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Ms Linda Berrett-West 
Clerk 
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Messing cum Jnworth Parish Council 

Our Ref: ZA80633

Dear Ms Berrett-West, 
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Thank you very much for youx letter on behalf of Messing cum Jnworth Parish Council 
regarding the A12 Widening Scheme. 

I am grateful to you for providing a detailed reply and for explaining the concerns the 
Parish Council has with the actions of National Highways and for responding to the reply 
that they sent to me. I have noted the points that have been raised and the ongoing 
frustration with National Highways. 

With regard to a potential legal challenge, I am very mindful of that point and I would 
expect National Highways to be following the Gunning Principles closely. It is 
disappointing that they have not managed to engage effectively with the Messing and 
lnworth areas and work to resolve the concerns help by the Parish Council and local 
residents. 

If you could let me know the basis upon which the Parish Council would be prepared to 
meet with National Highways I would be glad to approach them and press them to meet 
with you and me on those terms. 

I look forward to youx reply. 

Yours sincerely, 

Rt Hon Priti Patel 

Member of Parliament for Witham 
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A national
_7highways 

Mr Andrew Harding 
By email to: 

Dear Mr Harding 

Phil Davie 

National Highways 
Woodlands 
Manton Lane 
Bedford 
MK417LW 

4 August 2022 
u..---� 

Thank you for your email on 13 July 2022 concerning the A 12 Chelmsford to A 120 
widening scheme, specifically requesting further information regarding our traffic 
modelling data. 

As previously explained, the traffic model was updated between the scheme's statutory 
consultation (June - August 2021) and the supplementary consultation (November -
December 2021). All the traffic data published since the supplementary consultation has 
been taken from the updated version of the traffic model, except the data sent to Chris 
Vigrass on 30 May which was taken from the previous version of the traffic model due to 
an administrative error (corrected on 1 June). and all information that you have been 
sent to date has been correct. 

We would like to confirm once again that NH remains ready and willing to meet with the 
Parish Council and indeed were prepared with a presentation and had technical experts 
lined up for the meeting on 14 July. This was cancelled by the Clerk of the Parish 
Council on the basis that we had not provided sufficient information. The presentation 
was provided 5 working days ahead of the meeting and the meeting itself is an 
opportunity for us to share data, answer questions and respond to concerns. The 
conversation does not end there, we have ongoing dialogue with all affected Parish 
Councils along the length and breadth of the scheme and we have assured the 
Messing-cum-lnworth Parish Council that we will continue to engage with them when 
they are ready to meet with us. 

With regard to your statement about ECC requesting drawings, we have no record of 
this request, either at a meeting or in writing. However, we would be more than happy to 
share our most recent draft general arrangement drawings with the Parish Council if 
they would like to request them in writing. 

Registered office Bridge-· 1 Wah.t TIM Close, GuildfoRI GU1 4lZ 
National Hig,Neys Conpa,y lrnHed ,egi- In Er1gl- - WIiies runber�3 











































































 

  





On the community bypass 

Regarding our proposals and the community bypass, you will be aware that previously 
the parish and others have made representations around large vehicles passing one 
another on the road as well as flooding concerns. In our Supplementary Consultation, 
we have taken these comments onboard and have put forward a proposed scheme that 
ensures the road will manage the additional traffic, as well as provide some 
improvements to flooding. 

Regarding the community bypass, we have had several meetings to discuss this. Of 
course, when assessing proposals, cost always must be factored in. It would be 
disingenuous to suggest otherwise. However, it is important to note that the cost is 
subject to benefit cost analysis and there are various other factors that are considered 
in that regard, as we have outlined previously. This includes land acquisition, 
environmental impact, constructability, safety, and stakeholder feedback, amongst 
others. We have now put forward proposals that would address the impact of the traffic 
increase that has come from the proposed junction 24 location for our design year of 
2042. 

In regard to point four that you have made about environmental impacts on lnworth 
Road, the Environmental Statement will include an assessment of effects on population 
health. This will include potential health impacts on the community affected by 
proposals for the 81023. The assessment will take into aocount evidence for 
associations between traffic, community severance and a range of health outcomes 
induding mental wellbeing. We do accept that the widening proposal on lnworth Road 
would result in the loss of roadside hedgerows and trees, and in areas where balancing 
ponds and flood risk mitigation is required. Most sections of lost hedgerow would be 
mitigated by replanting. 

The community bypass as a.mently proposed is likeJy to result in partial loss and/or 
impacts on a potential veteran tree belt and potential veteran trees identified in our 
surveys south of the proposed jl.llction 24 dumbbell roundabout. There is potential for 
similar impacts on un-surveyed trees along the old railway line, where the route crosses 
field boundaries and where it ties in to lnworth Road. However, it is likely that some of 
the potential veteran tree belt and railway line trees could be avoided by moving the line 
of the bypass to the east, albeit it brings it closer to lnworth Road. Mature and semi­
mature trees along the route may support bat roosts, which would also need to be 
identified through further surveys and discussions. 

We are also aware of the safety issues around access to properties on lnworth Road 
art� we .Ji,in be '°°king at ways to apdress this in discussion with Essex County Council. 
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