not much point in in 
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progressing a detailed discussion on the use of individual plots. However, one does recognise that the 
outcome of the DCO application is in the hands of the inspector returned. And the Secretary of State 
and what has been suggested and Mr. Mandel would be willing to instruct Mr. Spink to do is to is to 
commence a negotiation with Mr. Bratton. On the understanding is it's without prejudice to the primary 
contention. And we're the inspectors and the Secretary of State minded to continue with the proposal 
as currently proposed by the applicant, then one would have a set of values which could be come into 
play at that point. And I simply wants to To say that Mr. Mandel is willing for Mr. Spence to engage on 
that case, without prejudice to the primary issue, and very happy to see Mr. Bratton at the site visits 
during the week commencing the 18th of January, if that will help to progress that. And that's what I 
really wish to mention to. So you could be aware of that position if you're happy with negotiations 
proceeding on or without prejudice basis in that way. 
 
40:31 
Thank you, Mr. Joslin, that that makes that makes sense to me. When I see Mr. Bratton's Yeah, just 
 
40:35 
go and say I welcome that. And I look forward to meeting you both. Thank you very much for that we 
were happy to work with work on that basis. So I look forward to seeing you shortly. 
 
40:43 
Thank you, Jocelyn. Thanks very much. 
 
40:48 
Thank you both. Yeah, that that seems to make perfect sense. And I can understand the reasons and 
everything you explain Mr. Johnson. So thank you for that. Mr. Barr, I'm guessing this there is nothing 
else. So you're presumably happy now to to move on to the next item. There's nothing else from you on 
item three. 
 
41:06 
Jonathan Bauer for the applicant, nothing further. Thank you. 
 
41:09 
That's great. Thank you very much. So moving on to Item four, which is site specific representations 
from any sort of effective parties and Mr. Joslin, perhaps if I could come to you, because again, you 
highlighted you wanted to make submissions on this, but not sure whether you've already covered them 
or whether there's further points that you wish to raise, but I'm happy for you to highlight any sort of 
additional points that you wish at this stage. 
 
41:40 
Thank you. Thank you, sir. So George Jocelyn on behalf of Mr. Mandel on item for site specific 
outstanding concerns. So since the last hearing, Mr. Metal identified that his objection to the 
compulsory acquisition of the land had been made, on the basis that no compelling case had been 
demonstrated fruits acquisition for two reasons. The first, the applicants failure to consider reasonable 
alternatives to the design or location of the woodland junction. And secondly, that the compulsory 
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acquisition and temporary possession of his land would have a range of other unacceptable impacts 
upon the estate, and in particular, the agricultural and farming business, which the applicant today to 
fail to acknowledge or acknowledge but taken no steps to mitigate. Mr. metalled submissions at that 
hearing. And this hearing on the second issue, were without prejudice to his primary argument, which 
was and remains the preferable alternatives. So it remains that preferable alternatives do exist. At that 
time, there'd be no material engagement with the applicant in relation to resolution or mitigation of the 
issues caused to the estate, and the farming and timber enterprises by the proposed temporary and 
permanent attack position. Since however, since ch two, Mr. Mandel and the applicant have had two 
productive discussions in relation to the issues which he identified, as a result of those discussions, a 
small number of issues have been partially or wholly resolved in principle, subject to acceptance of the 
change request and or conclusion of a suitable legal agreement. The drafting of this agreement was left 
with the applicant in November. And Mr. manleigh waits sight of a first draft, Avi from the applicants 
representatives at the moment. The issues resolved in principle to issues proposed to be resolved by 
the non material change request now made by national highways. One the exclusion of the silage 
clamp from the proposed temporary possession and to the exclusion of the new back drive. And both of 
those of course we have explored and could be explained to you by Mr. Barr, and item two of this 
agenda this morning. Have the remaining issues raised previously, the following should be resolved 
subject to suitable legal agreement being prepared. Number one, permanent cutting off of all legal 
access to the estate and buildings west of barriers Lane through permanent acquisition as currently 
proposed, or both. The two entrances are On the west side of barriers Lane from that lane, and also 
through stopping up of the old back drive from the 847, without substitution so far as the acquisition of 
the two entrances on the west side of Barry's Lane are concerned. And so if you look at if you still 
happen to have the permanent acquisition sheet nine on your on your screen, 
 
45:31 
I do yeah. The 
 
45:44 
All right, it's there we are, yes, that the new back drive is the driveway which now is proposed not to be 
taken that has the black line in it. But it's still as you will see is has a strip of permanent acquisition 
included in plot nine one B, which separates it from the highway. So, the black removal of the new back 
drive from the temporary acquisition does not rectify the problem that the actual exit onto the highway is 
included within nine one being permanently acquired with no stated substitution. Second is the front 
drive which so you will see running from B lozenge which explains plot nine to D that white circle that 
has nine to D and then the main drive runs in a looping curve from that point up to the house, which So, 
you will remember having walked down at the beginning of the site inspection, I do recall Yeah, and 
that drive is crossed both by the temporarily acquired plot nine, one C and the permanently acquired 
strip of nine one B which extends down to the river. And obviously, if if it were to be decided by the 
applicant, that the drainage could run down the eastern side, and all that section of temporary infirmed 
acquisition is no longer required. And those areas were removed from the acquisition that would solve 
the problem. And that is really one of the reasons why why we suggested that particular undertaking 
should be given concerning drainage, but irrespective of that, it still remains that those permanent 
acquisitions to sever the ability to reach the house from berries lane, and the estate and the northern 
access is also shown on sheet nine and run south Woods immediately to the left to the west of the 
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silage clamp running north south from the a 47 to the down to the down to the estate, and again. So 
you will recall walking up and down that driveway during the site inspection to the permanent 
acquisition is included within the draft development consent order at our EP six dash 005 where it 
appears in part four of appendix four on approximately page 82 of the of the document. And on that 
page, would you like to be drawn that to be drawn to your attention, sir? 
 
49:35 
Yeah, I've sort of got I've got the document that you just refer to. So yes, 
 
49:41 
it's um it's Hurry up 6005 Yeah. And it's approximately page 82. 
 
50:32 
At this stage Mr. Joslin, that that's, that's a fine reference for me. And then there's the opportunity to 
supply. Yes, your written comments anyway for the next deadline. So by all means put the page 
reference in at that stage rather than, 
 
50:44 
yeah, okay, fine. Yeah, it says private access for proposition 847. And it's extending to a point 
extending 132 metres south. Yeah. And the issue there is it is it's cut off. And I'll return to that later as to 
the additional effects of the cutting off, it simply shows that it is cut off. So that's the permanent the 
permanent removal of access to the estate from public highway. The second issue is the private 
reservoir. And again, if one looks at some sheet nine, the private reservoir which so you will recall, 
seeing on the site inspection lies in the east of the old back drive at its northern end, the applicant has 
agreed to protect the reservoir and related pipe work as set out at our EP four slash 044. And indicative 
plans have been supplied by Mr. Mandel to the applicant under survey has been undertaken by the 
applicant to plot the position. And we've shown where the where the drainage to it and from it run. The 
legal agreement, which is proposed to enter into with the applicant will however, need to document 
precisely how the reservoir is to be retained, maintained, accessed and used during both temporary 
and permanent acquisition parts of the DCM. And that will need to deal with the rights of Mr. Mendel to 
actually use the reservoir if it happens, that the applicant decides that it really does need to acquire it. 
The third point is drainage. And so we've already dealt with that drainage in inadvertently in item two. 
So if I can just refer to that and say that that would be treated as if it's dealt with here. Fourth point is 
the meadow access across the plot on on sheet nine, to the east of berries laying the access for the 
cattle from the new back drive, the black one across that Meadows southeast to the meadow lying to 
the east of Mary Woodhouse. And again as per our EP 4044, the applicant has agreed measures to 
ensure that the capital can be driven across the bridle way between Durham road and berries lane, 
which are included in the environmental master plan. And as such will be secured by that means a 
commitment to work with Mr. Mandel during the detailed design stage has been made. But this will 
need to be secured in the proposed legal agreement as will the commitment provide a secure means of 
taking capital safely across across plot nine one j temporary and nine one G permanent when needed 
during the works period. And yes, in relation to the old back drive, well, that those are those are the 
issues which have been dealt with. If suitable a legal agreement is if a suitable leave a room does not 
forthcoming I mean, obviously Mr. Mandel will need to make submissions to your good self as to what 
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the consequences should be for the applicant's proposed order. So those are the issues which are 
under discussion. And there's a number of issues also, which remain standing between the applicant 
and Mr. Mandel and which are not, or are not yet the subject of any proposed solution. These 
 
55:30 
on outstanding issues, again, a number one, the permanent loss of HGV Access to the estate. Although 
the new back drive has now been excluded from the proposed temporary present. This is still not 
resolved the issue of the permanent loss of HGV Access to the estate, which results from the closure of 
the old back drive, the HGVs cane had to come in down the old back drive from the A 47 Because they 
were unable to turn round the corner of the T junction at the western end of the new back drive which 
so you will recall having looked at during the sightings in a large oak tree on the corner. You may recall 
that a topographic survey had been undertaken by the applicant at around the time of ch to to look into 
this issue. But the results bitter still awaited. And and since then, the applicant has indicated that they're 
looking for a solution. Mr. Mendel has made a suggestion that he believes will work and the applicant 
wishes to savais that option, which is to take the HGVs from barriers Lane westwards along the new 
back drive the black strip in sheet nine. And it's when it reaches the T junction to create a new track, 
which goes straight across the T junction into the woodland beyond the plantations beyond and then 
curves down to the south and runs down to the timber yard at the bottom of the old back drive. And Mr. 
Arthur has kindly arranged a surveyor to visit to survey that area. And we're hoping that the visit can be 
arranged for later this week or early next week when Mr. Mandel will be back at some very Hall to show 
them that particular piece of land. And we are hopeful that the applicant after that survey has taken 
place, and they considered it will be able to put forward some proposals to resolve the issue by using a 
new track in that location. But absent that resolution, the loss of HGV Access to the estate, including 
the potential preclusion of servicing by fire engines does remain a serious concern for the reasons 
which been identified already in the written representations and ch two. So that that's the first issue. 
The The second issue is the loss, again, relates to the old back drive, and it's the loss of that drive 
within the estate for the distance of 132 metres south from the a 47, which is the current proposal in the 
draft DCO sheduled, for part four, which I began to refer you to a little a few minutes ago. And what 
what that states is that the old back drive is to be closed from the south side of the 847 for a distance of 
132 metres southwards, and that that distance takes you to a point almost immediately opposite the 
northern most entrance to the farm buildings and its level with roughly the South End of the silage 
clamp. And the way it stated in the draft GCo is that the private road will be stopped up. And although 
it's not entirely clear, my reading of that is that one will not be able to drive up and donate if it's been 
stopped. 
 
1:00:25 
And the effect of that for the estate is that it would prevent that private road being used as it is the 
moment to reach a the reservoir B, the woodland rides beside the reservoir to manage the woodlands 
and collect timber from them. See the field entrances either side of the drive just south of the 
woodlands, which again you remember entering and exiting the field in the in the sight section from that 
point D The Anglian Water main connection by the field entrance on the west side, which again you'll 
remember, inspect, inspecting, in IE the hedges either side of the drive to cut them. As matters stand, 
the applicant has not explained why they chose that particular distance. So both of the 47 for the length 
and stopping up. And one would hope that the applicant might reconsider that distance and address 
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address it if and when the substitution has been provided by reducing the length for stopping up to a 
nominal distance. So for the existing highway search, it can still be used for all those purposes. And, of 
course, indeed, as part of the substitution, Mr. Mendel would be looking for a turning space at the top of 
that driveway to enable HGVs collecting timber from the woodlands to turn round and go back again. 
So that's the second issue is the issues of the old back drive within the state. The third unaddressed 
issue is the impact of the temporary compounds. And the temporary compounds, as you recall, live 
both east and west of the old back drive. The temporary compound to the west is site satellite 
compound to in plot 8585 CE, E and nine one a insofar as they lie to the west of the old back drive, and 
the the soil storage compound for the South dumbbell which lies to the east of it and impacts those lie 
in two ways. Firstly, on the capitol buildings, which are very close to it, and again, you recall inspecting 
the north side of the Capitol building in the site inspection and the south side of the compound is only 
12 and a half metres north of that of that wall. So, the compound in as much used for soil is 12 and a 
half metres there and a very close distance to the east of the Capitol. 
 
1:03:48 
And it remains the case here that the temporary possession including material storage, management 
and processing, lay down access and working space is proposed in extremely close proximity to the 
Capitol building. And Mr. Mendel remained seriously concerned that if the use to which that land can be 
put is not restricted, it not be capable to capital buildings will not be capable of occupation by capital for 
animal welfare reasons, putting thereby the viability of the holistic farming enterprise at risk with the 
consequences set out in his earlier written representations and ch two. So we need to have a 
discussion or proposals from the applicant to deal with that that issue or the second impact of the 
temporary compounds is on the residential receptors on the estate. And Mr. Mendel's particular 
concerns here are Firstly and most importantly, for the for his tenants at Berry Hall farm cottages which 
you will see on sheet nine lies a little bit to the south of the dairy compound on the left hand west side, 
and the compound goes very close to it. And one of the tenants, this is a national health service nurse 
who works night shifts, and who needs to sleep during the day when on the night shift. So there is a 
concern as to how those cartridges will be protected. I believe that the applicant has ideas in mind, both 
to restrict the use of that compound, to reduce it size, and to ensure that the impact on those cottages 
is reduced as far as possible, which haven't yet been. And we're looking forward to doing that. And the 
second, who is most likely to be affected by is the tenant of Wisteria cottage, which is a little bit further 
to the south, side bengkel Cranko walls so which you will have right on that? Yes, yeah. And they she is 
a lady who has particular concerns from her past and is a sensitive person, and who were concerned 
that her life is not is not impacted adversely by either side of the temporary uses. So that's the third 
issue. The third impact of the temporary compounds is the inclusion of the woodlands within and we are 
hoping that, in fact those woodlands will not be needed, and that Mr. Mantle can continue managing 
them. And if that's the case, and the compounds can be reduced in size, then let that be done so that 
we're clear that they're not needed and not used. The fourth is to do with the temporary possession 
boundary, and that this should and could be drawn to increase the set off between the two uses, or at 
the very least restrictions could be placed on activities within them that were less than above, both for 
the residential receptors and the cattle on the farm. And, as I've said no such restrictions or limitations 
of presently. Although I believe that the applicant recognise the issues and will be grateful if authority 
could encourage the applicant options and to make positive proposals while there's still time to do so. 
And the next Yeah, the final issue is the forestry which is where Mr. Metal has enough as concerns 
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about the inappropriate management of woodland included within the temporary possession area. And 
and we would like opportunities for their continued management or reduction of the area to reduce 
them to be taken up. And 
 
1:08:36 
the the next area to be to be dealt with is fooball temporary and permanent land take. We've had 
reductions in temporary land take to exclude the silage clamp and the new back drive. And we've been 
there is I hope, some potential for exclusion of some permanent land acquisition if the existing drainage 
pools viable. And that's a welcome response to the representations which Mr. Mandel has made. We 
remain to be persuaded however, they go far enough. It remains the case that Mr. Mandel does not in 
any evidence of exploration of an eye quote hear from the applicant in our EP three dash 02 to page 
five, where they state that they are exploring means to minimise the permanent land intake due to wood 
Lane junction and associated drainage and landscaping west of barriers lane. We we would like to see 
evidence of exploration of that means to a greater extent then we've so far seen in relation to the 
drainage. And we would hope that the examining authority might require the applicant to justify this 
statement. If it doesn't do so to Mr. Mangle. The next issue we've noted, is temporary land take in the 
vicinity cattle shed in the nearby residences, which we consider inappropriate. And we repeat also the 
point that it results in the loss of areas of nature interest that Mr. Mendel has noted did not appear in 
the biodiversity assessment, notably, the field margins that are managed under the countryside 
stewardship scheme, which, as you will recall series, the six metres strip alongside the southern side of 
the woodlands stretching all the way western end to the eastern end. Yeah. Secondly, the winter bird 
feeding ground, which, although it lies just beyond the satellite compound to that's the compound to the 
west of the old back drive. The winter bird feeding area lies between the Western extremity of the 
compound and Hillcrest, but it remains the fact that wild birds are unlikely to drop down and feed 
immediately adjacent to a compound which has floodlights on it. So that impact of that has not been 
considered. And the third area is the nectar mix area for bees, which is unused under the countryside 
stewardship scheme. And so you will recall that was the area of the arable field immediately to the west 
of the old back drive and north of the silage pit. And that's an area which had been left fallow with a 
particular mix of a particular mix of, of plots plantation on it, which Mr. Mandel it's been planted, it's 
been planted specifically with, with grasses and other other plants, which will encourage bees, and it's 
been like that clover and different types of clover. And it's been like that for the past 20 years, I think 
nearly 20 years and and that, that neck to area is of course now within the soil compound. So that will 
be lost and that needs to be its loss in environmental terms needs to be addressed, but it's an issue of 
compulsory acquisition, is it needed should it be kept, can it be kept, etc. And we've got we'll be 
flagging up at the hearing tomorrow. The applicants response on countryside stewardship scheme, 
which we feel is somewhat inadequate. 
 
1:13:25 
And, finally, point which has not been addressed is that no suggestions have been made yet by the 
applicant as to how to mitigate the temporary loss of 80% of the farms arable land, for occupation of 
these two temporary compounds. And the effect that will have on the consequential inability of the farm 
to complete the holistic farming methods which rely upon the farmer growing the crops to feed the cattle 
on those two fields without having to truck themselves where and then spreading the manure from the 
cattle in the cattle shed on the land to reintegrate the manure in the ground immediately by the farming 
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enterprise without having to take it anywhere else. And not in a sense the cattle shed on its own does 
not exist in a in a vacuum. It exists as part of the piston with meadows, the arable the manure 
spreading and the silage all drawn up, be pleased at the silage so that's fine, but where does the 
manure go if it can't go on to the arable fields because they're now compounds? And, and that that 
issue is not been addressed by the applicant in in how it's going to deal with it. Normally there are four 
so it compress. And Mr. Mental is grateful to the applicant and its team for the discussions which have 
taken place. However, none of the agreed predictions are yet secured by any means. And time is the 
think is running out for discussions on the outstanding items. And so, we would like to suggest that it 
would be appropriate for a timetable to be agreed and reported to the examining authority for 
progressing these matters in the remaining period of the DCO application. And, again, in the event that 
an appropriate agreement is not concluded, in relation to all or some of these outstanding matters, Mr. 
Mandel will need to make submissions to the examining authority, or the consequences of the order, of 
course, that all being remaining without prejudice to the primary issue that it could take place further 
north on the table than which you saw in the site inspection back in November. Thank you very much. 
So that's all we need to say. Was there anything else? And no, Mr. Metal confirms he has nothing else 
he wishes to add to that either. 
 
1:16:25 
Thank you very much. Mr. Joslin. What I'd like to do is just before I go back to Mr. Bauer, because 
there's quite a lot there. I might just see if there is any, any other effective parties who have got any 
comments that they wish to make. And this stage, not in relation to what Mr. Justin said, but just in 
relation to their interests, if there are other any other affected parties that would like to make any point 
to this stage before I go back to the applicant. 
 
1:17:00 
Okay, I'm not I'm not seeing anything at this stage. So Mr. Bauer, if I could come back to you for any 
any response that you wish to make at this stage on the submissions from Mr. Mr. Joslin there. 
 
1:17:14 
Thank you, sir Jonathan bar for the applicant. And before I go into detail and pass over also to Mr. 
Arthur, Mr. Johnston helpfully set out the reference that I was going to refer you to back at the outset 
our EP for iPhone 044. And the points that Mr. Joslin was making those that refer to in that letter being 
the joint submission between the parties that was submitted in November. The other point I wanted to 
raise at the outset was, Mr. Joslin has helpfully set out what would seem to be a useful agenda for the 
meeting that's due to take place in a couple of weeks time. With all of the points that that are listed 
there. I would also add that there is a draft statement of common ground in circulation between the 
parties. And in order for the agreement to be progressed. We're keen to understand and hear back 
from Mr. Mandel and his representatives on that draft statement of common ground that the actual 
basis of the agreement can be formulated, because at the moment, we were sort of, we're seeing half 
of the story in part. So as part of that request for a timetable, which I think is a is a good suggestion, 
and something that we can discuss offline with Mr. Mandel and his advisors, it would also be useful to 
include within that the response on the draft statement of common ground so that then that can 
hopefully be fed into the terms of the proposed draft agreement between the parties. I don't know 
whether Mr. Joslin wants to make any comments on that before I pass over to Mr. Arthur to 
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1:18:59 
miss Justin's head. We'll just sort of 
 
1:19:03 
tour shots in my behalf eventually metal. Yes. Thank you. Thank that. Thank you, Mr. Barr, for that for 
that comment. We have indeed got the draft statement common ground on my desk at the moment, 
going through it in order to begin to populate it up better and return it to your team for progressing. So I 
agreed that needs to be dealt with in parallel with the with the draft legal agreement, but if the draft 
legal agreement could appear relatively soon as a template to that would help both to to progress at the 
same time. That concern 
 
1:19:44 
Thank you, Mr. Mr. Barrow. 
 
1:19:49 
Thank you. I'll now Jonathan back for the applicant to hand over to Mr. Arthur who may want to pick up 
on some of the points that were raised by Mr. Joslin there 
 
1:20:00 
Thank you, John, by the offer on behalf of the applicant, so just to pick up on a few of the points again, 
so they are predominantly design related and are subject to really the discussions that we're having 
between the parties that should be detailed in the statement of common ground. But I'll just give a quick 
summary of where we are. So you're aware of the progress with regards to the bike drive on the old 
bike drive off the 47 and the stopping of the access. The 132 metres relates to the fact that we have a 
temporary compound in that location and therefore, we have to stop up the drive during the actual 
construction of the works. Upon removal of that compound, the drive will would be reinstated such that 
Mr. menial could access the existing woodland rates in that location. And again, that would be part of 
the discussion and engagement with the landowner during the development of the detailed design on 
the environmental master plan. So, the reservoir also falls into that area, we have undertaken a 
topographical survey and we have confirmed already to the landowner that we will not have an impact 
on the reservoir and any widening be required to do to facilitate access to the construction component 
would be to the west side and not to the east where the reservoir is located. access routes as Mr. 
Menon and George Joseph touched on the on the discussion soft, we had proposed some alternatives 
that could be delivered within the limits of the existing redline boundary. However, Mr. Menon has 
provided an alternative which would utilise an existing gate and then the creation of a new track on to 
the middle and right to the west of the build back drive. And down to the rear of the timber sheds that 
we saw on the ESA site. We have commissioned topographical survey and we were hoping to get them 
out this week but with methylamine or been don'ts don't so for the hearings that will now take place next 
week. And upon receipt of that information, we will be able to agree that process with the landowner as 
that is outside the boundary that'll be through the private legal agreements. And it'll be secured through 
that means with regards to the middle access to the east side, which is plot name, one G the temporary 
lantic, we have confirmed again and we will seek this in the agreement that we will maintain access for 
cattle movement from the west parcels of land to the east over berries lane, and they're secured 
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through a corridor where else we are doing the national grid temporary gasoline diversion. With regards 
to the permanent loss of HDB access, I've just touched on that as well that that will be closed out upon 
receipt of the topographical survey. The impact of the compounds will pick up with environmental 
heating I'm sure but they haven't been assessed and environmental statement with regards to the the 
comment on the lady who works for the NHS, the applicant lady the response to this heart, RDP one, 
class one three, which was the responses the relevant representations. And the response to that 
particular rep is labelled as od r dash 087 within that document, so 
 
1:23:18 
just to pick up on the comment that that was made with regards to the applicant making a commitment 
to minimise lantic. That will be part of the process that we follow John detailed design, which is the 
standard approach to the delivery of highway schemes. As you do your schema and submit it into the 
examination process, you're developing what's called a preliminary design at that stage, you're then 
putting your application and to be assessed. And then on receipt of that you're undertaking a detailed 
design. That means that we'll be using a higher accuracy topographical survey will be taken into 
account newer information on Geo geotechnical surveys and looking at the slopes throughout the 
whole scheme, their forks balance and such like through that process, we will seek to minimise the 
lantic. The development consent order is based, for example, on our forks over one in three butter 
slope where we are able to steepen that up. Once we've got geotechnical information may go to one 
and two, one and two and a half and through that process, we will naturally minimise Atlantic. So it is an 
ongoing iterative process. So that's not something that we can specifically see right now. We can do 
this, but it's something that we have a commitment to deliver as we go forward. And I think that's all I 
have to say in response. Thank you. 
 
1:24:36 
Thank you. Just one sort of quick question for me, Mr. Arthur, if I could just in relation to the the 
drainage on the eastern side. Is that something that's likely or potentially to be resolved? By the time 
we close relation examination? 
 
1:24:55 
I hope so. Yeah. Sorry, buddy. For on behalf of the applicant? Yes, I hope to be in a position to confirm 
that within the next couple of weeks, we have information at the moment. Obviously, our pipe has no 
been discovered as part of that survey, which does not fall within any of the asset inventory that we 
have been able to see, in terms of the historic records, we had pursued national highways, we have 
checked with the local highway authority as well. And through the survey has been established. So we 
are looking at now, what we'll see is that the proposed design in the in our proposed design on the 
applicants proposed design, that ditch will only be carrying Greenland runoff that there'll be cut off and 
clear fork stitch is not going to carry any highway drainage at all, all highway drainage is dealt with 
through the attenuation detention basins that are proposed within the design. So the flows that are that 
experienced at the moment, which I somewhat struggle with, given the fact they're so heavily salted in 
the papers being completely buried. They would be very minimal, sir. And that's something that we pick 
up with the LL Fe as we go forward. Sorry, the lead local for the for the acronym. So 
 
1:26:07 
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thank you. Thank you that that's helpful. Thank you very much. Mr. Bower, I suspect there's nothing 
else on the applicant. I'd just like to go back to Mr. Justin since he's got up on screen if there's any sort 
of final final comments that you wish to make now you've heard the response from the applicant 
 
1:26:28 
pool shall send them on behalf Australian Humana, there is just one point I would like to comment on if 
I may. And and that is in relation to the use of the old back drive for the 132 metres south of the 847 
during the construction period, which is the reason for which Mr. Arthur said that that distance had been 
chosen in order to prevent interference with the construction traffic. But this does not. This does not 
take into account the fact that Mr. Mendel will still need to get firstly to the reservoir. Secondly, to cut 
the hedges either side. And thirdly, to reach the woodland, he's going to be managing that during the 
construction period. And if that's not done, I can't see that Mr. Mandel is going to be able to control the 
water supply to the estate state, but I can't like into the hedges. So that's the only point I wish to make 
that there is a need for access during the construction period as well as otherwise. 
 
1:27:43 
Okay, thank you for that seems Mr. Offer maybe to shed a little light on that possibly. 
 
1:27:48 
Thank you. So by offer on behalf of the applicant. The intention is obviously to prohibit the free 
movement or at any time from Mr. menial on what will be a live construction area with regards to 
maintenance obviously are an agreement will be sought to permit maintenance as and when required 
under supervision. So, obviously, it will potentially be a life construction site and we have health and 
safety mottos and protocols that we have to take into account first and foremost. But again, that will be 
agreed through either the statement of common ground or legal agreement in principle, but we will have 
a stakeholder manager on site 24. Normally we say 24/7 Because that's not true, but they will be 
contactable and then that will be the procedure that in terms of contact for Mr. menial to arrange access 
through the construction team will be the other stakeholder manager. 
 
1:28:37 
Okay, thank you very much. Thank you. Mr. Justin is anything fine? To me? It sounds like a sort of 
parties to be honest. 
 
1:28:52 
Yeah. GEORGE Jocelyn on behalf Mr. manleigh. I would only said in relation to that, that Mr. rathas 
comment does rather to me highlight that the advantages of having those compounds on a completely 
open piece of field north of the a 47 where nothing else will be happening at all. And I don't you just 
mentioned that on that prepares though, because they know it is needed. Thank you very much sir. 
 
1:29:23 
Thank you Mr. Ostroff. 
 
1:29:30 



    - 21 - 

Thank you so badly off on behalf of the applicant. I don't want to get drawn into this in great detail but 
what I'd like to just highlight to yourself so is that the compounds are based on the outline traffic 
management plan which has been submitted as part of the application documents. So that provides are 
an overview of how the applicant intends to construct the scheme in terms of the phases from A to 
waiver and the temporary traffic movements between that so in order for the applicant To ensure that 
they have a minimal impact on the road users and the customers, the diversion actually heads to the 
north of the junction. And within that old Lane traffic management plan, I am sorry, I'll quickly get the 
document riff for you. Give me two seconds. That document enemy gives an overview of how the 
applicant intends to construct and phase the scheme. And from that point is quite understandable to 
see why the compound has been set so forth the proposed works. And just want to highlight the like so 
thank you. Thank you for getting the document reference right now. 
 
1:30:39 
There's document reference EPP 144. And it's that Oh, Lane traffic management plan. Thank you. 
Thank you 
 
1:30:55 
Mr. Mistress, I'm quite keen to sort of draw, I think, I think the impression I get is this sort of thing that I 
might be moving into other areas. 
 
1:31:03 
I would only say in relation to that particular documents so that if you do refer to it, you will see that the 
access into it out of the compounds, wildly a 47 remains open is can only be done by left turn in and a 
left turn out. So somehow traffic going into it has got to go and turn round and come back another way. 
It happens to be coming from the west. So I'm not sure that that the traffic management plan does 
show that that area is more suitable than an area to the north, which could be accessed off wood lane. 
But I don't think one needs to have an argument to back to here. I just wanted to mention that. 
 
1:31:49 
Thank you, to me that that that sounds like it might be something for the issue specific hearing 
tomorrow if needs be to sort of exploring a little bit more detail rather than now. But I can I appreciate 
the point that you're trying to make and the response. So thank you for that. Mr. Bower, if I could just 
come back to you. Is there anything else on Item four in response to her that you wish to add? Or is 
there any, or is that it from the applicants position, 
 
1:32:19 
Jonathan bow for the applicant, the only small point I would make was in relation to Mr. Justin's 
comments in relation to the sort of holistic nature of farming. And some of those points, they're probably 
more directed towards compensation matters, which Mr. Bratton will be able to pick up as part of 
discussions going forward but fully accepting that there is a there's an operational point, but also a 
compensation point as well, which arises there. But nothing further to add, sir. 
 
1:32:52 
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Okay. Thank you very much. Well, if there is nothing else on Item four, if anybody wishes to raise I'm 
not seeing any hands or anything. So Mr. Joslin? 
 
1:33:10 
Yes, George Jocelyn on behalf of Ashley Mandel. Thank Mr. Barr for his comments, but effect, the 
whole farming enterprise, which of course itself is a part of the heritage management plan. And while it 
does, can might be able to be compensated for in money, you may not get the farmer back again, if he 
has to move out. And so once thereby destroyed the the ability to run the holistic enterprise on the 
estate. And that's one of the points which we made right at the beginning in the instrumental statement 
at our slash 045. Yes, again, that's just a point that it couldn't be more than compensation. Thank you, 
sir. 
 
1:34:05 
Thank you. There's nothing else anybody wishes to make on item four. What I'd like to then do is move 
on to Item five, if I could, so I'm not seeing anybody else on four. So that's great. Thank you. So we 
move on to Item five, which is statutory undertakers, Mr. Bauer I'm not sure there's anything to update 
on this one. But if you could just bring me up to speed on where you are with discussions that'd be 
helpful. 
 
1:34:37 
Jonathan bow for the applicant. The submission deadline six provided an update to you in relation to 
statue Undertaker's. There's nothing material to update you on apart from Con discussions continue 
with each of the relevant parties. 
 
1:34:54 
Okay, thank you. And I'm guessing that would probably also apply to item six as well which is The 
Crown land as well, in terms of there was an update provided at deadline six. 
 
1:35:07 
Yes, Jonathan bath, the applicant motto. There's not anticipated to be any impediment in securing that 
content. Okay. 
 
1:35:15 
Thank you very much. Just going back to two, I don't think we have any statutory undertakers present 
today. But if there are, if there's anybody there from statute and taker wishes to make any comments, 
now's now's the opportunity, but I don't think there was any on my attendance list. Now, again, I'm not 
seeing it as having seen that there's no matters on five or six than anybody wishes to raise. Moving on 
to item seven, which is just review of issues and actions. Mr. Barr, I'm guessing you've got a note of of 
the issues that were raised by Mr. Breslin and meetings and it's that helpful suggestion? I think from 
both of you, actually, in terms of using the points raised by Mr. Joslin as an agenda for the meeting to 
sort of go through there seems a sensible suggestion to me. But I think that there are a great deal of 
sort of other issues and actions arising other than the ongoing discussions that the applicant is having 
with the landowners of various parcels. I think, 
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1:36:20 
Jonathan bow for the applicant yet. So I've taken a note quite detailed notes of the obviously the points 
that Mr. Jocelyn raised. And other than that, I haven't noted any specific action points that we need to 
report to, to the examining authority upon 
 
1:36:36 
Yes, that's right. Good, excellent vent, or notes correspond, which is always helpful. Thank you. Okay, 
turning to Item eight on the agenda, which is any other matters? Has anybody got any points that they 
wish to raise that they've not had the opportunity to raise so far wish to raise here? 
 
1:37:02 
Okay, again, I'm not seeing any hands or anybody on screen. So I guess that that means that 
everybody's sort of happy with their contributions. So I if that's the case, I'll move on to item nine, which 
is the close of the hearing. So again, thank you for your participation in this morning's hearing, which 
I've certainly found very, extremely helpful and, and useful. As I mentioned at the start, a digital 
recording will be made available as soon as possible. And that will be on a project page of the national 
infrastructure website. In addition, Can I request that you submit in writing the points that you've made 
here for publication on the website? The deadline for these is deadline seven, which is checking my 
notes Monday, the 17th of January. So yeah, Monday the 17th of January deadline seven for the 
submission of the submissions you've made today. The time is now 1138. So thank you again for your 
input and I declare this third compulsory acquisition hearing the post A47 North Tuddenham to Easton  
project is now closed. Again. Thank you for your time. Thank you very much. 


