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STATEMENT OF COMMON GROUND 

This statement of Common Ground has been prepared and agreed by (1) 
Highways England Company Limited and (2) A C Meynell, owner of  

 

 

 

Signed …………………………… 

Chris Griffin 

A47 Programme Lead 

On behalf of National Highways Limited (formerly Highways England) 

Date: 08 February 2022  

 
 

 

Signed …………………………… 

A C Meynell  

Owner of  

Date: 08 February 2022 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. Purpose of this Document 

1.1.1. This Statement of Common Ground ("SoCG") has been prepared in respect of the 
proposed A47 North Tuddenham to Easton dualling ("the Application") made by 
Highways England Company Limited1 ("Highways England") to the Secretary of 
State for Transport ("Secretary of State") for a Development Consent Order ("the 
Order") under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 ("PA 2008").  

1.1.2. This SoCG does not seek to replicate information which is available elsewhere 
within the Application documents. All documents are available on the Planning 
Inspectorate website. 

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/eastern/a47-north-
tuddenham-to-easton/ 

1.1.3. The SoCG has been produced to confirm to the Examining Authority (“ExA”) where 
agreement has been reached between the parties to it; where agreement has not 
been reached, and what topics remain under discussion. SoCGs are an established 
means in the planning process of allowing all parties to identify and so focus on 
specific issues that may need to be addressed during the Examination.   

1.1.4. Given the relatively late stage now reached in the Examination process, the parties 
are realistic as to the benefit that this SoCG may offer. The ExA has received 
extensive written and oral submissions on the issues relevant to the parties, and is 
well aware of the parties’ positions. However, the parties consider that this SoCG 
remains a useful aide memoire as to the issues between them, and a record of 
where agreement has been reached, which may assist the ExA. 

1.1.5. Mr Meynell wants to make explicit that despite this SoCG, he maintains his primary 
contention that the Applicant has not appropriately considered alternatives to the 
precise location of, and form of, the fully grade-separated junction proposed at 
Wood Lane (“the Wood lane Junction”) and that it should adjust the location of the 
Wood Lane Junction so that it is located fully to the north of the existing A47(“the 
primary issue”).  

1.1.6. The parties agree that their discussions to resolve issues are taking place while Mr 
Meynell maintains his position on the primary issue. Each of the parties’ positions 
on the primary issue are reserved and will be recorded within the SoCG. Any 
discussions or agreements mentioned in this SoCG reached on other issues relating 
to the implementation of the Applicant’s scheme as currently applied for in relation 
to the Wood Lane Junction and any permanent or temporary effects from it or its 
construction on the  are without prejudice to the parties’ respective 
positions on the primary issue. 

1.1.7. For the ExA’s convenience, the Parties have prepared a table at Annex C which 
provides an easy reference to the various submissions made by the Parties at 
Deadlines 1 to 8 on the issues between them. 

  

 
1 The Application was made by Highway England prior to its name change to National Highways Limited 
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ANNEX A: Affected Landowner Meeting Minute 10th October 2017 
 
NK357322 
 
Mr Anthony Charles Meynell 
Berry Hall 
Berry’s Lane 
Honningham, Norwich 
NR9 5AX 
 
Scheme – A47 North Tuddenham to Easton 
 
Attendee’s : 
Mr Philip Lea Hyde 
James Powis 
Hansel Charles 
 
Concerns/Queries: 
 

• Can we move the roundabout at Berry’s Lane slightly East to align with the current Berrys Lane junction. The reason for this 
is that on both sides of the road at the start of Berry’s Lane there is a shelter belt with nice specimen trees. The area is often 
visited by Royal Forestry Society due to the type of tree here and the current alignment of the junction and side road strategy 
will remove the tree’s. 

• Berry’s Lane is part of the STRAVA cycle scheme route 

• As it stands the existing side road strategy does not provide access to the existing A47 I will need this to access my land as I 
need HGV access. In addition there is a property not shown on the land referencing map between plots 67 and 130 where 
my neighbour lives. If no access is provided to the existing A47 he will not be able to access his house. 

• Can we put preventative measures at the end of Berry’s lane at the junction with Mattishall Road as this junction is not 
suitable for HGV to turn safely. 
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ANNEX B: Honingham Parish Council Meeting Note 
 

• Please find at:  
 

• Highways England’s recollection of the meeting is that Mr Meynell read a pre-prepared speech in which he asked that the 
whole junction should be moved north. 
 

• Mr Meynell’s is as per the minutes, which alludes to that. 
 
  



Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010038 
Application Document Ref: TR010038/EXAM/8.11 

Page 17 

A47 North Tuddenham to Easton Dualling 

Statement of Common Ground – A C Meynell, owner of  

 

 

 

ANNEX C: Submissions by the Parties in relation to the issues between them 

 

1.1.1. This section summarises the submissions made by the Parties in their representations on the issues between them to the ExA 
during the Examination. 

1.1.2. The issues relate to or are set out within the following documents lodged during the DCO application process:- 

• Relevant Representations and Written Representations submitted by ACM for the BHE, plus HE’s responses and further 
comments on those responses submitted by both parties 

• Presentation of Alternative options for Wood Lane Junction submitted by ACM, in response to which HE submitted a 
report on appraisal review (incl. a subsequent update), and to which ACM’s engineer has replied by Technical Notes. 

• HE’s and other IPs’ responses to ExQ1 and ACM’s comments upon them.  

• Written summaries lodged by both parties of their respective oral submissions at the hearings attended by both of 
them (CAH1, CAH2, ISH2, CAH3 and ISH3), and in relation to some, responses to the Written Summaries and comments 
on those responses 

• A letter lodged by the parties jointly on 16 November 2021 confirming the extent of matters agreed to that date. 

• HE’s responses to ExQ3 and ACM’s comments upon them.  

• Other documents with comments on respective submissions lodged during the Examination process. 

1.1.3. The table below sets out in tabular form the references in the Examination Library documents referred or alluded to above.  

 

 

 

 








