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00:26 
Good afternoon, everybody. 
 
00:31 
Just before I commence, can I just confirm for those people who have joined online that they can see 
and clearly hear me? 
 
00:38 
Yes, we can see. 
 
00:42 
Great, thank you very much for that. 
 
00:46 
And can I also just check the the live stream and the recording the event has also commenced? Great, 
thank you very much. 
 
00:53 
Time is now two o'clock and the self employed hearing for the 812 Chelmsford to a 120 widening 
scheme is now open. 
 
01:01 
My name is Adrian Hunter, and I'm a chartered town planner. And I've been appointed by the Secretary 
of State to be the lead member of the panel to examine the application made 
 
01:11 
or developed consent order by national highways 
 
01:19 
and 
 
01:22 
stuff. 
 
01:30 



 - 2 - 

Okay, I'll try again. Thank you. I'll start that one again. Yep. My name is Adrian Hunter. I'm a chartered 
town planner and reappointed by the Secretary of State, the lead member of the panel to examine the 
application made for developing consent order by national highways. 
 
01:42 
Just before I run through some housekeeping and putting your matters, I would just like the other 
members of the panel to introduce themselves if they could please. 
 
01:51 
Good afternoon. My name is Max Wiltshire. I'm a chartered civil engineer. And I'm also appointed by 
the Secretary of State to be a member of the panel. 
 
02:01 
Thank you. 
 
02:03 
Good afternoon. My name is John Gorst. I'm a solicitor and have similarly been appointed to be a 
member of this panel. Good. 
 
02:13 
Thank you both. Together, we constitute the examining authority for this application. For those joining 
online in the arrangements conference, and those who are present in the room, you may well have 
already spoken to Deborah Holland, who's the case manager for this project. They're supported by a 
number of other colleagues from the case team in the planning Inspectorate. If you have any specific 
questions on the process, and I would suggest the case team or your first point of contact, just like 
tonight, just run through a few housekeeping matters. If I could please, can I ask the all audible devices 
be switched off and can I also help us to help reduce background noise unless you're speaking you 
have your microphone turned off as well. No fire drill is proposed for this afternoon. So if the alarm does 
go off, we need to evacuate the building by the nearest exits which are to the rear and to the side, and 
understand the assembly point is in the carpark. 
 
03:02 
For those joining the meeting online. Please know that the chat function in teams is not being used this 
afternoon. So please do not send any messages via the chat that is not being monitored. 
 
03:12 
There are there is a digital recording being made of this hearing. And this will be made available on the 
project page and national infrastructure website as soon as possible once this hearing is closed. 
 
03:23 
If you take part in the meeting, it's important that you understand that your comments will be recorded 
and the digital recording will be published and retained usually for a period of five years from the 
Secretary of State's decision. 
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03:34 
As such, the planning inspectorate is subjects the general data protection regulations, it's very unlikely 
that you'll be asked to put sensitive public information, such as email addresses economic, financial, 
cultural health related matters into the public domain. Indeed, we will actively encourage you not to do 
that. However, if for some reason you feel it is necessary for you to refer to sensitive personal 
information, or encourage you first to speak to the case team in the first instance, we will then explore 
with you if the information can be provided in a written format, which can be appropriately redacted 
before being published. 
 
04:08 
For the purpose of identification and ease of reference, could I ask that at every point in which you 
speak? Could you please give your name and if you're representing an organisation or an individual, 
you state who you represent as well. 
 
04:21 
Please bear in mind also that the only official recording the proceedings is a digital recording that we 
placed on the project page of the website, tweets, blogs and similar communications arising out of this 
meeting will not be accepted as evidence in the examination of this application. 
 
04:37 
Just before I move on to the second item on the agenda, does anybody have any questions or 
comments in relation to what I just set out there for the proceedings? 
 
04:47 
I'm not seeing anybody in the room, or anybody online. 
 
04:53 
That's great. Thank you. 
 
04:57 
So moving on to the second item on the agenda. 
 
05:00 
The formal person purpose of the open floor hearing today is to discharge our our duty to interested 
parties who have requested to be heard, the hearing is an opportunity for you to make your case on 
any relevant matter orally. It is therefore an opportunity for us to hear firsthand your thoughts about the 
application. We may also have some questions about your submissions. At the end, at the end, at the 
end of in the agenda, we will also offer the applicant the right to respond at the end of the meeting 
should they wish to do so. 
 
05:29 
Just before I then run through the list of the people we've got registered to speak, are there any 
questions on the purpose, conduct and management to this open floor hearing? 
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05:40 
Again, I'm not seeing anybody in the room or anybody online. That's great. Thank you very much. 
 
05:48 
So moving on to Item three on the agenda. To make the best use of the time we have available, please 
could I ask that you make your contributions to the point and as focused as possible. 
 
06:01 
Given that the number of speakers we have available and the time we had, it'd be helpful if you could 
limit yourself to between sort of five and 10 minutes, that'd be most helpful to us. And that would mean 
we'd then get a chance to hear everybody 
 
06:11 
may also take this opportunity to remind you that you can submit the full transcript of anything you say 
at this afternoon's meeting for our next deadline, which is deadline one currently set for Monday, the 
30th of January. 
 
06:24 
At this stage, I would also remind everybody the NC process is principally a written process with 
representations made in writing currently equal weight or representations at all stages of the process. 
 
06:36 
I've been provided a list of those people requested to speak this afternoon. And it's not our intention 
that we will call the speakers in the same order that I will run through. So what I'd like to do is just take 
a couple of minutes just to run through the list of people that I have who are due to speak just to make 
sure that we've got everybody correct. So 
 
06:55 
starting off I have Essex County Council. 
 
06:59 
I then have Andrew Harding from missing come in worth parish council. I have Jonathan Greenwood 
from tree parish council. 
 
07:09 
Linda Reed from Borum parish council, 
 
07:12 
Steven Humphries from messing in with Action Group Limited. 
 
07:16 
I have Hugh westney on behalf of a number of clients. I have Andrew Watson. 
 
07:23 
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Mr. Ian Mahoney 
 
07:26 
is to build Kyle. Mr. Mark Cathcart. 
 
07:31 
Mr. David Green. Have Mr. Kevin out well, from within Town Council. I have Mr. Roger way. See, and 
then I have Mr. Mark east. So that's the list that I have. 
 
07:44 
Is there anybody either in the room or online? Who is expecting to speak whose name I have not read 
out? 
 
07:53 
There's there's nobody in the room, which is good. But I have 
 
07:58 
Councillor Kevin Bentley, you're looking to address. So I'm a I'm a registered to speak with you. Great. 
Thank you for that. Well, I will I will come to you in due course. Thank you, Mr. Manley. 
 
08:22 
Okay, and there's nobody in the room. That's great. So my list is good. Thank you very much. 
 
08:28 
So on that basis, I'd like to move to Agenda four on the item. You will those people in the room will 
notice that there are two chairs. At the far end almost directly in front of the the examining panel. That's 
where it would be great if you could sort of come up and speak from the microphone buttons are 
relatively straightforward if I can make them work. And I'm sure most people can. But if need help, 
there's technical people there who can tell you which buttons to press. 
 
08:54 
And then when you're finished speaking, if you could then return back to your seats, unless we've got 
some questions for you. That would be great. So if I could sort of run through the order as I've just gone 
through and if I could start with representatives from Essex County Council, please. 
 
09:11 
And like I say, if you could just introduce yourselves, before you speak for the recording, that'd be very 
helpful. 
 
09:24 
Good afternoon. My name is Billy PA. I am head of Network Development at Essex County Council. 
 
09:31 
Afternoon. I'm Gary McDonnell, programme manager from Essex County Council. 
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09:38 
I'd like to start by saying thank you, first of all for allowing us the opportunity to speak this afternoon. 
And I'll start by saying a little bit about Essex County Council's role in a project and then I'll add on 
some of the key outstanding issues from our perspective. 
 
09:54 
So as a host authority, Essex County Council has a significant interest in AGEWELL widening project 
 
10:00 
The stretch of the age well from junction 19. To junction 25, which is about 50 miles is wholly within the 
administrative boundary of ecc. It passes through four different districts. So those are Chelmsford, 
Braintree, Malden and Colchester, as well as seven different parish councils, and a number of other 
parish councils will also be impacted as a result of scheme. 
 
10:25 
As a local authority ECC is one of the largest in the country. And our role as county council includes 
that of the local Highway and Transport Authority. And that includes responsibility for some 5000 miles 
of roads in Essex, 4000 miles of public right of way and 1500 structures. 
 
10:45 
We are the lead local flood authority. We're also the local education authority, and we have a role as an 
authority for anything to do with minerals and waste. 
 
10:57 
We have been engaged in for some time now with national highways and various other stakeholders on 
this project. And for the most part, I must say that these discussions have been constructive and 
uncooperative. And to be clear, we support the principle and the need for the project. 
 
11:15 
But fundamentally, we do consider that some substantive changes to the scheme are required in order 
to make it acceptable to etc. 
 
11:26 
So these changes are required in order to mitigate some of the negative impacts of the scheme as it's 
currently designed, and to minimise the impact on local communities. But also perhaps to take 
advantage of some of the opportunities that we think scheme presents that we would argue hadn't been 
taken at the moment. 
 
11:52 
National Highways had made some changes to the scheme in response to things that we and other 
stakeholders have asked for. But most of the changes hitherto anyway, we think have been quite 
modest. 
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12:06 
I'd like to if I may make the somewhat sort of obvious point that the just Tzedek road network for which 
national highways are responsible for operating and maintaining within England. So that's the motorway 
network and the most important trunk roads in the country. 
 
12:23 
That is dependent on the local highway network for which local highway authorities such as ECC is 
responsible for with perhaps no exceptions, no journeys start and end on the strategic road network. 
The DSRM is always access and egress via the local road network. 
 
12:43 
That means, at least in my view, that the interface between the SRN and the local highway network is 
important. And that interface occurs at strategic road network junctions. And in our view that Essex 
County Council is essential that the junctions work both from the perspective of gsrn but also the local 
highway network. We consider that currently, that's not the case. But all of the functions that are 
planned as part of this scheme 
 
13:14 
are kind of aims their project, if I can, if I can word it that way, are quite simple. You know, we want to 
maximise the benefits of the scheme and minimise the negative impacts to our communities, to 
businesses and to visitors. 
 
13:32 
A big part of that involves seeking to ensure that the impact of the scheme on the local highway and 
transport networks are acceptable. And where there are adverse impacts those those impacts are 
mitigated where appropriate as far as possible. 
 
13:47 
And I'm not planning to go into any detail here, as we will make our position clear as we go through the 
examination, but the key outstanding issues for us at the moment on the project are as follows. 
 
14:02 
The first is the approach that national highways are proposing to take to teach Rankin. So there are two 
sections of the current age world that will be determined under the current plans and transferred 
effectively to ECC as a local housing authority to operate and maintain. 
 
14:20 
We don't agree with the current proposals for that. And moreover, we think there is a much better 
alternative that we think should be progressed instead. 
 
14:34 
Another issue is the the arrangement and the impact of the proposed junctions not least of which are 
junction 24 and junction 21. Both of which are new junctions and are being relocated from their current 
locations and no doubt others today will say more about those functions as well. 
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14:56 
The the impact of the scheme on the B one one precinct 
 
15:00 
and particularly through the village board is a big issue for us. 
 
15:07 
We would like to suggest some amendments to some of the provisions within the draft ACO to best 
cover our interest. And I think it's probably easier if we do that in a written form. And but we certainly 
like to do that throughout the examination. 
 
15:25 
Another issue for us is the need, we think, for post opening monitoring of the scheme impacts. So we 
think there needs to be at a minimum traffic monitoring of the impact of the scheme and ideally, air 
quality monitoring as well coupled with a commitment and this is this is quite important from national 
highways that if that monitoring indicates that the scheme is having an unanticipated adverse impact on 
the network, that they will work with us and other stakeholders to do something about that. 
 
15:54 
And finally, the construction impacts of the scheme and how they will be managed. Noting that, you 
know, regular users of a district of da 12 will be very familiar with with roadworks at the moment. So we 
need to manage that as best we can. 
 
16:10 
I'll finish today by saying if I can, we look forward to playing a full and active part in the examination and 
very much to continue in engaging with national highways and and other stakeholders interested 
parties in an effort to make the scheme as good as it can be. Thank you very much. 
 
16:40 
Thank you very much for those comments. turned by the next speaker. Can I just check any of the 
other panel members have any particular questions on care anything? 
 
16:52 
Okay, that's great. Thank you very much for those. 
 
16:56 
If I could move on to the next on the list, if I could, which is Mr. Andrew Harding, from messing comm in 
worth parish council. 
 
17:12 
And again, if you could just introduce yourself at the start. That'd be very helpful. Thank you. 
 
17:24 
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Good afternoon. My name is Andrew Harding. I'm an elected council member of the missing coming 
with parish. 
 
17:30 
And I would like to address this afternoon if I may, how missing come in with parish council believe 
national highways have conducted the initial stages of the consultation process. I have prepared a 
lengthy paper to submit, which I'm happy to do either at the end of this or via the internet. But it does 
reference every single email and every single statistic that I would like to bring to the panel's attention. 
So thank you very much for allowing me to do that. 
 
18:03 
One of the issues that we would like to bring to the attention of the panel is that MCI were only 
appraised by national highways of the proposed detail of junction 24 In the early summer of 2020. By 
late November and December of 2021. And despite the ravages of COVID COVID Sorry, MCI had a 
series of very significant questions and issues to raise with national highways. There has been a 
consistent attempt by national highways since then to imply in all correspondence that there have been 
years of consultation. Whilst that may be true for the entire stretch of the planet improvement, it is not 
true of the specific plans for junction 24. 
 
18:41 
Upon release of those plans, and so titled consultations in late 2021. With the residents of both villages, 
it became apparent to MCI that the plan would devastate the villages, with extra traffic destroyed 
immunity and considerable safety hazards. repeated requests for site visits by the designers remote 
and seemingly unaware of the impact were declined. 
 
19:02 
The examining authority will see from the various requests from other IPS how important these visits 
are deemed to be. The MCI set about seeking from the residents and its electorate and alternative plan. 
 
19:14 
MCI adopted this plan and was able to use real local knowledge and information again seemingly have 
no interest in the National Highways designers. This design is now known as the main alternative. 
 
19:25 
Initially, national highways did not give any consideration to this plan and stated either in open 
correspondence that it was either too expensive, incorrect or not feasible. At no point was national 
hidings highways willing to engage with the council to actually discuss are viable, workable and 
acceptable plan. This bridges their own codes of conduct and all guiding principles of consultation. It 
was never open minded nor fair for missing come in with. We attempted to establish several meetings, 
it became apparent that these meetings would simply be for national hires to take their consultation 
requirement boxes. 
 
20:00 
They will not in any recognisable use of the word consultation, 
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20:05 
and we were being fed at the diktat of national highways. The first of these meetings was the seventh of 
March 22. This followed months of unanswered questions. The PC requested that any information 
intended to be presented to the meeting was submitted to them at least five working days in advance, 
in order to reasonably understand and digest what was said. Your initial meeting on the seventh of 
March was abandoned because NH simply did not comply. A further meeting for the 17th of June was 
established, and this time national highway is cancelled at extremely short notice. They stated that the 
CEC leader Kevin Bentley will be joining us later, had emphatically instructed them to postpone or 
cancel. Clearly we challenge this and it is clear that ECC had no jurisdiction to issue such an order. 
Several emails stated the position taken by an H, which was that they had been instructed to postpone 
the proposed meeting. In this communication Mr. Davey works for mais I believe, confirms that he was 
not at the meeting, but seems quite able to a pine on what happened despite statements from all ECC 
officers present. Not until the PC stated it was seeking sworn statements. To prove the assertion was 
incorrect. Did national highways change their stance and advise the leader had suggested the meeting 
be postponed? The root cause of this was the positive information intended to be submitted by national 
highways. By this time the efforts of the PC to liaise with ECC to extract useful information was 
struggling as well. ECC officers were increasingly frustrated by national highlights and their 
determination not to answer any questions. I would repeat that all the emails that endorses are 
attached as appendices to this statement. 
 
21:44 
While still willing to consult and making all counsellors available, the PC increasingly felt this was 
achieved very little. The PC requested once again advanced notice of information intended for 
presentation at the next scheduled meeting, which was now to be the 22nd of September, with barely 
seven days advanced warning National High was submitted 2745 pages of information largely taken 
from the internet. When challenged about the practicality of this a further 86 pages were submitted to 
the PC. This time accompanied by note to explain that there was no expectation that counsellors 
understood or assimilate all this information. Nevertheless, natural high was assured the council they 
will be able to frame and ask questions based on this. So concerned with a PC by this approach that 
they invited legal representation to the proposed meeting. Out of courtesy, we advise national highways 
of this arrangement. At that time, the PC also advised national highways that the meeting will be 
recorded at extremely short notice. And after having issued threatening and bullying email to the PC 
national highway is cancelled the meeting finally explaining this was on the basis that they could not 
have their own legal representation, sorry, their own legal representation there in time. The meeting did 
not go ahead. 
 
23:03 
The PC requested that national high was was so concerned about their legal representation, what they 
were so concerned about with our legal representation, but today we have received no satisfactory 
answer. At this time, Mr. David Orr, Ewing Jacobs, another subcontractor to natural hierarchies directly 
approach the parish clerk and asked for a private meeting with the Chair of the PC. This was 
immediately shared with all councillors and Kevin Bentley, leader of ecc. The overwhelming consensus 
was it was an egregious and deeply inappropriate suggestion was in breach with codes of conduct and 



 - 11 - 

transparency of consultation between national highways and the PC. The meeting was declined. In an 
email on the 13th of October, Mr. Devi finally acknowledged that this was not I'm sorry, to cut across I'm 
just conscious of time again going quiet. And if this is quite a detailed submission that you're right in 
writing, so I just okay, just to let you know that these are the points that I want to move on to to make 
sure you have that that chance to do that. All right. Well, this is all very important. I appreciate the time 
and I appreciate the consideration. Thank you having Well, I will then summarise the presentation. 
Having dealt with the fact that 2745 pages were impossible to assimilate. The national highways then 
went on to suggest a village hall meeting at which the traffic figures that they presented were different 
to any other traffic figures we'd seen. And the representatives they were unable to explain them. The 
traffic modelling figures are going to be dealt with by our technical experts at a later date but they are 
vital in this hearing and I respectfully ask is only an authority consider this. We are not experts at 
planning. National Highways are and should have adapted. what amounts to mountains of paper to 
accommodate the fact that we as parish councillors are volunteers and we're trying to keep up with it. 
We heard this morning at the preliminary meeting that 
 
24:59 
they could 
 
25:00 
In Kings Council Ethicon was asking for further time to study these matters, it is very difficult for us to 
keep up with this. And meeting after meeting which will be illustrated in these documents has been 
either cancelled or postponed by national highways. We believe then In summary, Chairman so to get 
to the point that the national highways team have failed on all the guiding principles of consultation, that 
missing a numerous parish council have been marginalised and ignored, that we have done our very 
best to be communicative and to support what national highways are trying to do. We're not members, 
we understand the need for the improvements on a 12 we actually offered very many suggestions on 
improvements to the roundabout radio gradients and so on, some of which we believe national 
highways have adopted. So we are not being obdurate, we are not being difficult. We are a very small 
parish council, but he's doing our very best to come back a very large organisation and its resources. I 
have got these documents, if you would like them now. I'm quite I've got one also for the king's Council, 
if he would like that, I will also get them online. Okay, what I would suggest is that the first deadline and 
part of the the examination timetable, which is the 30th of January allows for the submission of the 
information that you presented today. So if you submit that in the same way that you submitted various 
other representations through the portal, then that will then find its way through to us and everybody 
else as well, that then become publicly available for both ourselves and the applicants. Anybody else to 
to see those. Okay, well, thank you for letting me speak. I'm sorry if it was a little lengthy, but these are 
emotional time. Understand that. That's fine. Thank you. Mr. Gore's just has a question if I could. Yes, 
thank you, Mr. Santa. And thank you for for that information. My question is we were going to be 
hearing later from the action group. And I was just asked, I was just interested to know about what is 
the relationship between the parish council and the Action Group, which would seem to represent the 
same villages. It doesn't seem to represent it does with respect. 
 
27:05 
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What is clear in local legislation is that the parish council has a set of constraints under which it must 
operate under which it can and cannot do things. The Action Group was formed because of the 
consternation that surrounded the wider village or villages. And although in very many ways the 
interests coalesce and correspond, and in fact, the parish council has said that it will stand behind it m 
aG, which is what I said this morning, when I spoke very briefly, the interests are slightly different. All of 
this paper that I would like the panel to consider is what happened to the parish council. There is very 
little, if any mentioned at all of the action group, the action group has been founded and driven by the 
overarching need for much wider support and the parish council could conceivably have mustered 
 
28:02 
thank you for that. 
 
28:04 
Any other questions? 
 
28:10 
No, that's, that's fine. Thank you. 
 
28:13 
Thank you very much for allowing me to do this. So just bear with me. I see the applicant. I was going 
to propose to continue and do the final item to do a multiple, but it's that particular points that you want 
to know. So that's fine. I just wanted to ensure that I did have a chance to respond. Yeah. Yes, that's 
fine. But if you get on the final ones, everybody's wanted to take in the the interested parties comments, 
and I was going to allow that opportunity to yourself. 
 
28:38 
That's fine. Thank you. Thank you very much. Just a procedural point for the applicant. If I could 
change I was going to ask if the agenda could start being shared when somebody is obviously got there 
before I could ask that. So thank you very much for that. 
 
28:55 
Oh, okay, if I can move on to the next person on my list, which is Mr. Jonathan Greenwood from tree 
parish council. 
 
29:03 
And again, if you could just introduce yourself at the start, that'd be very helpful. 
 
29:15 
Good afternoon. I'm Jonathan Greenwood. I'm the chairman of tintri parish council. And thank you for 
this opportunity to take part this afternoon. 
 
29:27 
I want to say that typically parish council indeed the residents of Tipperary are, of course generally in 
favour of the scheme to improve the a 12. But we do have some concerns regarding the siting of the 
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junction 24 The positioning of that siting, which is a new position compared to where it is at this 
moment. 
 
29:51 
We're concerned that national highways did not adequately consider the impact of placing junction 20 
 
30:00 
For at the proposed location didn't consider the impact of that positioning upon traffic flow into tree 
village. And and that has actually resulted in our opinion in flawed methodology that has led to the 
inappropriate sighting of junction 24. 
 
30:18 
The document that I would particularly want to refer you to which I have requested is added to the 
examination Library is the highways England a 12 chance for to a 120s widening scheme assessment 
report a denim of 2020. And in particular, Appendix D, which deals with the various options that were 
considered for the siting of junction 24. 
 
30:49 
And what follows here is actually a brief summary and I will submit the full case with supporting figures 
maps and source is for references separately. I'll do that online after this meeting. 
 
31:02 
But the report that I mentioned sets out the alternative schemes considered for the siting and layout of 
junction 24. And the scheme the report settles on is the current proposal to site junction 24 At the 
bottom of em worth road between tip tree and fearing. The reason the report states that citing the 
junction here promotes the right traffic on the right roads, and it reduces the volume of strategic traffic 
making journeys on the wider local road network. And it's understood that a junction net in worth road 
provides an economic benefit to the scheme because the junction becomes more attractive to traffic 
from tip tree and reduces journey times. So specifically the main benefits given for this positioning of 
junction 24 are that it promotes the right traffic on the right roads. And the tip tree to the A 12 
southbound traffic will join the a 12 in the new junction 24 location rather than travelling via ravenhall 
end and that will result in a significant reduction on of traffic on the braxted park road heading down 
towards ravenhall end to access junction 22. It Witham 
 
32:25 
the prospect of an all ways junction and m worth Road, which is attractive to both northbound and 
southbound traffic from tip tree with shortened journey times would at first glance appear preferable to 
Tip three residents. This view is totally lacking any detailed consideration of the impact of such a 
scheme upon traffic flow through to the village. 
 
32:53 
And it's disappointing that national highways regarded any impacts on tip tree as a local issue and 
consequently excluded tree village from any detailed analysis in these formative stages. Because the 
problem is that with all traffic now predicted to use in Werth road, there's a massive increase in the 
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predicted traffic levels, both in in worth road and Church Road which is the centre of Tiptree village and 
is basically an extension of him worth road. And and this massive increase in traffic predicted has 
understandably caused concern for residents in werfen Tiptree alike. 
 
33:36 
At the time of the 2019 a 12. Consultations the predicted increase during the morning peak was an 
extra 1032 vehicles per hour. That was from a current level of 700 to 17 132, an increase in peak 
morning traffic of 150%. 
 
33:59 
Interestingly, the same consultation predicted that if junction 24 remained at its current location at 
Preston Hall, the increase was only 26 vehicles per hour less than 4% increase. 
 
34:14 
It was also quickly realised that much of this extra traffic and in worth road would also be passing 
through the centre of Tip three on church rug. 
 
34:24 
Tip Three is a designated district centre the population of about 10,000 people and the district centre 
supplies the needs for the surrounding rural communities. And as such, we've got three supermarkets a 
variety of shops and businesses not to mention for primary schools and a secondary school and church 
road is the shopping and commercial centre of Tiptree and it already suffers from high levels of through 
traffic, making Church Road difficult to cross and contributing to high levels of ground level pollution is 
long been the aim of Tichy Neighbourhood Plan. So 
 
35:00 
Avoid as far as possible any significant increase in Church Road traffic. For example, proposed future 
development in temporary is positioned on the north and west so that new residents can access the 
812 and main routes without passing through Church Road. 
 
35:15 
And an important strategy adopted at an early stage of neighbourhood planning. Following community 
consultation in 2016 was to encourage traffic heading to the A 12 southbound, which comes from 
settlements to the east like West mercy and tolls Bri. 
 
35:34 
The main route for traffic for mercy to a 12 southbound is through tip tree. And it was a strategy to 
encourage that southbound traffic to use station Road in Tip three rather than Church Road station 
road and then braxted Park Road down to Riven Hall end and access the A 12 southbound at Witham 
 
36:00 
whilst northbound traffic of which is far less because it's not a main route for northbound traffic would 
go through Church Road to the junction 24 which currently is it fearing 
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36:13 
it was immediately obvious that the proposed siting of junction 24 would result in far larger volumes of 
traffic in in worth road and Church Road as both north and southbound traffic was encouraged to head 
for this new junction. Mr. Green was sorry, again, I'm just conscious of the time. So yeah, again. Yeah. 
Okay. So just to sum up, because if there's an old point you move on to that'd be I understand your 
point. But I prepared this with reference to the rule six letter that actually says that you're expected to 
provide detailed explanation and evidential cooperation to help inform the examining authority. And it 
also says that, members that the 
 
36:58 
subsequent, which is why I explained that it was time has given to people who are representing 
communities, I agree we have a number of, but we also have a number of people coming after you 
who've got similar issues they want to express. So whilst I appreciate what you're saying, I can't 
necessarily give the floor entirely to either your office if it would be more appropriate to present at a 
different stage, but there's a case that needs to be heard. And then that case can be made. But like I 
said, we're also able to take things in writing, which are given the same weight as as everything that's 
done orally, which is why I made that point at the start. So clearly, that perhaps reassures you that that 
whilst you may not get the chance to fully present your your case here, what we were received in 
writing, it's exactly the point being is that there's this massive increase projected or was in 2019, 
through 
 
37:50 
Church Road and inwith road down to the new junction 24. And we've had several conversations with 
national highways about this to express our concerns, but the only response from national highways 
has been to revise the computer modelling. So going from a an increase of 150% in November 2020. At 
a team's meeting, the increase was predicted to be 139%. In June 2021, the consultation on the A 12 
At that stage, the brochure gave the increase in traffic is 92%. In November 21, the consultation gave 
the increases 42%. And on a teams meeting in March 2022, we were told that only an extra 100 
vehicles per hour, which is a 14% increase would actually be entering in worth road. So in 2019, it was 
an extra 1032. Now, in 2022, we're down to 100 vehicles per hour. 
 
38:55 
And this reduction in the predicted increase in traffic in Church Road in in worth road is given as 
justification for leaving junction 24 Where it's proposed to be but of course, it's it's this is completely in 
contrast to the original reason for putting it there was that it would attract all traffic. So the very reason 
for citing junction 24 has been undermined by the subsequent commuter computer modelling which 
now predicts and we have been told that it is expected that all southbound traffic coming from tip tree 
will actually still use the backseat Park Road. 
 
39:36 
So as you can see here, the justification for moving junction 24 to inwith. Road. Those was that it was 
shortened journey time from tip tree and that all a 12 ban traffic from Tip three would use this new 
junction. That was the justification for putting it there. Okay, thank you, Mr. Green. That has been 
completely undermined by the 
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40:00 
revise, can I ask you just to wrap up now, that'd be really, really helpful if you could, okay. So, I will 
expand on this in my 
 
40:10 
written submission. I do just want to say then finally, one thing about the braxted Park Road, wherever 
junction 24 is placed the braxted part the via Riven Hall must remain a viable and attractive option for 
southbound traffic, because we do not want to see up to an extra 1000 vehicles going through our main 
shopping and commercial centre. And in this respect, the doubling of appleford Bridge is considered 
essential to make sure that the braxted Park route remains a viable alternative. It also needs a 
roundabout in the Malden road junction with racks to Park Road to stop traffic backing up into the 
village. 
 
40:53 
But if junction 24 is placed at the bottom of m worth road, the impacts on tip tree are likely to be severe 
and very difficult to mitigate. 
 
41:04 
But the upgrade of braxted Partlow becomes even more essential in that scenario. And serious 
condition consideration would need to be given as to how to prevent lorries heading east foliate 12 
Knock persuading them to come off it Witham when they could just easily go to this new junction, it 
fearing turn right, come straight up in with row and straight down Church Road in tip tree. You'd be 
surprised how many objects we already get going through the centre of tip tree. And at the moment, 
there's there's risk of that hugely increasing. So I would invite the examining authority to give careful 
consideration to these serious concerns. And I look forward to further opportunity to discuss this further. 
Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr. Greenwood. And thank you for but before you go, my colleague, 
Mr. Goss has a question for you if we could. 
 
42:04 
Thank you, Mr. Greenwood, for making my question is we did actually on our unaccompanied site 
inspection yesterday, we did go to tip tree farming. I must confess that I'm not entirely sure how we got 
from tip tree to ravenhall end. But we did get there in the end. So can I just ask that when you do make 
your submission, you make it absolutely clear where Braxton Park Road is and etc. Because 
 
42:33 
that would be really helpful but I didn't go to the area yesterday and submission includes maps and it 
will all be clear on there for you. Thank you very much. Thank you. 
 
42:44 
Thank you very much. 
 
42:52 
Okay, if I can now move on to Linda Reed from Horan parish council. 
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43:11 
Good afternoon I'm Linda Reid, Chairman of BoRam parish council. And thank you very much for the 
opportunity to speak this afternoon. 
 
43:22 
Like Tiptree Boren parish council recognises the potential benefits of the A 12 widening project, we 
anticipate that that will make the road safer and on the whole will improve a 12 traffic flows. 
 
43:42 
However, we represent the interests of the residents of BoRam and many of our residents have 
expressed concerns, and also, some have submitted relevant representations. 
 
43:57 
This project by the applicants own assessment will have a negative impact on the village of BoRam 
 
44:06 
in terms of increased traffic volumes through the village, increased road noise and a reduction in air 
quality. 
 
44:16 
This is in addition to traffic volumes and congestion that we're already experiencing. 
 
44:25 
On in some cases, it takes 30 minutes to get down Waltham road to main road. 
 
44:33 
The objective of the A 12 widening is to remove traffic from country roads and onto the a 12 and in the 
case of BoRam this objective will be failed. 
 
44:46 
And this is mainly due to the closure of junction 20 north and southbound. 
 
44:56 
It's recognised in the DCO application that some traffic 
 
45:00 
particularly southbound traffic from moulden. Entering Hatfield Peverel is likely to turn left onto the B 
1137 main road through BoRam to access the a 12 at junction 19, rather than the preferred turning right 
to head north to access the a 12 at the new junction 21. 
 
45:28 
One possible solution that's been discussed is to make it unattractive for traffic to head towards junction 
19 through Borum by using various traffic control measures through the village. Such measures would 
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be required on main road and also at key junctions such as Waltham Road, plantation road and Church 
Road. 
 
45:55 
Residents of Borum and also the parish council feel the need to have a great deal more information 
about potential mitigation measures, which could be implemented to reduce the impacts of increased 
traffic through Boram. both during and after the construction phase to ensure that these will be effective 
and provide safe crossing places on main road for residents and also avoid further and negative 
impacts on local traffic. 
 
46:33 
Currently, delays and lane closures on the K 12 Drive northbound traffic off the a 12 at junction 18 onto 
Hammonds Road, which links to Church Road through boredom and this causes traffic jams throughout 
the village. 
 
46:49 
Southbound traffic during incidents tends to follow the opposite route. And one potential benefit of the 
road widening is the likely reduction in the number and impact of road incidents. However, we feel this 
benefit may be short lived because it's a stated aim of the A 12 widening project to increase the total 
amount of traffic on the A 12. And as traffic volumes increase incidents will increase and then continue 
to drive traffic onto the country lanes and there will inevitably be greater congestion through boredom. 
And I just like to point out that where Hammond road joins Church Road in Boerum, this is a protected 
Lane unsuited to increase traffic, and there need to be measures in place to ensure that the volume 
and type of additional traffic through the protected lane is controlled. 
 
47:51 
Our preference would be for the decision to close junction 20 to be reconsidered if at all possible, 
retaining this junction would alleviate pressure on BoRam village. 
 
48:06 
However, in the absence of junction 20, we require more information about possible measures to 
mitigate the impacts of increased traffic through our village, 
 
48:18 
both on main road and from the adjoining Road, perhaps to include traffic lights, mini roundabouts, 
 
48:27 
speed limits, or other control measures and safe crossing places for BoRam residents. 
 
48:36 
And I'd just like to make one additional point with regard to the to the increased noise. And I'd like to 
ask that the applicant seriously consider extending the use of noise reduction road surfaces to cover 
both carriageways of the a 12 rather than just the southbound carriageway as currently proposed. 
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49:06 
Thank you very much. Thank you very much. 
 
49:13 
Thank you for that. That's helpful. Thank you very much. 
 
49:24 
Okay, thank you if I can move to the next on my list, which is Mr. Steven Humphreys from messing it in 
with Action Group Limited. 
 
49:34 
Again, if you could just introduce yourself at startup a helpful thank you. Thank you, sir. Yes, sir. Steven 
Humphries. I'm a solicitor, Legal Director of Ashfords LLP and I'm speaking on behalf of the messing 
and in worth Action Group Limited or Mia G. 
 
49:51 
Conscious of brevity, I will try and keep this as brief as possible and unconscious of course as well that 
there are there is a fair bit of time in the examination over 
 
50:00 
coming month to make further representations. 
 
50:04 
As mentioned earlier, in terms of the difference between MIT and the parish council, MIT has been 
formed exclusively to deal with the issues deriving from this proposal. And this is principally focused at 
the new proposed junction 24. 
 
50:18 
There are a number of concerns which I think can be quite sort of quickly summarised. 
 
50:25 
Summary of this oral submission will be provided 
 
50:29 
by the deadline of the 30th. And MIT intends to submit full written representation by the relevant date 
that's issued in the relate letter. As mentioned, by others, MIT doesn't object to the overall proposal. 
The the main concern is with junction 24. And 
 
50:49 
predominantly the impacts that will be experienced in the villages of messing and in worth. 
 
50:56 
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It's agreed on, it's noted by national highways that there will be significant impacts on both messing in 
worth. There are five communities along the length of the A 12, where significant impacts are predicted 
out of a total of 23 communities and two of those five are missing and linworth. 
 
51:14 
On the current modelling, of national highways predicts increases in traffic flows, and linworth to be 
between 42 and 30, sorry, 32 and 42%, and much higher and messing between 140% and 52%. And of 
course, both will, as a result also experienced significant noise impacts, which I'll note shortly. 
 
51:37 
In spite of these figures, MIT has concerned as do others with the modelling modelling of the 
anticipated traffic conditions resulting from the proposal and the assessed impacts on the local road 
network. 
 
51:52 
These concerns relate predominantly to the transport assessment, which is app 7.2, and also the 
combined modelling and appraisal report, which is app 7.3. In the examination documents, 
 
52:06 
it's worth noting MIT has employed transport planning associates TPA to review this detail and analyse 
the methodology used and their findings will be submitted as part of the written representation in due 
course, just as an example of the methodology and modelling issues. as been mentioned by others, the 
model has been revised on a number of occasions. And the results have seen a forecast reduction in 
flows through both in worth and massing, which MIT is concerned about. MIT also has concerned with 
the coding of certain roads which have been used in the traffic models, which appear to downplay the 
likely impacts from the scheme. And they're also discrepancies in the rationale behind these changes in 
the methodology. 
 
52:56 
Little consideration appears to be given to the likelihood of speed exceedances on inwith road 
particularly and 
 
53:04 
I'm instructed that speed exceedances do currently exist some quite significant speed exceedances on 
in worth road. In addition, MIT also has concerned with some of the simulations that have been run in 
respect of the works sorry in respect of the flows through in worth, which similarly do not account for 
these speed exceedances 
 
53:27 
no consideration appears to have been given to the fact that both existing junctions 23 and 24 to be 
closed and the new junction 24 will attract the majority of this displaced traffic. This is a similar point I 
suppose, which was made earlier by the representative representative from Tiptree parish council. No 
detail appears to be given on the current usage of these existing junctions 23 and 24. And how this is 
accounted for in predicted flows on linworth Road once the scheme is in place, and clearly condensing 
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to condensing the traffic from two junctions into one both of which currently serve Kelvedon fearing and 
tip tree and drawing traffic from other closed a direct accesses onto the a 12. And there is one such as 
East Thorpe road to the east of messing will likely create greater use of the proposed junction 24. 
 
54:23 
Also some of the submission material shows that the current am peak traffic southbound between 
junctions 23 and 22 and pm peak northbound traffic between junctions 23 and 20 Sorry 22 and 23. So 
going the other way, are shown to be at above 85% capacity which is close to or beyond capacity. 
That's current without the scheme which demonstrates the the usage of current use at least off junction 
23 In particular, and all of this will presumably shift on to new 
 
55:00 
junction 24. 
 
55:04 
So, there are also consistent inconsistencies in the traffic count data and traffic modelling as I say and 
these will be highlighted and all of this feeds into the proposed level of mitigation which has been 
proposed as part of the scheme, which mo he currently considers to be inadequate. 
 
55:23 
There are also issues in terms of Highway Safety, and particularly on the Kenworth road towards 
Tiptree. And on Kelvedon road going and the street which is in the centre of messing between the 
inverse road and the B tend to to towards messing. 
 
55:40 
In terms of the roads themselves, as I'm sure you'll have seen the around in worth and messing they 
tend to be narrow lanes, few passing places and blind bends, limited work is proposed to in worth road 
itself. 
 
55:55 
And no mitigation is proposed in and around messing. Notwithstanding the fact that the traffic flows are 
predicted to be significant and much of the traffic or at least the modelling accounts for a number of 
HGVs that will be travelling through messing itself. 
 
56:15 
In terms of the works in messing itself, which you will which you will see I'm sure as you go through the 
documents that have been submitted by national highways. 
 
56:28 
MIT doesn't consider that the works are enough 
 
56:33 
alleviating pinch points, for example, will simply remove the physical constraints, which currently 
support a reduction in speed on this section of the road, and in MIT's 
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56:45 
view is likely to increase the speed exceedances that are currently in place. National Highways isn't 
proposing to amend the speed limits through in worth itself, and nor are they proposing additional street 
lighting to improve visibility. Mid also as concerned with the proposed passing distances through the 
inverse Road, which is a distance of the moment proposed only 6.1 metres on the carriageway, which 
when one considers use of the highway, for example, by cyclists does not give a huge amount of space 
for for passing. 
 
57:23 
Moreover, this distance actually appears to run contrary to national highways own methodology, when 
considering the expected traffic traffic flow rates through in worth. 
 
57:35 
So can I just say time is 
 
57:39 
points to make 
 
57:41 
belong? So one of the main concerns from Mr. AG is what has been referred to as the the main 
alternative and the rationale for discounting this. 
 
57:53 
It's clear that the scoring undertaken by national highways, in particular against the road investment 
strategy objectives is finely balanced given the nature of the issues but MIT considers a number of the 
scores, which have been attributed to the objectives is not well reasoned and results in a 
disproportionately negative score and scoring given to the main alternative. 
 
58:17 
MIT fails to see how a small diversionary route around the village of inwith supports national highways 
assertion that it will considerably worse in traffic in tip tree and elsewhere. Frankly, the new junction 24 
As has been mentioned, is there to attract traffic from the south from other villages in the vicinity. And 
with all without the main alternative, those traffic flows will the traffic will be attracted to that junction 24. 
 
58:44 
There are also concerns as I'm sure you can imagine from a community perspective, focused on 
flooding noise and vibration particularly as there are 74 properties along Kelvedon road through 
massing and then harbour Hall Road, which are expected to experience a major noise impact and four 
properties and in worth will experience a significant adverse effect from the scheme and they're 
expected to be above the significant observed adverse effect level as noted in national highways, 
 
59:17 
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submissions, severance and human health is also an issue which will be focused on in more detail by 
m aG. A final point to note is as others have mentioned, as as ECC mentioned, mid would like to see 
ongoing monitoring mitigation measures secured likely through the DCO embedded into the DCO which 
will ensure that in the event that impacts anticipated by national highways are greater than expected, 
and that's during construction and operation. There is a fund or some other ability to call on measures 
to be employed by national highways or ECC as agent to counter unforeseen issues. MIT is still 
reviewing 
 
1:00:00 
The draft DCO and explanatory memorandum that accompanies it, and will provide comments on its 
content in due course. So as you're also aware, from the morning session, the group has agreed to 
progress a statement of common ground, which is very helpful. And that will hopefully be submitted to 
you, in line with the deadline. That's all I have to say, say a follow up in writing on those, they will 
probably be more detailed, because I have tried to truncate it slightly. But thank you for your time and 
the opportunity to speak. 
 
1:00:32 
I think my colleague was the ghost has a question for if we could. 
 
1:00:37 
Thank you. Thank you very much, Mr. Humphries, for giving us information. I think I'd normally be 
asking you this stage. How many members do you have in the group? Who are actually 
 
1:00:50 
you're representing but I, I noticed that you are limited company. And therefore I assume you're just 
representing the the six directors. I know that of the six directors, two of them are speaking at this, this 
hearing. So I think I would ask you, if you can try between the two of you, or the three of you, if you'd 
like to actually work out exactly what the main representations you want us to hear. And we don't get to 
a repeat of the same points. Thank you. So I think the there has been a conscious effort taken not to 
repeat issues, particularly as yes, there is crossover and that you've mentioned it today. 
 
1:01:30 
Whilst the company is formed of directors, it does have support from others in the community. And 
likely you'll see in the crowd number of people are wearing badges with Mia Ji written on them. So 
there are it's not just the company itself, the company does have support, but others are speaking in 
their capacity as local residents have slightly different nuanced positions on that. But we will endeavour 
to not take up your time with repetition on similar issues. 
 
1:01:57 
Yeah, thank you. 
 
1:02:01 
Thank you for that. 
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1:02:06 
Okay, if I can move to the next person on my list, which is Mr. Hugh westney from Stafford's who I think 
is joining us online if I understand correctly. 
 
1:02:23 
He he was there I did I saw him when I read the list that well. 
 
1:02:28 
Perhaps the case team can keep an eye on if he does come back. You can you can let me know. But 
we'll we'll perhaps sort of move on then to Mr. Andrew Watson. 
 
1:02:45 
Again, if I could ask you to just introduce yourself that would be very helpful. Thank you. Hi, my name is 
Andrew Watson. I'm an even worse in worth resident, and I'm speaking on behalf of myself. 
 
1:02:56 
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to speak at this hearing. Our home is a grade two listed 17th 
century timber framed thatched cottage, which we bought with the intention of restoring and preserving 
for future generations and for my family. It is a beautiful building that deserves to be looked after. 
However, if national highways plan for junction 24, which involves modifying the be 1023 in in worth 
goes ahead, our house will become uninhabitable due to the volume of vehicles parked in the property 
and the associated problems with noise, vibration and air pollution. We have been informed that by 
national highways that ours is one of a number of properties which will be significantly affected by 
increasing traffic noise both day and night. This is no surprises national highways plan involves making 
the V 1023. Through in worth the most desirable route for accessing the 812 a junction 24 from trip tree 
and outlying villages. Our house will be subjected to the bombardment of vehicles of all sizes at all 
hours of the day, seven days a week. A survey carried out by a local group in 2022 found that out of an 
average of 1400 vehicles within peak times. Over half of the surveyed vehicles were larger than an 
average passenger car. Most worryingly 68% of that subgroup were a combination of diesel trucks 
construction lorries, buses, and 18 wheeled HGVs all these vehicles generate considerable more noise 
and vibration than an average family car HGVs which passed the house now shake the whole structure 
causing a sleep deprivation and have damaged part of the property's exterior. The prospect of this 
situation becoming far worse in the heat in the future is is devastating to our mental health, well being 
financial security and existence of this historic property. We are seriously concerned about the health 
implications of vehicle emissions, particularly diesel engines, which have been proved to be more 
harmful than any other with more than half of the 1400 vehicles already passing through in worth at 
peak times being fueled by diesel combined with the cost and 
 
1:05:00 
genic particles from brakes, tires and road surface abrasion, the prospect of living alongside the road if 
junction 24 becomes operational, does not bear thinking about national waterways have used pollution 
models from unrelated areas to state that these levels would be acceptable. They are not. During the 
consultation phase, we asked national highways for a breakdown of the type of vehicles that they 
predicted we'll use the B 1023. To access junction 24. No information or answers were forthcoming. 
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This is indicative of the consultant consultation process and other questions we posed to national 
highways during the consultation phases. How could we or anyone truly understand and make informed 
decisions and impacts of a proposed scheme if we are not in possession of all the facts? What we do 
know is that national highways cannot mitigate any of the circum significant effects of noise on our 
property. We will be trapped in a house which has was not built to cope with the impact of such a level 
of sustained noise and vibration. It is not possible to live peacefully and enjoy our house subject to 
these such conditions. Another concern is if we tried to sell a house who would be prepared to buy the 
property and unaffected market value. national highways have provided no plans or details of how the 
additional volume of traffic along the B one or two three is to be managed. National Highways and 
Essex County Council and Colchester Borough Council have no objectives to implement traffic calming 
features through in worth to protect its residents. Any such features will directly undermine the purpose 
of national highways design, which is to provide a constant flow of high volume traffic to and from this 
junction in with a message seems to be the sacrificial element in this scheme, the easy option to make 
national highways plan work. From a safety perspective. If the B one or two three is widened and pinch 
points are removed, the predicted gap between vehicles will be 2.5 seconds. This will make it extremely 
hazardous for us and other rainworth residents to exit and enter our drives. These modifications do not 
consider that the legal limit of the road will be exceeded by drivers as they confidently take the softened 
features at speed. This unsafety residents and other users such as postal workers and delivery 
services seem to be inconsequential to national highways plan or concern. Additionally, to our many 
concerns, if the be one or two, three is modified the construction phase will completely surround our 
property. Widening work will take place in front and the attenuation and attenuation ponds to be cited to 
the left and right at the rear. No details of when how long or how much disruption this will cause has 
been provided to us. This is just another instance of national highways lack of communication or 
awareness of how much these works will fly our lives and our how ad hoc that design processes. When 
information has been forthcoming. We and other residents have been confused and overwhelmed by 
the literature provided by national highways. It rarely provided clear and defined information which 
allowed us to understand how our properties and our lives will be affected. Our Questions were never 
answered satisfactorily. And many including us feel demoralised by the sheer lack of support and 
understanding from the national highways of the devastating effect this scheme will have on our village. 
We feel that this has been their modus operandi, all along in with the messaging are the only 
stakeholders who will be negatively impacted in terms of this scheme. If junction 24 is adopted, and 
another small village in Essex will disappear. It is a is it a conduct coincidence that missing in in worth 
also had the smallest number of stakeholders of those affected by this scheme. Concerns have been 
ignored and the majority of residents in in worth will suffer as a result of these plans. Thank you for your 
time. 
 
1:08:41 
Thank you very much. And I think 
 
1:08:45 
so just before Sorry, just before you got Mr. Geist has a question for if we if we could. 
 
1:08:52 
Thank you much, Mr. Watson for that information, which which which is very helpful. 
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1:08:57 
We did actually see your property yesterday on on a company site inspection and 
 
1:09:04 
yeah, it is a very impressive property. So 
 
1:09:09 
that was most interesting. You said it was built is a 17th century. Yes, you can you be bit more precise 
than that as to exactly how old it is. You think there isn't a massive amount of information about the 
same thing the house itself but it was a purpose to purpose cottages, knocked into undoing the 6070s. 
The owner of it then took it restored it sympathetically to 1970 standards, when it was listed in 1980. 
The owners that we bought it from we then took on took it on and then we started putting new thatch on 
it. We store all the the features that are within it. And then obviously this has happened and it's it that's 
now come to stop. We will no longer spend money into a house that we don't think is going to be 
financially viable. Okay, fascinating history. Thank you 
 
1:10:00 
Thank you very much for that. 
 
1:10:04 
Thank you very much, Mr. Watson. 
 
1:10:07 
And if I can move on to Mr. Ian Mahoney, please, if I could. 
 
1:10:25 
And again, if you could just sort of introduce yourself at the start, that'd be helpful. 
 
1:10:30 
Hello, everyone, my name is Ian Mahoney. I live in Hatfield Peverel was in the centre of it. And my 
house is being affected by a temporary footbridge to allow people to walk across while the other 
bridges are being replaced. 
 
1:10:48 
My background is 
 
1:10:51 
quality assurance on education documents. 
 
1:10:56 
Now, I've been running through all the various document documentations. And I've come across 
various meetings that I've been in since June in 2020 2021. And that was with cost Stein, or hardened. 
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And Jacob's. Now through that meetings on their permanent footwork, sorry, a temporary footbridge 
was going to be put across the eight well to allow people to walk down to the station. 
 
1:11:27 
We've had various other meetings and 
 
1:11:30 
site visits, 
 
1:11:32 
we've actually come up with a plan of what was going to happen for her down the side of my property. 
 
1:11:40 
And down the side of the property, there was going to be a footpath towards the edge of the bank. 
 
1:11:46 
And on that bank on there, there will be a 
 
1:11:51 
fences put up to protect my property. 
 
1:11:55 
Now these documents were agreed and sent to me. And 
 
1:12:01 
they've also gone to the valuation office in Nottingham, the government office. So it was in consultation 
with the 
 
1:12:11 
POA agent out there. 
 
1:12:15 
Now, the agent had that document on there, because that's what he was talking about the fences on 
there. 
 
1:12:21 
Now, what concerns me is, the documents haven't been put on the portal for the inspectors to see 
 
1:12:30 
what has been put on there is only a very 
 
1:12:34 
rough sort of plan with bridges, which is quite a different plan to what I have. 
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1:12:42 
And the plan actually shows on there as well that whereas it was a temporary region there. 
 
1:12:48 
The land plans are actually you're trying to buy the land off of me. 
 
1:12:53 
Now the land was actually bought by when the 812 was was built in 1960. 
 
1:13:00 
Then it was sold off. I buy the land now they're trying to buy it back again. 
 
1:13:06 
So by buying the land back, why are we buying it back? If we're only putting a temporary footbridge on 
there? 
 
1:13:13 
Now, I think as inspectors, you should be looking into this why you're not seeing the same documents, 
as I'm seen and been delivered. So 
 
1:13:24 
I think that's a fair case. Okay. Thank you. Thank you for that. And then thank you again for coming 
back following this morning's meeting that it's good to see you. As I think my colleague mentioned this 
morning, there's a chance to submit everything to us. Yes, at the next deadline, which is the 30th of 
January. So yes, I mean everything to is through that process. And then we will we will see those. Yes, 
I can do that all the relevant reference numbers in there. And we'll do that and there'll be a more 
detailed case. They'll be helpful. Thank you very much. Thank you. 
 
1:14:06 
Okay, if I can move on to Mr. Bill Kyle from Borum Conservation Society if I could. 
 
1:14:22 
Good afternoon. 
 
1:14:24 
My name is Bill Kyle. I've lived in ballroom for over 40 years. And today I am representing the Borum 
Conservation Society, which is funded by subscriptions run by unpaid volunteers, and we have around 
300 members. 
 
1:14:46 
Like many others, we support this development. 
 
1:14:50 
Our concern is its failure to provide a direct link from the B 1019. 
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1:14:57 
Golden Road directly to you 
 
1:15:00 
junction 21 
 
1:15:04 
euros are being built elsewhere in this development and why not this one 
 
1:15:11 
the failure to provide direct access means that traffic still goes through Hatfield Peverel. More that was 
done towards forum. And the failure to provide a link a direct link to junction 281 is now to be 
compounded by proposing to close the access at 20 a west on slip 
 
1:15:34 
given the potential consequences, which I'm sure will be covered, well, we'll others I won't dwell on it. 
We respectfully request that you consider an issue specific meeting be held on these points. 
 
1:15:50 
Others have referred to the deficiencies in the consultation programme and difficulties with data I will 
not dwell on that we will send a detailed 
 
1:16:01 
response in writing. 
 
1:16:06 
However, 
 
1:16:10 
we are not 
 
1:16:12 
experts in in data or traffic modelling. 
 
1:16:16 
Common Sense raises a few questions and I've only mentioned a couple of them. The numbers for the 
traffic increase or along the main road in BoRam have remained stable throughout this process haven't 
changed since June 21. Maybe one or two but essentially the same. We don't understand why this can 
be so when the numbers for the B 1137. A few miles away and our neighbours and actual peripheral 
have changed. And indeed, the numbers for plantation road within the village of BoRam, which joins to 
the main road have changed dramatically, originally from a proposed increase of 50%. Then to 25% 
then to 17% without affecting the numbers on the main road. Maybe an expert explanation for it. I don't 
get it. 
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1:17:08 
The other issue is the court of traffic arriving in Hatfield Peverel up the Malden road. Currently this 
would turn west 
 
1:17:19 
to access Eatwell through junction 28 or three junction 19 passing through Purim. 
 
1:17:27 
National Highways assert that following the creation of G junction 21 and closures 20 A that 88% of this 
commuter traffic not long distance commuter traffic will turn. 
 
1:17:42 
My other being good with Mark is my Eastern west. So bear with me while I think it will turn 
 
1:17:49 
this way. 
 
1:17:51 
To the right. 
 
1:17:54 
To the east. 
 
1:17:56 
Half of my show to go round to large roundabouts, rejoin the a 12 then to head west 
 
1:18:06 
towards Johnson, which would be the direction 
 
1:18:10 
we think this is an aggressive way optimistic assumption. 
 
1:18:15 
Just sufficient justification given is that there will be signs in Hatfield Peverel at that junction to direct 
traffic to junction 21. 
 
1:18:27 
We don't believe that commuters going to the workplace will heed signs to get there. You know where 
the two of us are going over the workers signs I think will be 
 
1:18:37 
not influential. Second reason given to us 
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1:18:42 
is that commuters will be swayed to travel an extra distance. 
 
1:18:51 
Because it will save them a minute, a minute pair journey. 
 
1:19:00 
Or a minute may be a long time in the context of this presentation. But in real life when the commute a 
minute is, I would say in significant. 
 
1:19:12 
We believe many commuters actually choose to save a mile 
 
1:19:18 
rather than save a minute. So you continue to turn to the West as present to be denied access to the 
Eatwell and it will come through through the village of Boram. It's a very very important assumption 
which needs to be probed. 
 
1:19:36 
Our concern is a predicted increase of around 34% An increase fool will become a flood and 
overwhelm boredom. 
 
1:19:49 
Mitigation litigation has been referenced today. 
 
1:19:53 
Mitigation for boardroom was easy in June 2001 Because none was proposed. 
 
1:19:59 
We believe 
 
1:20:00 
then and we believe now that actually the mitigation and Vicious by national highways would be 
congestion in Bowral, or two junction 19 wouldn't turn do the job for them, and traffic would then choose 
to go around the new junction 21. I don't think we should be experimented upon 
 
1:20:21 
the litigation that we post included average speed cameras, and I'm delighted to read recently in the 
documentation that this is now supported by Essex police. 
 
1:20:36 
We were joined by them by supporting the installation by national highways of average speed cameras, 
between Hatfield Peverel and junction 19. 
 



 - 32 - 

1:20:47 
And we'd ask that you consider making this a condition of any approval to the scheme. 
 
1:20:55 
These are the problems. 
 
1:20:57 
This is a solution. 
 
1:21:01 
We have a proposal Conservation Society have a proposal that we resolve many of these issues for us 
and for the wider community, while retaining Westpoint access. And the three lane highway has been 
developed with my colleague, Mr. Charles Martin, who will explain this that the afternoon or the least of 
subsequent session of this hearing. 
 
1:21:25 
Finally, 
 
1:21:28 
I wonder success criteria. National Highways don't have a definition for long distance travel. We wonder 
how you can measure that which you can define 
 
1:21:37 
that object is to take a quote long distance traffic off book of roads and put it back on a 12 where it 
belongs to the local roads aren't used as rat runs effect in local villages and our communities. We 
involve our sick set up a hearing that statement in Boerum the am pick 34% up 
 
1:22:01 
Winwood Reno see 17% average daily traffic 24% and 
 
1:22:10 
in the DCO application, as the statement that noise disturbance will be sufficient for either if I remember 
correctly, 28 or so households in ballroom sufficient to cause sleep disturbance around a noise. 
 
1:22:30 
This is not a success. This is a 24 hour day failure for boredom. 
 
1:22:37 
Boredom doesn't have a problem with long distance traffic. We have a problem with commuters. 
 
1:22:44 
This scheme by closing westbound access at 28 with divert traffic from the e 12. Where we agree it 
belongs 
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1:22:55 
and forced it through BoRam where it was presently does not. 
 
1:23:02 
Recently, these points have all been made to national highways but as recently as September 2020, to 
 
1:23:09 
the Project Director for National Highways. 
 
1:23:13 
And I quote, anyone living locally will also know the issue of traffic including heavy goods vehicles using 
local roads as rat runs. This is dangerous and has an adverse effect on local villages and the 
surrounding communities. 
 
1:23:31 
This scheme will put that traffic back on the Eatwell where it belongs except for boredom. 
 
1:23:40 
We agree with Mr. Davey and that quote, but we don't understand why increasing traffic is dangerous 
adverse elsewhere 
 
1:23:53 
is an acceptable outcome of a scheme costing 1.3 billion of our money 
 
1:24:01 
we request that you consider in the absence of the link road that I referenced the bypass Hatfield 
Peverel you impose as a condition of approval that westbound access to the Eatwell is maintained 
between Hatfield Peverel forum 
 
1:24:20 
and finally with some sense of Irondale. 
 
1:24:24 
I put on record that the boron bypass was built to save boredom from traffic 
 
1:24:31 
50 years own seems it now needs boredom to have that traffic back to improve its bypass. Thank you. 
 
1:24:45 
I can go 
 
1:24:49 
just one question if you feel 
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1:24:51 
like you. 
 
1:24:52 
Thank you very much for for that information. When you make your submission it will be useful if you 
 
1:25:00 
because it because you're from the Conservation Society. And you mentioned you had 300 members. 
So yeah, that's very impressive gathering you've got there. But I think if you feel there's any particular 
historic assets in BoRam, that are going to be affected we we went there yesterday. And we I mean, 
there's a lovely church, for example, and some other listed buildings, etc. So if I could ask you a 
submission does refer to any impact you think it's going to have on the history certainly there's a there's 
a clock house on the main road and Bora Manor at junction 19, which we will certainly include. And 
that's for representation by tilde mentioned because you may not be aware 
 
1:25:39 
that we have calculated and looked and read through the the all the relevant representations. And I can 
assure you that 25% Of all the representations that you've received are from fresheners of BoRam on 
this topic of maintaining West brown access to the eight wealth, thank you. 
 
1:26:06 
Thank you very much. 
 
1:26:10 
If I could now move on to Mr. Mark Cathcart it's. 
 
1:26:28 
No, I'm not seeing a Mr. Mark Cathcart. 
 
1:26:34 
And I don't think he's online. 
 
1:26:39 
Okay, that's fine. I will move on to Mr. David Green, who I understand is joining us virtually. 
 
1:26:58 
Hello, I'm David Greene as the 
 
1:27:03 
apologies, thank you for 
 
1:27:06 
myself. 
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1:27:08 
So I thought it'd be helpful for you, 
 
1:27:13 
Mr. Hunter to hear, along with. 
 
1:27:17 
If I could just, if you could just introduce yourself and where you're from. That'd be that'd be very cool. 
And just for everybody in the room. Thank you. Okay, so I'm green. I'm from InWa. 
 
1:27:30 
Great, thank you. That's helpful. Yes, you proceed now. Thanks. 
 
1:27:35 
So along with Mr. Watson, I am representing myself. 
 
1:27:41 
I've done it in bullet points, too, because I can waffle. Okay. So it's going to cut it short a lot. Trust me. 
 
1:27:51 
My home was built in 1871 is timber frame with no footings. It was cited. It's a site is opposite. The 
proposed new junction, approximately approximately 10 feet from the road. We have a lake and some 
land. And we have an abundance of wildlife. National Highways has been our ecologist to look at our 
bat. And our owls. They come during the day. So clearly, we have very rare animals where at night, our 
owls and bats Dawn pyjamas and go to bed. Not the case. 
 
1:28:33 
So 
 
1:28:35 
and they keep repeating this process coming to current 
 
1:28:39 
ignoring the fact that they mess in the tree also 10 foot away from the road. They don't they're not 
interested in that tree. They're only interested in the trees on my land much much further back. 
 
1:28:55 
We've started to renovate the house about four years ago because this is the our pension. So we 
ploughed all our money into this. 
 
1:29:03 
And 
 
1:29:05 
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to get ready to move and to retire to use our health as our pension pot. 
 
1:29:13 
So we could retire what's my son finished medical school 
 
1:29:19 
is now a doctor. We've been playing this game for so long. 
 
1:29:24 
And we couldn't sell the house because of the road. We started putting new roof a new windows in may 
cost us 40,000. And we stopped for a while. 
 
1:29:38 
I've worked all my life since I was 16 years old. And this house is my pension. 
 
1:29:46 
And when I came to this country, I was incredibly poor, incredibly poor. So this was a real achievement 
for me. When I approached the agents, the national highways I told them, they'd not be able to pay 
 
1:30:00 
It was I asked him if they'd be able to purchase my house and they said no, no, not at all, because he 
won't. Despite this a local parents counsellor whose property is not really affected by this junction road 
and sell to the national highways, along with the house opposite him. He is now resigned from parish 
council, but was privy to information the mid did not want national highways to know he did sell, did he 
sell more than his house outside my house, it's a 50 mile an hour speed limit. 
 
1:30:34 
Give them construction extremely close location to the road in my house will be little more than a pile of 
rubble. Whilst they use heavy construction, let alone the increase in traffic. millions of tonnes of 
concrete will only increase the chance of flooding. I have asthma that can this construction will almost 
certainly mean my breathing will be severely affected. And we know increased traffic causes death. 
 
1:31:01 
National Highways has not definitely definitely promised not to work at night, I work and I have a human 
light sleep. Finally, we have never seen a proper map only a small map with a red line on it and 
mentioned that there will be a bridle path outside my house and my drive how how do I get my car out 
to go to work given all the above I respectively respectfully request permission is not granted for this 
junction. It is a respectfully demand, the NH the national highways purchase my house for the full 
market value. Finally, I am going to be a NIMBY Hunter I'm sorry. But the 2015 Paris Climate Change 
Agreement state. 
 
1:31:53 
The United Nations has caught the latest IPCC 
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1:31:58 
stating that we need to get immediate action to cut carbon emissions if we are to avert because 
catastrophe and that there is no room for excuses. So Richard Attenborough has said climate change is 
humanity's greatest threat in 1000s of years, it could lead to the collapse of civilization and the 
extinction much of the natural world. 
 
1:32:26 
And finally 
 
1:32:33 
the imagery so national highways will argue that will be reduced emissions, land clearance leads to 
carbon sinks as our lives are lost, embodied carbon in steel, concrete and Nashville used to build the 
road. This is not the whole of the 812 it's only 15 miles. And therefore we will not only increase the local 
carbon emissions, but also push the carbon emissions further up the road where the road will narrow 
down. It is an insulting waste of public money during a cost of living prices. 
 
1:33:11 
And my last bit is it will open up the local area for more unsustainable development. This is the main 
reason developers local authorities and governments want this road expansion to happen to increase 
road capacity for even more traffic to these new housing developments. Thank you very much. Any 
questions? 
 
1:33:37 
That's great. Thank you very much that there are no questions so thank you appreciate that your time. 
Thank you. Thank you 
 
1:33:48 
Okay, if I can now move on to Mr. Kevin at will from within town council 
 
1:33:58 
No, okay. 
 
1:34:02 
Mr. Raju AC 
 
1:34:14 
Wonderful, thank you for this opportunity. 
 
1:34:18 
Basically, I'm Roger yc. i My son own wishing well farm, which is directly off the southbound a 12 a very 
remote remote location in Mark's hay is currently a third of a mile from existing a 12. But we're 
approximately 22 metres from the proposed new road. 
 
1:34:37 
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Over the past three years, 
 
1:34:40 
we have been battling with highways to gain some understanding for my son and his family who 
resided we should well farm several of whom are on the autistic spectrum, which is a protected 
characteristic. One also suffers with acute asthma, all of whom should have had some consideration 
and a greater understanding from highways. So 
 
1:35:00 
In this process, unfortunately, this has not been forthcoming. 
 
1:35:04 
It's impossible to receive any meaningful response or understanding for the distressing position we've 
been put in by highways or national highways. 
 
1:35:14 
We've raised many issues and complaints with highway staff over the past three years, with no 
meaningful response, although an inadequate response was received just prior to this meeting, two 
days ago. We've been waiting since early November for like, details of our issues with constant cost 
aims and highways can also be found on the inspectorates website. But we have far more information 
which will be submitted in time for future deadlines. 
 
1:35:45 
Whilst we accept that the A 12 has asked to be upgraded, it should not be to the detriment of local 
residents in a way that my family and also today I've heard of others have been treated by national 
highways. 
 
1:35:58 
Because proximity of the accepting route to our property means that my son's recording studio and his 
wife's wedding photography business rather than the home office within the curtilage of the farm. I've 
already suffered detrimentally due to disturbances during surveys or hole drilling, digging of pits and 
causing a loss of income and mental anxiety to my whole family. 
 
1:36:23 
Family know that they have got to move to survive what has been a devastating experience so far, and 
will only get worse when construction begins as their location is listed for 24 hour working, why cost 
signs. 
 
1:36:39 
In the property noise overview received national highways on the ninth of September 22 It stated that 
we should well farm there is an acceptance that there would be significant adverse effects on health 
and quality of life. Doxon also admitted that the nighttime S O A L which is significant observed adverse 
effect level exceeds the noise levels and the code for national policy. Within the construction noise 
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assessment also states that concrete piling will be undertaken at the proximity of our farm both day and 
night. 
 
1:37:11 
immediate access of decibel levels and increase in vibration will have a devastating effect while 
recording studio and wedding photography business. 
 
1:37:21 
A family have known for three years that they have got to move to to the new roads postbox ility. This 
has brightened the property putting them in any possible and unsettling disturbing position, which is 
having severe harmful mental effects, which we can do nothing about to highways recognise the dire 
situation that my family had been putting 
 
1:37:42 
in September 2002, it was recommended by highways as they would not accept our blind status that 
we put in a bid for discretionary purchase. However, on the 31st of October, after us fighting for nearly 
two years, we were advised that we could put in a blind application that it might not be accepted. We're 
currently awaiting a decision on this, but seriously concerned, the highway state that this has to be on 
two separate applications, one for our house, and one for our home studio or home office, despite them 
being registered as one property on the land registry. 
 
1:38:17 
We have repeatedly requested the rationale for this is it doesn't not make sense. And there's highways, 
the plan is to only take one part of our property, their requests have been ignored. This is a further 
example of how highways have been treating us. And it's not reassuring to come here and here that 
this is seems to be a common factor in the way the National High was treated several other people. 
 
1:38:40 
I thought this might be an exceptional case, as. 
 
1:38:50 
Well, thanks for the applause. Are there any questions? 
 
1:38:57 
Thanks, you left that if I missed anything, my colleague, Mr. Ghost has a question. 
 
1:39:01 
Mr. wasty. Thank Thank you very much for that and for for giving us that background. You mentioned 
that the farm was about a third of a mile from the existing a 12. And then then you did give a 
measurement for how long how far it was going to the new road was going to be approximately 22 
metres from the new road. Right? And how far would that be from the nearest building? Because I 
assume that's from the boundary. So it's straight. That's 22 metres to the closest building, which is my 
son's recording studio, which obviously is severely affected by noise vibration, and 22 metres from the 
recording studio. Yes. Thank you very much. Yeah, sorry. Can I just clarify, that's to the boundary or 
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the highway edge or the middle of the road or interest. There's the edge of the new the edge the new 
green lane bank? Yeah. 
 
1:39:51 
I'm sorry. This is a scene very personal but it's very personal to me. 
 
1:40:03 
Okay, if I can go on to Mr. Mark East please 
 
1:40:19 
thank you for the opportunity to speak. 
 
1:40:22 
First of all, I will introduce myself. I'm Mark east. I'm a resident of Hatfield Peverel. I was I'm now 
retired, I was formerly a group quality control director for a very large international company. My 
primary responsibilities were to do errors and omission technical audits, 
 
1:40:46 
and I was also a lead assessor under the ISE ISO 9001. 
 
1:40:58 
Do not oppose the basic objective of the project to achieve economic benefits at regional and national 
level. 
 
1:41:06 
I do have a serious worry about scheme at local level. 
 
1:41:12 
It is crest to conclude that the scheme as presented will have no negative or unacceptable impact on 
human health in Hatfield Peverel. 
 
1:41:24 
My position is based on existing air quality modelling and projected levels by national highways. 
 
1:41:35 
As you will appreciate the World Health Organisation says there are no safe limits are PM 2.5 pollution, 
a position that is not challenged by any parties. 
 
1:41:48 
It recognises the reduction that sorry, it recognises the need for reduction and the number of people 
exposed to pm 2.5 And you'll appreciate that Defra have very recently issued their new legal limit on 
pm 2.5 As of December of last year. 
 
1:42:12 
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I find no comfort from the documents submitted by national highways that this critical target can be 
reached 
 
1:42:20 
by 2040. 
 
1:42:29 
The intent of the scheme is to increase the volume of traffic along the 12 which is a major trunk road 
that Hatfield Peverel has the geographical misfortune to straddle. None of the 23 sensitive receptor 
points identified by national highways indicate any improvement in the air quality and all bar one will be 
above the new legal limit. 
 
1:42:56 
A significant component of PM 2.5 comes up comes from the breakup of the tires on road surfaces. 
 
1:43:09 
Excuse me just a moment I just lost my place. 
 
1:43:14 
So it isn't simply a solution of looking at nitrogen dioxide, we have to look at pm 2.5. In addition, 
 
1:43:25 
national highways calculations indicate that there's a swing of at maximum 9.2% which is considered as 
small. Some may take a different view on that 
 
1:43:41 
when it comes to being calibrated against the risks to human health. 
 
1:43:48 
My local planning authority has questioned the accuracy of the modelling on grounds of insufficient 
consideration to development in the area. I have to say I share those concerns. 
 
1:44:00 
Furthermore, there is as much as a 30% variance between national highways calculations on pm 2.5, 
and developers calculations and recent planning applications. There is no explanation for the variance. 
 
1:44:18 
This is really quite astonishing because the developers calculations were based at a time just before we 
knew there's going to be potentially another 300,000 vehicles on the road. 
 
1:44:35 
So I'm unable to identify any rationale for the stance for the lower north figures by national highways 
compared to developers. 
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1:44:50 
Experts in the field of human health including the World Health Organisation, the Committee on the 
medical effects of air pollutants and the Royal College of Physicians. 
 
1:45:00 
have clearly set out a position on the impact of poor air quality on human health. 
 
1:45:07 
National Highways take the stance that this will have no impact, and there is no risk. Frankly, I can't 
share that view. 
 
1:45:18 
The increases are deemed to be at worse modest 
 
1:45:22 
is not in my humble the sorry is not in my humble opinion, the point that must be considered when it 
comes to air quality. 
 
1:45:36 
The relevant point here for helpful Peverel is that the air pollution is already poor, and by national 
highways own calculations is going to worsen. 
 
1:45:51 
Yet we're at a time when the government is now saying we must make improvements. 
 
1:45:58 
So this seems rather imbalanced to me. 
 
1:46:05 
So direct reports, which I refer to in my statement of August, 
 
1:46:11 
are very relevant to consider in this case, because this is from the government's own health advisors. 
 
1:46:24 
mitigations such as a contribution to the NHS cannot be acceptable. The financial burden already on 
the NHS for conditions linked to poor air quality air quality is alarming. asthma, cancer, heart attack, 
stroke, dementia, suicide, depression, stillbirth and miscarriages. 
 
1:46:47 
It has prompted Professor Chris Whitty, Chief Medical Officer for England to soberly remind the notion 
that air pollution is everyone's problem. 
 
1:47:00 
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I'm now going to just if I may cut to three points. And I'd like to ask, could I seek verification that the 
inspectors will consider the ramification of the new legal limits for PM 2.5. 
 
1:47:19 
As I've already indicated, all of the receptor points in Hatfield Peverel will be above this new legal limit. 
 
1:47:30 
And finally, would it not be prudent to seek the views 
 
1:47:35 
of the government's health advisors as to the potential impact on human health? 
 
1:47:42 
Thank you for your time. And I'm happy to answer any questions. 
 
1:47:52 
Sorry, there's just one question. 
 
1:47:56 
Thank you. Thank you very much indeed for for those points. And 
 
1:48:02 
we appreciate you bringing to our attention. 
 
1:48:06 
You say there's a number of appendices if you'd like to the representation, which will come from the 
government. 
 
1:48:15 
And 
 
1:48:17 
if 
 
1:48:20 
we would, I think in your representing your further representation really appreciate if you could sort of 
major in on the exact bits in those representations you want us to look at, because there is quite a bit of 
documentation for us to look at. So if you if you could guide us to the relevant bits that would be really 
appreciated. But thank you for your submission today. Thank you very much for your time. 
 
1:48:47 
Thank you very much. If I could now move on to counsellor Kevin Bentley. Again, 
 
1:48:53 
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he's online joining us virtually. 
 
1:48:59 
So thank you very much for allowing me to speak with this examining authority. My name as you say is 
Kevin Bentley. And I'm speaking as the Colchester city councillor for the villages of missing and in 
worth, which I have been elected to serve for the past 20 years. The city councillor for marques Tei and 
the city and county councillor for coffered, we're talking specifically about junctions 24 and 25. And 
those really hurt so as I am also the leader of Essex County Council, but I do not appear in that 
capacity. There are officers from Essex County Council attending, I've heard from them, and the 
returning future meetings as well, alongside my many of my constituents, and I'm here to speak up for 
the latter. And also you've heard from many of them, and very well spoken to and what they had to say. 
It is important to stress that the vast majority of people and you've heard this again as the trouble of 
being the last speaker, of course, in favour of the expansion of the 812. It is an important economic 
corridor, as well as one of the main connectors from London to Essex 
 
1:50:00 
and beyond for commuters. Essex is a fast expanding County and proper infrastructure is required to 
keep pace with that growth. However, there are genuine concerns about the effects of the proposed 
junctions, in my case here 24 and 25. And the effects they will have on the local road network but also 
the lives of local residents if they proceed in the current format. Now, I absolutely understand and 
respect that a great deal of work has been undertaken by very professionally and highly qualified 
engineers. But and this is an important consideration, local knowledge, understanding and evidence is 
also very important. And this is where I wish to focus my comments. Junction 24 In the current 
proposals, I believe would have a terrible effect on the well being health and safety of the people in 
worth and messy. I assisted in the early days of the scheme with proposing what is now known as the 
main alternative, a different spare of the junction leading to tip tree and bypassing the villages. The 
proposed mitigation plans put forward but traffic down existing in with road on not enough. And I don't 
believe a properly explained in 20 years as the local council of this area. It is the one road in my very 
large rural ward that I have never hand delivered leaflets in person and instead posted them because 
it's simply not safe to walk down this road where there is no pavement. It was designed as a country 
road, not a main route. And it remains so today. Many residents household garden gates are actually 
on the roadside. And if this current proposal has head, it would see more traffic going down this road 
and making it even more dangerous. My next point is around Hinds bridge. It is an old bridge and in 
recent years has had to be closed as a matter of urgency for repair work. And as a result, there were 
serious delays and tailbacks and diversions. Now the question I have is can it cope with increased 
traffic pressures coming off the new proposed junction 24 What happens if it fails again, these two 
questions alone are worth further investigation says I believe this junction needs further inspection. And 
I would humbly submit also that the main alternative is now considered further because it's simply a 
much better route 
 
1:52:20 
on a junction 25 between marks T and coffered now we're still waiting for the DFT to announce on the 
new but long awaited a 120 scheme, which I've been closely involved with as then cabinet member for 
highways and infrastructure at ECC. 
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1:52:35 
He would change the dynamics of the current a 120. That passes through March T. If it doesn't go 
ahead than the current proposed schemes were put until pressure on an already busy a 120. And also 
the pressures on the nearby in March T railway station. Plus the local London Road in coffered. There 
were improvements to the existing junction clearly will be welcomed. I would urge that further work is 
done to look at the impact on rural life in these two villages that I've mentioned. So as I know, there'll be 
more opportunity to comment on this important scheme in the future. And I'm grateful for the time 
you've allowed me to speak today. And but for the views of my residents, I will submit the speeches or 
written evidence for you to consider in your important deliberations service. Thank you very much. 
 
1:53:26 
Thank you for that Councillor Bentley. My colleague Mr. Cost has a question for you if we may. 
 
1:53:32 
Councillor not actually a question but I did notice the emphasis at the beginning of your introduction on 
the word city. So congratulations for that 
 
1:53:51 
thank you, Mr. Bennett. Thank you for this 
 
1:53:55 
that brings me to the end of the list that I have in front of me. But just before I move on to the applicant 
and give them the opportunity just to see if they want to pick up any comments. Can I just confirm that 
I've heard remember this afternoon wanting to speak? And is there anybody else who does want to 
speak at this stage? 
 
1:54:14 
I'm not seeing anybody I'm seeing a couple of people in the room. Yes if 
 
1:54:20 
we got a microphone that perhaps we can just 
 
1:54:25 
are these points that have already been raised? Are these new points 
 
1:54:33 
Martin 
 
1:54:36 
is now joined 
 
1:54:41 
voice from above. Okay. 



 - 46 - 

 
1:54:45 
Well, we'll come to Mr. Kafka shortly. I suspect impressive. We can deal with the hands that were 
raised in the room. 
 
1:54:54 
Hello, my name is Mary Lindsay and I am an English resident and I 
 
1:55:00 
live close to park bridge. 
 
1:55:03 
I have requested a site inspection of the location of our 250 year old cottage. And right Mr. Watson, 
we're also very concerned about the impacts of the the road during construction, particularly, we feel 
we are unable to put our house on the market, because we don't feel that we would get the appropriate 
value for it. 
 
1:55:34 
But we are constrained because we are outside the red line. Therefore, we do not qualify at the 
moment the discretionary purchase. 
 
1:55:44 
And we would urge the inspectors to perhaps urge national highways to consider that, because we feel 
very trapped as Mr. Watson does in an untenable situation. Thank you. 
 
1:56:01 
Thank you, thank you very much. In terms of the site visit, I'm sure the national highways that will have 
noted that we discussed that this morning in terms of we were looking to and accompanied site visit 
with the details to be 
 
1:56:14 
initially published by the applicant in the end of January, but to be finalised with a final date to be 
published on the 28th of February if I remember rightly, from the agenda. So that's something that we 
will make sure. And if you've made those representations, and there'll be picked up by national 
highways, I'm sure in looking at their that draft itinerary that they're going to prepare for us. 
 
1:56:37 
I've got I think we got one of the questions in the room. So if I could take that. Thank you. And again, if 
you could just introduce yourself, that'd be great. Again, someone's asking if you can come and speak 
from the table absolutely no problem at all. 
 
1:57:11 
Hi, good afternoon. 
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1:57:14 
My name is Mark Tong. 
 
1:57:17 
I'm a resident of missing Village. 
 
1:57:22 
I am also a board director for the messing in worth Action Group. 
 
1:57:29 
Which to an earlier question that was asked has many members in hundreds 
 
1:57:37 
and many hundreds of people who have signed a petition against the development of the A 12 
widening in respect to junction 24. However, I'm speaking here today as me as a resident. 
 
1:57:56 
To start with the stretch of the 812. Between the new proposed junction 24 and 25. At marks tea is 
planned as has been explained by the general from wishing well farm to move in a southerly direction 
to be repositioned. That is certainly direction. 
 
1:58:17 
And this repositioning was influenced by the land and connectivity needs for the New West take garden 
Community Development, which in the meantime failed to get permission and has been scrapped. 
 
1:58:33 
The repositioning of the 812 to a more southerly position will bring the 812 obviously physically nearer 
closer to missing village, literally just a couple of fields away. 
 
1:58:49 
Villagers are naturally unhappy about this proposed change. Its visual impact, as well as noise and air 
pollution. 
 
1:59:00 
But we are NIMBYs and we have not been highlighting this as a major area of concern. 
 
1:59:10 
We are rather understanding that the A 12 widening as an economic generator would be an 
improvement for the community overall. However, our main issue, as others have stated is with junction 
24. And I'll come to that momentarily. 
 
1:59:30 
But this suddenly repositioning of the a 12 in the chain circumstances begs some questions. 
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1:59:38 
Why is the repositioning of the 812 
 
1:59:42 
in a southerly direction now required when the West Gate West Teegarden project is not proceeding. 
 
1:59:52 
It would seem that the D trunking capacity that the existing a 12 would provide is no longer needed. 
 
2:00:01 
And why in the straightened Economic Times is the Department for Transport and indeed the 
chancellor, 
 
2:00:10 
not ensuring the best value for taxpayers money. 
 
2:00:16 
Were by widening the 812 minutes existing location would surely be a cheaper option. 
 
2:00:25 
And I would like to think this is an aspect that the planning Inspectorate will take into consideration in its 
review. 
 
2:00:35 
All of this begs the question 
 
2:00:37 
whether it's the case that national highways is actually being penny wise and pound foolish, in not 
being willing to properly consider the main alternative, 
 
2:00:51 
alternative access and location of junction 24 As has been proposed, by the messaging and then with 
parish council, supported by Essex County Council, supported by Priti Patel, our MP and yes, 
supported by the messaging in with action group and all its members and support us. 
 
2:01:15 
This would, this alternative would prevent traffic gridlock on the be 1023 and save the blighting of the 
village of Unwerth which has already been eloquently described by some of the people earlier. 
 
2:01:32 
Think a walk about through the entire villages of messing Animalist would be appropriate by the panel. 
 
2:01:44 
Moving on to junction 24. 
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2:01:47 
The roundabout design 
 
2:01:49 
its connectivity to the local road network. The capability of that local road network 
 
2:01:57 
and the impact on the local area must all be considered. 
 
2:02:02 
As the planning Inspectorate will learn in due course. The design of the roundabout is technically 
flawed, and is actually a bastardization of multiple design standards. 
 
2:02:16 
The design and its location clearly lack local knowledge and local insight. 
 
2:02:25 
For example, the pinch point of pines Bridge, which was just referenced by Councillor Kevin Bentley is 
a very narrow pinch point. 
 
2:02:37 
Two cars on a good day can pass one another, 
 
2:02:42 
anything larger cannot. 
 
2:02:45 
And in the current circumstances of unrepaired potholes, 
 
2:02:50 
even that is dangerous today. 
 
2:02:54 
National Highways as demist as dismissed Hines bridge, as being Essex County Council's problem, not 
theirs. 
 
2:03:04 
Yet this pinch point is clearly incapable of absorbing the explosion of traffic that will need to pass over it 
to access junction 24 roundabout. 
 
2:03:17 
ECC reasonably claims that it doesn't have the funding to widen nor to maintain Hines bridge. 
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2:03:27 
It is imperative that the planning Inspectorate conducts a walkabout site visit at this location as well. 
 
2:03:40 
The design of the junction 24 roundabout also features direct connection and access to Kelvin and road 
which is an unmarked and unlit single track road with very few passing places blind bend etc as has 
been described by others. And it's the only way to access missing village from the beat 2310 23. 
 
2:04:05 
As you've heard from others, this gent this junction 24 access will make missing village a rat run as 
people seek to shorten their route and access between junction 24 and the b 1022 moulden road. 
 
2:04:24 
It is also their imperative therefore imperative that the planning Inspectorate conducts a walkabout site 
visit along the entire length of the one mile single road Trank between the new proposed junction 24 
siting and the centre of Messick village with its great list its properties and 600 year old church. 
 
2:04:53 
Finally, I'd like to speak about national highways 
 
2:05:00 
So far in this entire process, 
 
2:05:04 
national highways is not in my opinion, 
 
2:05:09 
nor in the opinion of many others, 
 
2:05:12 
acquitted itself very well. 
 
2:05:15 
It has failed to communicate. 
 
2:05:19 
Above all, it has failed to consult properly with the local community. 
 
2:05:25 
It has failed to be consistent in its supporting data and modelling, continuing to change it to be self 
serving, as you've heard from others today, 
 
2:05:37 
it's failed to provide a robust design for junction 24. That fits to a single design standard. 
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2:05:46 
It has its contractors who have a beneficial interest in the scheme to do its bidding for it, as is the case 
today. 
 
2:05:57 
In short, the local community has no trust or confidence in national highways in respect of junction 24 
As proposed 
 
2:06:09 
given that the local community wants to pursue the main alternative for junction 24 roundabout, and the 
be 1023, while national highways has dismissed it dismissed it, it is not lost on the villages of messing 
and Unwerth. That national highways has some recent bad form in this regard. Namely, the failure to 
adequately consider alternatives in respect of the project for the tunnelling of top of Stonehenge. 
 
2:06:43 
As I'm sure the panel is well aware 
 
2:06:47 
of this of this fact. 
 
2:06:51 
And that resulted in a judicial review, which found against national highways found against the 
Department for Transport found against the Secretary of State. 
 
2:07:04 
It is already concerning that the local community here has found it necessary to form an action group 
 
2:07:15 
and the appointment of a professional external law firm in Ashfords, represented by Steven Humphries. 
 
2:07:26 
We trust that's another judicial review, in this case, will not be needed. 
 
2:07:36 
Thank you. 
 
2:07:41 
Thank you very much. 
 
2:07:47 
Up That's great. Thank you very much. 
 
2:07:53 
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I'm just going to see whether Mr. Mark Cathcart has joined us and whether he's 
 
2:08:01 
Can you hear me? We can Mr. Cathcart. If I can ask you to introduce yourself and make your 
submissions that'd be great. Okay. 
 
2:08:10 
My name is Mark Cathcart. I am concerned about the cadent gas pipe diversion 
 
2:08:19 
and how 
 
2:08:21 
and how it's going to cut across the blue Mills nature reserve, an area of exceptional ecological interest. 
So, Mr. Cathcart just cut across you if you could just explain where you're from as well. That'd be that'd 
be really helpful if you're representing I live. I live at a property called Blue Mills, which is in Wicked 
bishops. Out the back of blue Mills, there's an 11 acre nature reserve and the cadent gas pipe as it 
diverts across is going to cut across an exceptional area of ecological interests. To give you examples 
of this 
 
2:09:03 
female black poplars are some of the rarest trees in the country, there are just 600 
 
2:09:10 
there are only two in Essex, and both of those two trees are on the blue Mills nature reserve, one of 
which is actually also an otter Holt. 
 
2:09:22 
In addition to that, there will be the destruction of a line of ancient oaks, where these are a breeding 
where these 
 
2:09:31 
have been nest of a breeding pair of kites over the past few years. 
 
2:09:37 
Further point, reedbeds, inland reedbeds and wetlands are some of the rarest form of countryside 
within Essex. And this is what the blue Mills nature reserve consists of. 
 
2:09:53 
But by cutting the gas pipe across this area, it will lead to the necessary dislocation and diminishment 
of habits 
 
2:10:00 
that for a number of European protected species on the site, including otters, bats, and waterfalls. 
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2:10:09 
There's also the damage to the immunity value to the local community to consider given the fact that 
the eischens Chase footpath, which is frequented by many walkers looks directly onto a magnificent 
line of ancient oaks on the blue Mills nature reserve, where this will be replaced by a direct view across 
to the A 12. So the first point is that there'll be massive ecological, ecological damage to a site that is 
exceptionally precious to the community of assets. The second, we believe that the route has been 
chosen without proper understanding of the ecological value of the site in the first place. For example, 
The route was chosen before any surveys been being conducted by Arden on behalf of national 
highways. 
 
2:11:01 
We also would underline that subsequent to the route being chosen and the DCR application. The blue 
Mills Nature Reserve has since been granted a tree preservation order which was confirmed this week, 
reflecting both the local and national significance of the trees on the site. 
 
2:11:20 
The blue Mills Nature Reserve has also since been recognised, recommended for designation as a 
local Wildside light wildlife and wildlife site reflecting the archaeological richness of the region. 
 
2:11:34 
We would like to underline that we have not seen any tree survey being conducted by Arden's despite 
our prompting for them to do so in a number of occasions, nor has there been any habitat 
 
2:11:47 
classification done either. 
 
2:11:51 
So this has been a serious mess on two major counts. To properly appreciate the ecological value of 
the site, we believe and accompanied site visit by planning Inspectorate to the blue moulds nature 
reserve is warranted, given the fact that this is not accessible to the public. So what are we 
recommending? We recommend that the gas pipe route bypasses to the north of a blue most nature 
reserve at the confluence of the black water and brain through a stretch of land where there are no 
ancient or veteran trees and we could show this on a site visit 
 
2:12:28 
cadence in an email to one of Keynes Corp shareholders, as has assured their ESG departments in 
their investments that trenching will be avoided over any ecologically sensitive areas, such as the blue 
Mills nature reserve, where this email was specifically in relation to this section of the route. We asked 
the inspectorate Inspectorate to thereby ensure that cadent employs handling in the vicinity of the 
nature reserve, giving sufficient clearance to that in there, tunnelling to avoid the roots of any historic 
trees, and especially the female black Poplar. So our concerns are ecological, given the incredible 
precious status of this nature reserve. And we request a site visit so that the inspectorate can truly see 
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the magnificence of the trees on the site, and also their specialness and also help protect these 
European protected species which live on the site. Thank you. 
 
2:13:37 
Thank you for that. Mr. Cathcart. My colleague, Mr. Lutz just has a quick question if we could. 
 
2:13:43 
Thank you for that. Mr. Cathcart. Apologies if this is in the documentation, I just wondered if you could 
let me know who is responsible for the blue Mills nature reserve? 
 
2:13:55 
Yeah, 
 
2:13:56 
it's myself. So my wife, 
 
2:13:59 
we privately 
 
2:14:02 
and we ensure that there's a minimum intrusion. 
 
2:14:06 
We 
 
2:14:08 
worked together 20 years ago, to protect the site. 
 
2:14:14 
And we were awarded of commendation by moles Industry Council, because of the work we did. 
 
2:14:22 
Thank you very much for that. 
 
2:14:27 
Thank you Miss Kafka. So one further question from from Mr. Gosar. If we could 
 
2:14:32 
thank you, Mr. Mr. Cathcart. 
 
2:14:35 
You did say that the nature reserve, there aren't any footpaths through it? How close is the nearest 
public footpath to the nature reserve? The closest footpath is probably within about 
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2:14:52 
3020 to 30 metres. 
 
2:14:56 
We have actually loaded up onto the site of film and 
 
2:15:00 
You can see the back of the nature reserve, and you can see the trees or the oak trees that I was 
mentioning. 
 
2:15:08 
Thank you. 
 
2:15:12 
Great, thank you for that Mr. Kafka. I think that's, that's all the questions that we have for you. Thank 
you very much. Thank you. 
 
2:15:21 
Again, just before I move on to the applicant, I just want to check that we've heard from everybody who 
wants to speak. 
 
2:15:30 
Okay, I'm not seeing anything in the room or anything online. 
 
2:15:33 
Okay, well, on that note, what I'd quite like to do is move on to the item five, which is just to see 
whether there's anything the applicant would wish to stay at this stage. So thank you, Reuben Taylor, 
national highways. Thank you for this opportunity to respond, as you mentioned, at the very start of this 
open floor hearing, primarily, this is a written process. And you've had the opportunity to hear from the 
public today. Rather than take extensive time now responding to the 
 
2:16:05 
the myriad of points that have been raised, I'm instructed that national highways intends to provide a 
written response to the points raised. There are one or two matters, though, that I would just like to 
respond very briefly on Mr. Harding, on behalf of messing come in with a parish council made a 
presentation to you. And he said, he's got a very detailed written response. 
 
2:16:33 
If I could ask through you that we that national highways get provided with a copy of that detailed 
response, then we will be able to provide a detailed response to you sooner than would otherwise be 
the case, which hopefully will assist everybody. I should just say that. 
 
2:16:52 
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The we wish to respond in detail because the views expressed here today, don't chime with the views 
that national highways has of the 
 
2:17:06 
experience to date. 
 
2:17:09 
We certainly hope that the agreement that we've all reached, to pursue a statement of Common 
Ground will enable us to focus on the parish Council's substantive issues and enable us to reach 
potentially some agreement in respect of the points raised in their relevant representations. So that we 
can establish some common ground and insist you assist you in coming to a view on the DCO. 
 
2:17:42 
Moving on from from the parish council, Mr. Mahoney raised some points about 
 
2:17:49 
the lack of clarity in relation to his property and the proposals. 
 
2:17:55 
We will certainly provide you with some clarification as to what what is proposed in relation to plans and 
documents and the like at 
 
2:18:07 
the 30th of January. And we certainly would be grateful for the opportunity to to continue discussions 
with Mr. Mahoney and look to a greater position with him so far as we can. 
 
2:18:22 
You also heard from Mr. Tong, 
 
2:18:26 
and he raised some concerns about junction 24. And you will have seen and you will be able to judge 
for yourselves from the material that's been provided to date and no doubt the material that will come in 
the future, the extent to which national highways has taken into account the views of the local 
community in relation to the proposals for junction 24 Not least by reading very carefully. The 73 page 
report on Inwood road and the community bypass the technical report that you've got an app 095 
 
2:19:11 
Mr. Tong at the very end of his presentation made some remarks about national highways and its ability 
to appraise alternatives by reference to the Stonehenge case. Now, I represented national highways on 
the A 303 DCO, and indeed continue to do so. And I actually appeared in court in the case. And 
 
2:19:36 
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the case bears some careful reading in respect of alternatives, not least because in my submission, 
indeed we'll support this with in writing later. It is not correct to assert that the court found that national 
highways did not appraise alternatives appropriately, appropriately or correctly. What the 
 
2:20:00 
court found was that the Secretary of State did not consider the issue of alternatives correctly or 
appropriately in his decision letter. 
 
2:20:11 
There was no criticism by the judge Mr. Justice Holgate, whatsoever of the alternatives process 
pursued by national highways in that case. And indeed, the judge does not even consider what the 
evidence was that was presented. And so I would ask you, to bear those points in mind. And indeed, for 
others watching and listening to bear those points in mind. And if there's any doubt about what I was 
saying, to go away and read the case, carefully for yourselves. So thank you very much. That's all I 
have to say. 
 
2:20:47 
Thank you very much. Just one sort of short point for me, there's a number of locations that were 
mentioned for site visits, it will be helpful if you could make sure that you take those away and check 
those against what you've already submitted to make sure that that those points and locations are 
reflected. Yes. So Reuben Taylor national highways, I've made a note of some of them. I'm sure my 
notes incomplete, but there will be others around me who will have a much more complete note. 
 
2:21:24 
Sorry, my my colleagues pointed out his counsellor. Mr. Harding still in the room in terms of the points 
that were raised by the by the applicant there in terms of providing the early sight of those is that 
something that you're able to do, 
 
2:21:39 
please do yet. 
 
2:21:42 
Again, just for the recording, I'm sorry, I've got to ask you to introduce yourself and who you represent. 
 
2:21:50 
Hello, I'm Andrew Harding, I'm missing a nameless parish Councillor referred to in the questions raised 
by the applicants, Casey, we are, of course willing to immediately give you those hard copies. I would 
state however, in commentary to what you said, we don't recognise the fact you don't recognise these 
difficulties. And I would suggest that these 78 pages illustrate that but as to yourselves. And I suggest, 
as you suggested to my friend, he reads them, you have a good read of this. Thank you, of course. 
 
2:22:28 
Thank you very much. 
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2:22:41 
Thank you for that. 
 
2:22:43 
I'd like to now sort of move on to the next item on the agenda, which is the close of this hearing. So it 
just makes me to, to thank you very much for your participation in the hearing this afternoon, which has 
been very helpful and very useful to us. As I mentioned that start digital recording the proceedings 
today will be made available as soon as possible on the project page and the National Infrastructure 
website. And also, as I mentioned in additional requests that you can submit in writing the points that 
you have made here for publication on the website, and the deadline for the submission of those is 
deadline one, which is the 30th of January. 
 
2:23:14 
I'd also like to highlight to those people are watching the livestream or listening to digital recording this 
event that there is an opportunity to hold a further upper floor hearing if required, and if requested this 
will be held during the week commencing the 27th of February and any requests for this should be 
submitted by deadline once again 30th of January. The time is now 423. 
 
2:23:37 
And I declared the second floor hearing for the past 812 to a 120 widening scheme is now closed. 
Thank you 
 
2:23:45 
Mark cap 


