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00:06 

Good afternoon, the time is two o'clock pm and this compulsory acquisition hearing is now resumed. 

Can I just check, please, that people can see and hear me okay. Yes, I can. Thank you. Thank you. 

Can I check with the live stream? The recording is taking place? Yes, it is. Thank you. Thank you. So 

moving on to agenda item three, which is site specific issues for the applicant. I've dealt with a number 

of site specific issues and writing to where these relates to human rights issues. And I'd like to cover 

some other site specific matters. of a few matters I wish applicant address before I asked for a brief 

update on the progress of negotiations with affected persons and the timetable for their conclusion. 

Could one of my colleagues put up? sheet two of the land plans, please? If you could just move it so 

that we can see the insects in the top right hand corner and just zoom in a bit to the to the inset. Okay. 

Can I ask the applicant? Is it is Mr. Robson or  Not Mr. Dagg? 

 

01:52 

LSA. Yes, I'm here, although I may be drawing on a member of the team who knows this in more detail 

depending on? 

 

02:00 

Yeah, I asked us the written question. You gave me an answer that it is all correct. I just want to make 

sure we're looking at the same. The same thing. So in the inset, you can see plot to 10 in the top left 

hand corner. And then there's a plot to 10 in the centre of the picture as well, is that one of the same 

plot is just a very narrow gap between between them. 

 

02:31 

Yes. Okay. Thank you. Um, lambs plan sheet four. They found my colleagues could put that up please. 

In the inset, a so if you could zoom into the inset. There's a reference to four, seven, C. There's also 

reference the 407 C, further down the bottom of the page for the large green area. I just wanted to 

check whether one of those was incorrect. Or if I'm misinterpreting what I'm reading yet. 

 

03:51 

Yes, I just seem a problem. The I'm told so that the annotation on the Insert needs to be removed. 
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04:00 

And okay, insert g Yeah. Okay. Yes. That makes sense. Yes. Okay, thank you. So, can we just look at 

the CIA shedule they use submitted at Well, the most recent one deadline three. Can I does this relate 

to compulsory acquisition and temporary possession or just compulsory acquisition? Sorry, it's uh, 

yeah, that's right. Yeah. Yes, sir. I've got vision tape. The deadline three. Yes. That's right. So there's 

this relates to compulsory acquisition. Yes, sir. And temporary possession? Yes. Okay. So there's two 

tables. Effectively, there's number one compulsory acquisition shedule. And then down the bottom is 

compulsory acquisition for slash temporary possession, objections shedule. Can you can you just 

explain to me what, what the different what each table shows or represents. 

 

06:01 

So pressing one button. The second table on table 29 is how best to describe it is a subset of the initial 

table that shows where there is an objection that has been registered. 

 

06:29 

So that's why for example, you'll see in the left hand column, that the numbers aren't sequential 1324 

3037 12 because it is just those people who have raised objections. Excuse me. 

 

06:47 

Okay. So in the first table where the left hand column says, objection number, is that that's not 

specifically an objection. It is just it is a number referring to a specific person. Affected person. Oh, it 

says OBJ number. 

 

07:18 

So can you can you just bear with me one second, please. 

 

07:38 

So I was thinking goodbye. Could one of my colleagues take down the sheet for please? Thank you. 

 

07:48 

So I'm calling my colleagues. Sophie May. I was England may be able to better assist. Yes, sir. Okay, 

thank you. 

 

07:58 

Hello. Yeah. Can do so yeah. isn't necessarily the OBJ shouldn't isn't a reference objection. It is just a 

reference number. I can remove OBJ I think it's just the interview reference number then the second 

table is just the objections, which I believe was requested in the exam. There's questions. Okay. Okay. 

That was the intent in response to 151. 

 

08:24 

Okay, so in the second table about so although you're saying these are objections? Are they all 

specifically objecting to compulsory acquisition or temporary possession? 
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08:48 

No, they're not. In fact, I don't believe any of them, actually. Unless I have to record Jane Jones. The 

last item I don't believe that objecting to compulsory acquisition, but they were effective parties that 

have made a relevant representation, 

 

09:08 

but not specific, not necessarily about. So for example, Norfolk County Council, as far as I can tell, you 

have not made a representation specifically in respect of compulsory acquisition or temporary 

possession. Yeah, that's correct. Same with the reference, ob j number 30. balsa, possibly number 

1337 and 12. Possibly. I wonder if it's worth having some kind of another column to say whether 

whether anyone in that list has actually raised a concern about ca compulsory aperture is not temporary 

possession just to make it clear. That's fine. Also, for example. So Ryan Woodward, for example. And 

Anna Randlesome Well, Ryan Woodward made a submission that deadline Well, I believe, what's the 

reason that he's not in either of these tables? 

 

10:29 

So I think as Ryan points out this morning, there is an admission in respect to category two and adding 

them back into the compulsory acquisition schedule. That was they were added to the book reference, 

but they were admitted for being added to this and we'll make that update and include an Orion as a 

category t at the end. It hasn't, it hasn't been updated, really deadline one submission, so you can 

make that amendment as right deadline for 

 

10:58 

right. Okay. Thank you. So the composter actual student schedule shows the current stage negotiations 

with landowners a range of progress is identified. Can you clarify what agreed in principle, negotiations 

ongoing means? 

 

11:26 

So, Phillip Robson on behalf of highays England. Yes, I understand that it means that there are initial 

heads of terms that have been sent and negotiations are ongoing on the detail. There is also on the 

call, sir. Mr. Steve Brattan, who is the valuer? Who may? They may be able to assist if needed on more 

detailed points, but we'll see if we get there. Okay, sorry. 

 

11:53 

I'll come back out. Okay, thank you. And it just flashed up just so you can read? Yes. Thank you. Okay, 

in that case, could you please provide a general overview and briefly comment on those cases, as 

suppose in the table where the status is not described as agreed in principle? I imagine you're, you're in 

ongoing negotiations with these affected persons. Yes, that's right. Yeah. be useful, if you could mean, 

that's quite a lot. Sorry. Yes, it would be useful if I could just have an update on that, please. Certainly. 

So 

 

12:35 

my name is Steve Brattan, sorry, our district value object representing highways England, in respect of 

land and valuation matters. Things are going quite well on blofield. Sir. The majority of landowners we 
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are we've engaged with, we've had meetings with our teams meeting with obviously during the COVID 

period. Me particularly we are starting to see agreements rolling from I could I could roll out the whole 

list in my head, if that if you wish me to give you about that, and every single one are happy to do that if 

you wish. But at the moment, we are we heads of terms have been issued on quite a number of pieces 

of land to the affected parties, obviously, carrying out from discussions we've had, and we are 

continuing with those during this examination to speak. I've had a cold phone call at lunchtime. So 

they're ongoing as we speak and continuing. 

 

13:30 

Okay, so are there any areas of land that you think would be need to be sold through compulsory 

acquisition? 

 

13:40 

I think I think it's always white. Sorry. So we've tried to do everything by agreement as per the the code, 

the compensation code to try and agree everything by agreement, obviously, with all the landowners. 

I'm hoping that come obviously your decision in due course, we'll have the majority of them agreed. So 

we may not need your powers because they'll all be have private land agreements on them. But 

obviously people that we haven't got there or where there may be some complications or some issues 

on the actual values. We might not be there at that particular point. So 

 

14:12 

okay, so you think there's there's there's quite a few that are close to? Yes, she is required by a three 

agreement? 

 

14:21 

Yes. Any help. So we are currently into legals with Mr. Andrews, who is the Freeholder apart 

Freeholder of the blofield parish council allotments. We are just about to enter into legals Mr. Holmes at 

the again joint owner of the allotment and some land to the left of him that he we need for gas diversion 

works and some temporary works around his property. Most of the landowners are speaking to me as a 

few farmer agents that are have been, we're in communication with again, heads of terms have been 

so To try and provoke them to come to talk about value principles. When I say principles, it's mainly the 

they agree that the roads coming, they accept it's coming. They're happy with it. It's just a matter of 

valuation principles at the moment. Obviously, we have commercial, we can't disclose numbers to 

obviously, sir because it might affect my negotiation positions. But yes, the proceeding very well. And 

the landowners are seem to be reasonably happy with everything is going on. Okay, when do you 

expect? Well, well, in terms of we have to down at about two down with about 12 to go sir. So the 

progressing week by week and working flat out to try and get them all in place. 

 

15:44 

Okay, sorry. When you say to down 12 to go, What do you mean, there's 

 

15:47 

I sorry, I forgive me, there's the there's all I know there's a long list on there, but from memory. What I'm 

saying that there's a there's a number to get, but I've got two I've got two agreements in place at the 
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moment with landowners and the heading for legals. Okay, and the restaurant hopefully Moving along 

to get agreements in due course, I can't put a timescale on it. So it just depends on how we're how the 

valuation negotiations end up. 

 

16:13 

Okay, so there's 121 people on the list. Right so the these they're all some of these a category three 

people for example, twos? 

 

16:24 

That's correct. So why don't want to say two out of 12 these are the the the ones with permanent land, 

temporary land and blue blue land for easements. These are the these the main the main, and I 

mentioned it this morning. So the main, the main landowners that have got land on temporary land loss, 

these the ones that we that I'm trying to get agreement with, say yes, so the blue and pink land and the 

green Lancer. 

 

16:49 

Right. Okay. Okay, so when you say for example, letter sent off for the meeting, there's quite a few of 

those. 

 

16:59 

But they they've probably progressed since the last time. So we say I've sent out heads of terms on 

where we were sent initial letter to try and get great engagement with the with the landowners. We then 

I've contacted on numerous occasions, the various agents acting for the landowners. I put initial 

valuations out there, I've sent heads of term out to try and instigate them. There are some that haven't 

come to the table, but we are communicating by email. So again, I can only do so much so that they 

won't engage with me. I'm certainly engaged with them as are the rest of the team. Okay, and 

 

17:33 

do you do see any sort of major problems moving forward? 

 

17:37 

I hope not, sir. Nope. Not at the moment, if it's any help to give another example, Norfolk County farms 

who are the predominant landowner in the location of blofield, they own most of the land or the freehold 

of most of the land to the south of the a 47. Basically, from humbling turn lane, there's a few other 

landowners all the way out to North burlingham. There, as you as you aware, from conversations 

yesterday, were kinda like linked to Norfolk County Council. The agent, we've been in numerous 

meetings with him, we've agreed all the details. They're happy with the accommodation works and 

everything again, we are very close to agreement on that at the moment, sir. And that's the Big 

Thunder, which is a good good chunk of the good chunk of the road. The proposed road. 

 

18:24 

Okay. If that helps? Yes. So Norfolk County farms are not in the first column. Is that because they are? 

They fall under Norfolk County Council? 
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18:44 

I couldn't answer the technical of this because of the schedule, sir. But I'm guessing Yes. But I 

shouldn't really be guessing. I should know. 

 

18:53 

Okay. Okay, maybe maybe you could maybe you could let me know that. At some point. 

 

19:02 

I will take tech tech advice off the team and I want to come back to you in due course, thanks very, I 

 

19:06 

see the list of them. So for example, what you call objection number 24. I see that they are listed in the 

far right hand column. But not in the left hand column is Norfolk County Council's so 

 

19:33 

I think from my negotiation project, so I refer to Norfolk County farms as Norfolk County Council that the 

one on the same but I think it's just the way that we I refer to them in my in my negotiation, so it's 

Norfolk County farms, and they report that to Norfolk County Council. So if that if that helps from how I 

look at it from my perspective. So, again, forgive me if it's a technicality for your side, but we can like, 

know who the landowner is, and we know the Norfolk County Council. So that might be a little grey area 

that I'll refer My team for Okay, thank you. 

 

20:03 

Yes. highways England. They are Norfolk County Council. Norfolk County funds is Norfolk County 

Council. 

 

20:12 

Okay. Yes, we talked about this but yesterday's sorry. Yeah, yesterday as well, didn't we? Okay. And 

can I just understand. So for example, where welcome, we may come on to this in the next generation 

too. But where compulsory acquisition or temporary possession would occur over land where there's 

access to properties? There's quite a few properties, you know, where compulsory acquisition or 

temporary possession is across the front of their properties, for example, and blofield allotments also, 

how would access to these properties be maintained throughout the proposed developments and 

beyond if all rights are to be extinguished? under Article 28, the draft draft development consent order? 

And 

 

21:30 

so I'm going to defer to while a member of the team has Mr. Furness 

 

21:51 

Right, so sorry, then what was the question again? Yes. So the question is, there's probably it's 

probably very straightforward, obvious, but where land is subject to compulsory acquisition or 

temporary possession? Yeah. For example, a street or across the frontage of a property. Yeah. How? 

How would access to the properties be maintained, if all rights has been extinguished? For example, 
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under Article 22, the draft development consent order, and sorry, if you could just say your name and 

who you represent before you speak Thank you. Yes, no problem on jack fineness of cards, Jonas, and 

associate partner, head of land referencing. 

 

22:42 

But not all wards will be sort of extinguished for where 1010 possession puts across from the juicer 

properties. And, and it's as part of the note on the lung plans. Wherever arts will be extinguished. 

 

23:02 

Okay, so, for example. Um, so I feel that if you look, for example, on sheet, two, if one of my colleagues 

could just bring up sheet two. 

 

23:33 

So if you look down, there's, there's, say, four properties on Waterloo, surrounded by pink land. 

Included in the company's reputation includes the stretch of road to the front of their properties. Yeah, 

so that's compulsory acquisition of land rights. Yeah. How do they How do they access their 

properties? 

 

24:02 

So maybe up to help. Yeah. Stephen targ from highways England. Waterlow is highway. So in this 

instance, the acquisition of off the land and all the rights would affect the highway rights, you would 

have to intervene in relation to highway rights to to temporarily restrict them. And there are controls in 

the order to ensure that people can continue to gain access to that to their properties. 

 

24:41 

Can you can you just take me to that, please just say just so they can. Just said I couldn't stop that. 

 

24:58 

Yeah, so Just bear with me a moment, I'll try to find the relevant power because I don't have it to hand. 

 

25:19 

It article 28 private REITs overland 

 

25:24 

think it is I was just I was just on 27 as you as you saying, I don't Yeah, I mean article 28 relates to to 

the private means of access, which are shown on the right to wine access plans to be stopped up, right 

and closed. We're not proposing Say for example, in this stretch of road to to close off any private 

access, you would therefore be looking at one of the articles in the order which relate to the temporary 

the temporary closure of, of straights. Right. So 

 

26:30 

there is no obviously no permanent closure or stopping up envisaged in this location. And the article, 

it's towards the end of the Yeah. 
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27:19 

All right. Okay. So, article, Article 16 provides for temporary restriction of traffic on streets. So it will be 

possible under that provision 

 

27:43 

for the undertaker, to fact effectively temporarily restrict the use of the street. But paragraph three, 

provides the reasonable access has to be maintained for pedestrians going to and from premises 

abutting the street. Right. Okay. If If that happens, that broadly reflects the position on the road traffic 

Regulation Act. If you make a temporary traffic regulation order to close a closer road, then you are 

entitled you're entitled to do that for the duration of the highway works but you do have to provide 

reasonable access to pedestrians to and from that. 

 

28:26 

I can I can see John Randlesome has his hand up I'll come to that in a in just a bit Mr. Randlesome so 

that that's with regard to pedestrians What about vehicles 

 

28:38 

and the the power would potentially allow the allow the The Undertaker to restrict the use of vehicles 

along roads without that in the nature of that's in the nature of what any traffic authority can do on their 

roads to allow works to be carried out i mean i so you know, for example, if you need to carry out 

resurfacing works on a on a road you will obtain a temporary traffic regulation order to carry out those 

resurfacing works appear for a period of time. After that or during those works. It may not be possible to 

drive on the surface. But as soon as the work is complete, then that access can be taken again. 

 

29:32 

Okay, okay. And stand. Okay. If I just asked Mr. Randlesome who's got his hand up. You'd like to say 

something. 

 

29:50 

Yes. All Access has got to be taken away totally. And also the there's got to be work. The other end of 

our road flop to three. How will that be controlled for us? 

 

30:07 

Okay, well, we'll come on to that in the next agenda item. 

 

30:11 

Okay, thank you. Okay. 

 

30:13 

So if I could just ask my colleague to take one of my colleagues to take down the image, mishandled 

some, if you could just put your hand down, unless you have something else you want to say, all the 

time for the time being. 

 

30:37 
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Okay, thank you. I just wanted to ask the applicants. So, the run randles and family have written the 

relevant representation. And Rep. Rep. They submit to the Smith patient. Deadline one also does much 

about access. Have you looked into that further? Asking the applicant this question. I believe that the 

roundel some family said that access to the property is not shown in the correct place. 

 

31:37 

And I know Well, maybe I don't john Randlesome was here, but I'm saying he's not representing the 

Randlesome family. He's representing himself. So and this was a relevant rep from the Randlesome 

family. They're saying that on the platen wall, so plan to sheet two of the land plans to three B is shown 

as access to the property. And an adjacent plots box. This is actually the western end of plot two, three 

a 

 

32:30 

on that particular pilot doesn't show you the access there. But I understand that there is an access point 

at the western end of plot two, three, a. But also, let's lead to 3d also. But the code to the Randlesome 

probably not. 

 

32:53 

Maybe I want that one. Second, a circle off of housing and the the, I suppose the background layout to 

the drawings that we're proposing didn't have the access at the point when it was constructed. And I 

think the entrance on the left hand side of T three a has been constructed since that sort of background 

drawing layer was created. But we are aware that the access is there, we've seen from obviously local 

from walking down that route. And it doesn't actually have any direct impacts on what we're proposing. 

But we are aware of it as the design progresses through details on that would be reflected, but it wasn't 

shown on the detail that we had at the time. 

 

33:35 

Okay, so with that, then would anything needs to be updated because of that any 

 

33:43 

doesn't change. I'm sort of just trying to look for the plan. So kind of in front of me, that doesn't change 

anything that we're doing in that area. The works along that private race are in the most part utility 

diversions. So just be managed throughout that corridor. 

 

34:02 

Okay. And then another point was to do with gangtey, gating this road because from Well, mine 

certainly wasn't the concern was that if access to high new lane is, is blocked off, where the existing a 

47 is, there creates effectively a bit of a dead end cul de sac. But there was a concern there. So I 

understand that you the applicant, was looking into that and was going to discuss those matters with 

 

34:39 

Yes, we had. Mr. Randlesome raised those concerns as to Mr. Crane, who owns clot one five and the 

adjacent fields. So I believe we've now agreed that that change can happen and will incorporate gates 

at that location across the private rate. 
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34:56 

So is the flow is the gate which location with the gate be would it be Towards the junction of high new 

lane as it goes head north. 

 

35:05 

No, it would be approximately where plot one six is just to the east. So it would allow ungated access to 

the Randlesome properties then provided effectively gated access to the file access. 

 

35:24 

Okay, I see. Well, that needs to be shown anywhere or is that just Is that like a private agreement 

between you and the and 

 

35:32 

the intention is to include that in the drawings at the next update? Okay. It would just simply be Gator 

across the 

 

35:43 

right. Okay. Fine. Okay, that's all I had to ask about that. So, does anybody else have anything to say? 

On agenda item three before we move to agenda item four, which is site specific representations by 

affected persons? 

 

36:20 

Okay, I'll tell you that as a no so I'll move on to agenda item for show Mr. Randlesome perhaps if you 

could go first. 

 

36:40 

Get to know OBJ 13 states a meeting will be held in spring 2021 colluding to meet district valuer but 

this hasn't happened. discuss other matters but nothing on compulsory purchase even discussed. We 

haven't had anything from the compulsory purchase or anyone. For three years. We had someone 

come around the house three years ago and said we've got compulsory purchase part of your land 

explained everything what's happened, fine. They had a cup of tea went away. And we haven't heard 

anything from anyone since. 

 

37:25 

Okay, so under objection 13 or OBJ number 13. It says the meeting was held on the 16th of June 2021. 

To discuss matters relating Yeah, 

 

37:41 

but that has nothing to do with the compulsory purchase. Okay, that was that was about the gate 

access walkway to your high noon lane that was all about that but nothing about compulsory purchase 

at all. 

 

37:57 
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Okay, are you talking about compulsory acquisition of a isn't that compulsory acquisition or temporary 

possession? 

 

38:08 

We think as temporary possession 2323823 b two three c? 

 

38:13 

Okay. Because I think compulsory acquisition is in respect of one. One dash six says the thin 

 

38:23 

kind of plot of pink land on High Noon lane. Is that the one your is that the plot of land you're referring to 

also? 

 

38:35 

No, I think 151617 is the worst of us, which is the one strict exam boyfriend the farmer? Yes. heard 

anything about that? 

 

38:47 

No. Okay. So in that case, class then the applicant why that why that is? 

 

39:00 

So I don't know why that is. But what I can say is that Mr. Brattan will be in touch and hopefully 

depending on Mr. Randlesome’s availability, a meeting can be arranged as soon as possible. 

 

39:16 

Okay. Mr. Robson? Is this random on your list of people to negotiate with? Sorry, your microphone is 

off. 

 

39:32 

Sorry, sir. Yeah, Steve Brattan. District. valuer representing How is England? I remember being in the 

meetings with Mr. Robson back in. I think I want the date down is 2020. Mr. Robson, we had a chat 

then. And I know the team have had a chat with you since I am so happy to come and meet you. I'm 

spending a lot of time down on the blofield scheme trying to pick up all my agreements with people 

again to try and move them along. I would welcome a meeting with you sir. And we'll discuss your 

issues and we'll get them sorted. 

 

40:02 

If I could just say that back to to Mr Randlesome Mr Randlesome. Does that does that help you 

anyway? 

 

40:11 

A meeting word, but as I say, I haven't met anyone since three years ago. Apart from that, council 

meetings apart from the meeting, online. 
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40:24 

Okay, so Mr.Brattan, can I ask that you prioritise a meeting setting up a meeting? And absolutely with 

Mr. Randlesome 

 

40:35 

I'd like to do that. I'd love to do that. I'd love to beat Mr. Randlesome. So no problem. We'll get that 

sorted straight away. 

 

40:39 

All right, thank you very much. 

 

40:41 

Okay. Ms Randlesome Did you have any other concerns? Specifically, obviously, just that there's been 

limited communication with you over this matter? 

 

40:51 

That's our concern. Yes. 

 

40:54 

Okay. So you don't have any concerns over access to your property now? It's, it's just the matter of 

negotiations and communications with the actual physical, legal side of temporary possession and 

compulsory acquisition. I, 

 

41:11 

yes. And I told you, they will, obviously leave us access to the property when they do start doing the 

road. Okay. Okay. 

 

41:22 

Okay. Well, thank you for your contribution. Mr.Randlesome. 

 

41:26 

All right. Thank you very much. Bye. 

 

41:31 

Then, if we can move to Ryan Woodward. Or Anna Randlesome, whichever, or both? 

 

41:44 

Hello, yeah, we're both here. Alright. So our main concern is just as someone mentioned earlier that 

we, we were missed off the book of reference in the initial draft decio. we've, we've raised that as an 

issue with now been added to the book of reference. But we've not been listed anywhere on the 

compulsory acquisition schedule or or documentation for that, as I believe we should be category two. I 

noticed that in in the compulsory acquisition schedule, object number 60 and 61. They're listed as 

category two interest for the same section of road. We all have the same access. But so we've as I 

believe we've been we missed off off that in the same way that we were missed off the book of 
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reference. And that effect 1516172324 and two, six plots. Okay, so if you got your cover off, purposely 

No, no, we can turn it on. Okay, thank you. Hi. That's right. So 

 

43:08 

again, can you just be specific over the particular plots? 

 

43:13 

Yes, sorry. So it's 1516 and 1723 and 2324 and two six 

 

43:32 

Okay, not one seven a sorry Just let me open that up and have a look 

 

43:45 

No, not over one seven. I believe one seven A is the cranes failed but one seven is the private road. So 

we just have the right of access over the private road itself. Okay, and you mentioned two three a yes. 

So that is on the plans. We we own the land that is if you look on sheet two, we own the land that is 

pretty much under the circle that says two three that the actual labour circle itself and our access is the 

shared driveway mentioned earlier at the west end of two three a. So that's why two three is affected. 

 

44:35 

Okay, so looking in the book of reference to three a. I can't see anywhere listed the you you have an 

interest 

 

44:54 

to three i is. So although we don't have we don't have a right Access over the entirety of two three a, 

but we do have a right of access over the section at the West End that is that shared driveway access 

to both our property and to sunny acres. 

 

45:11 

Okay, but that's still within plot two three A 

 

45:14 

Yes, it is. Yes. So we should have we should be listed as an interested party on on that plot. 

 

45:20 

Okay. So your your concern is not specifically to do with the the temporary possession of the land? It's 

more to do with maintaining access across it whilst Yes. 

 

45:39 

Yeah, we want to maintain obviously all rights of access and ensure they're not extinct. I have received 

confirmation from highways England that our rights over the land won't be extinguished to access the 

property obviously, there's concern particularly relevant obviously to most of this will be building a 

house there. So obviously, we'll we'll certainly want to be maintaining access to while we're while we're 
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building. But obviously, our concern is is that the access and also that we've been not included on the 

schedule to, you know, be kept in the loop of things going on. 

 

46:15 

Okay, so I made that point to the applicant earlier and they said that you're going to be included on it. 

Yeah, yeah, that's fine. Can I just ask the applicants why Anna Randlesome and Ryan Woodward in 

listed as having interest in plot two three a. 

 

46:52 

So Phillip Robson highways England. We thought that it was one seven a. So I think it is a an oversight, 

as opposed to anything else. And obviously, we can now include them as appropriate. 

 

47:10 

Okay, they're not under 178 either, though, but. Okay. 

 

47:17 

I think so now that it's, it's clear, I think what we need to do is just make the necessary amendment. 

 

47:23 

Okay. And can you How can you show Randlesome and Mr. Woodward, that their their access rights of 

access will be maintained into the future? 

 

47:42 

So I think that would be for the same reasons as given in the earlier and so Philip Robson highways 

England, for the same reasons given in the earlier answer that the any temporary a temporary 

acquisition does not extinguish the rights. 

 

48:02 

Okay. If I could just go back to Mr. Woodward and Mr Randlesome Does that. Does that help you to 

answer some of your questions? 

 

48:11 

Yeah, yes, that's fine. So we're happy enough. The main reason we wanted to speak today was just to 

sort of clarify a bit being included on on the document. Right aware of things so yes, that's all fine. 

We're happy 

 

48:26 

to so the applicant will update the control structures and schedule the book of reference to reflect to 

reflect that. 

 

48:35 

Yes, sir. So Philip Robson, highways England. And in open inquiry, we will make contact with with 

Randall Sims to make sure that we're making the correct amendments. So we'll take it outside of the 

hearing. Okay, thank 
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48:51 

you. Okay, thank you very much for your contribution. I just wanted to check whether Norfolk County 

Council wish to speak or say anything. Mr. Cumming 

 

49:15 

So just clicking the right buttons if David Cumming Norfolk County Council, I don't wish to add to the 

conversation that is going on. I think it was explained before that negotiations are ongoing with Norfolk 

County Council as landowner. And we have no objection to it, it's just really a matter of, you know, 

seeing through those negotiations in terms of things like the valuation and and the price of that, that 

that land. So that the timing of the acquisition to you know, make sure that the tenants of that land are 

protected, their interests are protected, but Yes. And things seem to be progressing as far as we're 

concerned relatively smoothly. 

 

50:06 

Okay, thank you for that update. Mr. Cumming Does anybody else have anything they'd like to say 

under agenda? agenda item for before I move on? Mr. Knights, you've got your hand up? 

 

50:23 

Yes. I just, I didn't arrange to speak here. But Sorry, could you introduce yourself just before you 

speak? Yes. Sorry. My name is Tim Knights.  

  

 

  

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 So that's all I've got to say on that. Okay, I understand I understand your 

concerns there. Mr. Brattan? Would you like to come in there? And 

 

53:21 
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Hi, Tim. Sorry, Steve. Steve Brattan highways England represent how England distributed? Sorry. Hi, 

Tim. Nice to see you again. Seems to speak a lot. I probably can't answer direct question as to I'm not 

on the construction team. If I could probably defer to one of my colleagues to come in here and help. I 

was certainly impression access would never be stopped up to him. And I'm sure the team would 

probably come in and confirm that is Sophie may available tonnes of that one? Sorry, I'm going to take 

over sir. Sorry, I just tried to get the person to probably get the right answer, Mr. Mr. Knight for 10? 

 

54:00 

No, no, please do that'd be really helpful if we could get an answer. Good afternoon. It's Philip Fouche 

I'm the Senior Project Manager for the contractor working on behalf of how is England I can confirm 

that access will be maintained throughout throughout the construction period. Okay, at all times. At all 

times. Yes. 

 

54:27 

Excellent. That's That's why I was hoping to hear 

 

54:33 

you would you be putting that writing somewhere? Yes, that'll go into the into the construction phase 

plan. It also happens help. So 

 

54:45 

I will write that into the heads of to Mr. Knights, so he's completely covered as well. So we'll cover that 

all often. We'll make sure he's completely safe and secure, sir. 

 

54:53 

Okay. Mr. Knights does that. 

 

54:56 

Yeah, that does resolve your concern and takes care of my concern. As I, as I said, I had had an 

assurance from Steve already, but it was always in the back of my mind that in initial meet in the initial 

public meeting, we'd be informed that we'd almost certainly have to move out. And this would be as 

long as it could be planned for, you know, but I didn't want to sudden surprise because sudden 

surprises aren't so good to deal with at this time. But thank you very much for your time. 

 

55:28 

Okay, well, thank you for your contribution. Mr. Knights. Can I distract the alphas? Anybody else at all? 

Who'd like to speak under this agenda item? Okay, in that case, we'll move on to stats statutory 

undertakers land issues. 

 

55:55 

We spoke a bit about this yesterday. But the book of reference includes a number of statutory 

undertakers with interested in land, have any others been identified since the most recent version of 

this document? Asking the applicants that question 
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56:15 

but no, sir, as Mr. Dagg think, so Philip Robson highways England. No, sir. I think Mr. Dagg confirmed 

yesterday as well. 

 

56:23 

Yeah. Okay. And we we went through relevant protective provisions yesterday also. I'm guessing you 

probably got nothing else to add today that you said yesterday, on that matter? 

 

56:44 

I couldn't say it any better than Mr. Dagg. 

 

56:48 

Okay. And then one, the one question I did ask was 

 

56:55 

in the shedule The Undertaker's progress shedule. In the second table, we've got we got British Gas 

PLC listed there. But it says no relevant rights to extinguish no relevant appraisers to be removed. was 

the reason they're in this table in that case. So this may be one for Mr. Dagg. 

 

57:53 

So Stephen Dagg Highways England. The I think we were in a slightly odd situation with the British Gas 

easements. Because, you know, as I explained yesterday, we know that they, we know that, that they 

exist and that they are in the name of British guards. But we also know that that we also know that that 

cadence say that, that they belong to them. So we don't think that British Gas are affected. But they 

have been identified as plots within the plots within the land. 

 

58:55 

This is your is your is your question, though, if if it isn't intended to interfere with the rights, can they be 

removed? Or should they be removed from the section 1278 shadie war on the basis that, that we're 

not intending to do anything to them as 

 

59:17 

well? Yes, that is because it because in one column, it says rights to be extinguished. And then you list 

acquisition of rights, temporary possession. But then the next column says, Nova no relevant rights to 

be extinguished. No relevant upgrade has to be removed. So I guess there's that maybe causes a 

slight contradiction. I'm not too sure what to make of it or whether Yeah, I mean, if, if they have no 

rights to be extinguished, nor rather than operators to be removed, why are they in the table? 

 

59:55 

I think simply because the rights are on the title as I understand Except for the Kayden except for the 

rights which are listed as being Caden rights. I'm told that there is no actual operators that there there 

are kind of subsisting legal rights in the land. But they are a hangover as I understand it, there isn't any 

apparatus there. 
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1:00:24 

Okay. Perhaps you could maybe make make it clear in that table somehow. 

 

1:00:34 

Yes. So we will, we will amend the table and clinical evidence with that answer. 

 

1:00:41 

Okay, thanks. And I I understand there are no statutory undertakers here today. They wish to speak. So 

on that basis. We'll move on to crown land. Agenda item six. Can you can Mr. Woodward, discuss your 

hand up? 

 

1:01:14 

Hello, just this is just to clarify earlier, when you when you queried if it was 178, looking at the land 

plans, again, I believe we might have got confused is one seven, the same plot as two three but on a 

separate page. 

 

1:01:35 

So well effect effectively because well know the different plots, because they have different plot 

numbers. But one, seven is adjacent to plots. Two, three. 

 

1:01:55 

Okay, I see. So. So in that case, you weren't you were correct earlier, it would be 178 that we have the 

right of access over rather than two three. And also, with regards to the comment earlier, on where the 

shared driveway is, that would actually be at the edge the West edge of one seven a rather than two, 

three. 

 

1:02:19 

Yeah. So yes. And the one seven a, you're not listed as having an interest in the land. So 

 

1:02:29 

yes, so we would still need added to that, but it was just avoiding confusion. It is it is one seven a rather 

than two, three. And that's 

 

1:02:38 

where the access where we're where you need access over. Yeah, yeah. Yes. And yes. And also 

1717178 Yes. Okay. So, but you also need to be added to two three a as well. Do you do you have no, 

 

1:03:02 

it's so it would be one seven and two, three, and then one seven, a plus the whichever numbers from 

before? 

 

1:03:10 

Right. Okay. Mr. Robson, have you got that? Yes, sir. Yeah, so the access is across one seven a to get 

onto the drive the route that leads to the property? Yes, sir. Okay, thank you. Thank you. Okay, so 
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moving on to agenda item six crown land outcome, please provide updates and respect and 

negotiations over crown land. 

 

1:04:08 

Sir, I can I can answer this one Stephen Dagg. From Highways England. Meetings are ongoing with the 

government legal department in relation to getting the relevant consent. They've acknowledged that 

blofield being an examination is now urgent and it is they are pursuing that consent. We're expecting it 

to to obtain shortly and as I say they have have acknowledged that it is urgent because we are at this 

stage in the examinations. 

 

1:04:48 

Okay, do you? Do you see any impediments to reaching agreement or been any concerns raised 

during any meetings? 

 

1:04:56 

Now also, I understand that the only the only Check your state that needs to indicate consent is secular 

state for transport. So we're not dealing with multiple secretaries of state here and that there should be 

no impediment to obtaining it. 

 

1:05:14 

Okay. One point on that. So, plot one five, in the book of reference says that it is the Secretary of State 

for the environment transport and the regions. Is that correct or I thought that department that been 

abolished some time ago. 

 

1:05:49 

It's, it is possibly a hangover from the name that the property's rented, registered in, registered under, 

and again as such to transfer which hasn't changed the name of the Secretary of State. So it's it's 

transferred title without transferring. Sorry, without the change being made at the land registry? I can 

certainly, we can certainly take that plot away and investigate it further. He said plot one oblique five. 

Yes. Yeah, it's on page 47. of the book of reference. Thank you. So well, we'll investigate that and 

come back to the deadline for. 

 

1:06:43 

Okay, thank you for that. That case, I'll move on without any more questions on crown land. I'll move on 

to the review of issues and actions arising agenda number seven. Do you have Do you have a good 

idea of what you need to do? Or would it be helpful for me to circulate the list or 

 

1:07:12 

Phillip Robson highways England, we have a member of the team who's taking a note. However, it will 

certainly help nonetheless, to have a list from you to ensure that we have accurately captured precisely 

the opposite the same actions. 

 

1:07:26 
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Okay. And that goes for yesterday, is pleased to. Okay. Thank you. In that case, I'll move on to agenda 

item eight. Any other business? Before I draw the meeting to a close? Are there any other matters that 

anybody would like to raise? At this point? 

 

1:07:56 

Okay, I'm saying no hands raised. So in that case, I'll move to agenda item nine, closure of the hearing. 

So I just like to say thank you for attending this hearing today and sharing your views on the 

application. I found it very helpful. Hello, I'll see consider what you said in examining this application. A 

digital recording of the proceedings today will be made available as soon as possible on the project 

page of the national infrastructure website. In addition, I request that you submit in writing the points 

that you've made here today for publication on the website. The deadline for these written submissions 

is deadline for Thursday the ninth of September. We have issues specific hearing tomorrow morning. 

Starting at with the arranging conference at 930 to start at 10 o'clock. This drops into drawn say 

something that okay, just checking. And so the time is now nine minutes past three, and I confirm this 

compulsory acquisition hearing is now closed. Thank you. Thank you, sir. 




