Consultation on
°roposed Darlington
Northern Link Road

Public Consultation | Summer 2026

Tees Valley Combined Authority is consulting on
proposals for a link road improving the east-west
connectivity of Tees Valley and the A1(M).

We want to hear your views

We want to know your views on whether you think a link road is needed
and, if so, your thoughts on the proposed route options.

Views and comments received during the consultation will inform
decisions for future planning for the link road.

The consultation will run from 31 July to 25 September 2026.

For more information contact us on:
consultation@teesvalley-ca.gov.uk or call: 01325 792 600.
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Darlington Study Area

The A66, A1150 and A167 form key routes connecting Darlington to the A1(M)
and the wider strategic road network. The A1(M) runs to the north-west of
Darlington, with Junction 59 providing an important connection to Stockton-on-
Tees and Middlesbrough. These routes serve a mix of local and strategic traffic,
including freight movements.

Connections to the A1(M) at Junction 59 are constrained by the need to meet
National Highways standards, existing junction capacity and layout, interactions
with the A167 corridor, and the proximity of surrounding residential areas, which
together limit design flexibility and influence deliverability.

The A167 and A1150 are single carriageway roads designed primarily for local

traffic, passing through residential areas with nearby schools and local facilities.

However, they also carry strategic traffic, including heavy goods vehicles.
As aresult, there are a number of issues associated with the existing
network, including:

(=== Strategic and freight traffic are concentrated on routes through
('- residential areas.

@? Congestion and low travel speeds, particularly during peak periods.
@ Poor journey time reliability for both local and longer-distance trips.

Impacts on quality of life, including noise, vibration and air quality,
Yo for properties fronting a limited number of existing roads.

There are also a number of highway and network constraints, including:
= Roads with frequent property accesses and turning movements.

= Safety concerns, including recorded collisions on key routes.
= Severance, making it more difficult for pedestrians to cross busy roads.

= Limited alternative routes, reducing network resilience when incidents occur.
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Scheme History

Previous studies have explored options for a Darlington Northern Link Road, with
a preferred route identified. However, further work is needed due to changes in
the planning and transport context.

Traffic patterns have also changed since the preferred route was developed
during the Covid-19 pandemic and new residential proposals may affect future
traffic flows and scheme benefits.

There is, therefore, a need to consult on options to identify a solution that
improves connectivity between the A66 and A1(M).

Improving connectivity is a key priority identified in the Tees Valley Strategic
Economic Plan (2016-2026), particularly along the A66 corridor between
the A1(M) and Teesport, to support economic growth and access to jobs and
services.

In response to this, an Options Assessment Report (OAR) was published in April
2026. This followed Department for Transport appraisal guidance and examined
a range of potential options to address the identified transport and connectivity
issues.

Initially, 12 potential link road options were generated. A first sift ruled out four
options, resulting in eight options taken forward for further consideration.
These options were assessed in terms of their economic, traffic, safety and
environmental impacts, with three options subsequently ruled out due to cost
thresholds and poorer overall scoring across the various impacts.

Following publication of the OAR and in light of updated guidance and
stakeholder input, two principal options (or variations of options) have been
taken forward to ensure a comprehensive consideration of reasonable
alternatives. These options build on the principles established in the OAR and
have been progressed to enable further assessment and public consultation.

Your comments

Comments are welcome on the proposals for the proposed Darlington Northern Link
Road

You can respond to the consultation by completing and returning the paper survey,
completing the survey at:

www.surveymonkey.com/r/DarlingtonNorthLink, or using the
QR code at the end of this document.

You can also attend our consultation events. Details are on
www.teesvalley-ca.gov.uk/travel/transport-consultations
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Potential benefits of a link road

The link road scheme aims to deliver the following benefits:

@ Improved connectivity Reducing transport impacts
@b and journey times upon the environment

= Provide improved connectivity between the A66, = Improve air quality in residential areas by
A1(M) and the wider road network. reducing traffic flows on existing routes.

= Improve journey times and reliability for both local = Reduce noise and vibration associated with high

and longer-distance journeys, including freight traffic volumes, particularly from freight traffic.
movements.
L= . QQ@WO Creating a better place for local
SIER 3upplortmg future growth and IS communities
H evelopment
P _ e Reduce the impact of through-traffic, including
= Support planned housing and employment growth, heavy goods vehicles, within residential areas
with appropriate highway infrastructure to avoid in Darlington.

undue pressure on existing networks, supporting
the Local Plan objective of aligning development
with appropriate infrastructure provision.

e Improve quality of life for people living and
working near the A167 and A1150 by reducing
noise, vibration and traffic levels.

= Improve access to key employment locations,
regional economic assets and growth areas, / i\ Enhanced transport
strengthening Darlington’s role within Tees Valley .
as an important economic and transport hub, and A\ user éxperience

regional gateway. = Reduce congestion and delays on existing routes.

= Provide enhanced connectivity to the Strategic Road * Improve road safety and reduce conflict
Network (including the A1(M) and A66), helping to between vehicles and other road users.
unlock development opportunities and facilitate the = Provide a more suitable route for strategic
efficient movement of people and goods. traffic, improving overall journey conditions.
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The proposed options:
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Existing highways

used to connect to A1(M)

New Bridge

Variant C connection
options

Do Minimum Option: Description

A new single carriageway road approximately 4 km long and
7.3 m wide, which would redirect strategic traffic travelling
between the A66 and the A1(M) (northbound) away from
Darlington’s northern residential areas.

KEY
¢
Variant C
& \ " “ :
/ |\ Variant A L\
4 \ . .,
4 ; ] 1 H teus
4 \ L 1 - g .
\ y 4 \ ‘ \ H i
~§_-.__- {.:__.' \ / \ .
'\'}4_ ..:’;:. . ' :
.._s_%: : ) Y 4 \ : ._ E
\ X ’ g More
\ Sl : Ambitious

'; - Do Minimum

\

Sources: Esri, TomTom, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community |

At its southern end, the route would tie into the A66 at Little
Burdon roundabout, where modifications would be required
to accommodate an additional arm and associated junction
upgrades.

The alignment would run to the south of the River Skerne
and broadly follow the corridor identified for the proposed
Skerningham Garden Village through-route.

Along its length, the route would incorporate a number of new
roundabouts to provide access and connectivity, with a total of
five roundabouts proposed.

At its northern end, the route would connect to the A167 via a
new roundabout located to the north of Beaumont Hill. Traffic
would then continue along the existing A167 to access the A1(M)
at Junction 59 - options to improve the A167 towards the A1(M)
will also be explored.

A Variant of the Do Minimum option would follow the same
alignment apart from at its southern end, the route would tie
into the A1150 to the west of Little Burdon roundabout via a new
roundabout, providing a connection to the existing highway
network.

The following pages include more detail about the two principal options and their variants
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Key Statistics

L
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Journey time savings between A66
(Little Burdon Roundabout) and A1(M)

AM Peak® average: 2m35s
PM Peak® average: 2m28s

“AM Peak - 7.30am-8.30am / PM Peak - 4.30pm-5.30pm

AADT t volume of vehicles removed
from surrounding areas and
reassigned onto bypass

10,703

tAADT - Annual Average Daily Traffic

&L

Value for Money

Estimated Development and Delivery Costs

£140.1m Medium

@@

Benefits to Cost Ratio

1.72
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Variant

A

Sources: Esri, TomTom, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

Do Minimum Option: Indicative scheme layout
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More Ambitious Option: Description

A new single carriageway road approximately 6.5 km long and
7.3 m wide, which would redirect strategic traffic travelling
between the A66 and the A1(M) (northbound) away from
Darlington’s northern residential areas.

At its southern end, the route would tie into the A66 at Little
Burdon roundabout, where modifications would be required
to accommodate an additional arm and associated junction
upgrades.

The alignment would broadly follow a corridor to the north of
the River Skerne for part of its length before crossing the River
Skerne and the East Coast Main Line railway to the south of
Coatham Mundeville via new bridge structures.

At its northern end, the route would connect into the A167 to
the south of Coatham Mundeville. Traffic would then continue
north along the existing A167 to access the A1(M) at Junction
59 - options to improve the A167 towards the A1(M) will also be
explored.

This iteration of the previously named Option 1C differs from
the OAR, as it is now consistent with the East Coast Main Line
bridge as set out in the local design guide.

Key Statistics

Journey time savings between A66
(Little Burdon Roundabout) and A1(M)

AM Peak™ average: 3m16's
PM Peak™ average: 3m7s

“AM Peak - 7.30am-8.30am / PM Peak — 4.30pm-5.30pm

Estimated Development and Delivery Costs

£192.4m
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AADT t volume of vehicles removed
from surrounding areas and
reassigned onto bypass

10,246

tAADT - Annual Average Daily Traffic

@@

Benefits to Cost Ratio

113

()

<

Value for Money
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More Ambitious Option: Indicative scheme layout

08

Darlington Northern Link Road | Corridor Route Options

Even More Ambitious Option Variants

Variants have been developed to form Even More Ambitious Options when assessed in
conjunction with the Do Minimum and More Ambitious Option:

A new single carriageway route
between A167 north of Beaumont Hill
and A167 south of A1(M) Junction 59.
The route will consist of 2.5 km of new
single carriageway 7.3 m wide that will
run west of Coatham Mundeville.

Variant B

A new single carriageway route between
A167 north of Beaumont Hill and Burtree
Lane. The route will consist of 1km of
new single carriageway 7.3 m wide. The
existing roads A68 and Burtree Lane will
provide access to A1(M) Junction 58.

The inclusion of the variants form the following Even More Ambitious Options:

= Do Minimum plus Variant A
= Do Minimum plus Variant B
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A new single carriageway route that
would connect either of the principal
options further north on A167, as close to
A1(M) Junction 59 as technically feasible.
The route will consist of 2.6 km of new
single carriageway 7.3 m wide. This
variant will cross the East Coast Main
Line and River Skerne using new bridge
structures.

= Do Minimum plus Variant C - this would be connected by the roundabout and river crossing, as shown by the southern dotted line on the

following page
= More Ambitious plus Variant A
= More Ambitious plus Variant B

= More Ambitious plus Variant C — this would involve a more direct connection between the two routes, as shown by the northern dotted

line on the following page
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Variant C connection
options

More
Ambitious

Do Minimum

Even More Ambitious Option Variants: Indicative scheme layout
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Comparison of the benefits and impacts of the link road options
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5 Even More Ambitious Option Variants
[0}
Do Minimum More e - e More More More
s ; o Do Minimum Do Minimum Do Minimum o . o
Minimum  Option Ambitious lus Variant A lus Variant B lus Variant C Ambitious Ambitious plus Ambitious plus
Option Variant Option P P P plus Variant A Variant B Variant C
Volume of through traffic removed
from Darlington onto link road 10,703 | 10,286 10,246 10,159 12,258 10,730 10,159 12,120 11,169
(24-hour AADT both directions)
Journey time savings between A66
(Little Burdon Roundabout) and A1(M) 2m35s | 1m59s 3m16s Tm56s Tm54s 2m38s 3m19s 3m12s 3m23s
— AM average
Journey time savings between A66
(Little Burdon Roundabout) and A1(M) 2m28s | 2m00s 3mO07s 2mO00s Tm56s 2m30s 3m10s 3m09s 3m13s
— PM average
Journey time savings between A66
(Little Burdon Roundabout) and A1(M) 2m31s | 1m59s 3m12s Tm58s TmS5s 2m34s 3m15s 3m10s 3m18s
— Average across both peaks
Potential impacts on habitats, Community woodland | Kettonleas Wood Community Community Community Kettonleas Wood | Kettonleas Wood | Kettonleas Wood
floodplains, watercourses and (peripheral, localised | (localised loss); woodland woodland woodland (localised loss); | (localised loss); | (localised loss);
heritage features. loss) and x1 River Skerne| extended River (peripheral, (peripheral, (peripheral, River Skerne River Skerne x2 River Skerne
floodplain crossing. | Skerne floodplain | localised loss), localised loss) localised loss); floodplain floodplain crossings and
crossing; Carcut | x1River Skerne and x1 River x3 River Skerne crossing over crossing over extended lengths
Beck; passes floodplain Skerne floodplain| crossings and | extended length; | extended length; of floodplain;
close to historic | crossing; passes crossing. extended lengths | crosses Carcut | crosses Carcut Carcut Beck;
landscape near Dene Beck of floodplain; Beck; passes Beck; passes passes near
near Coatham and Coatham passes near near Dene Beck | close to historic Coatham
Mundeville. Mundeville Coatham and Coatham landscape Mundeville
Conservation Mundeville Mundeville near Coatham Conservation
area. Conservation Conservation Mundeville. area.
area. area.
Development and Delivery Costs* £140m £140m £192m £185m £175m £330m £235m £225m £365m
Value for Money Medium Low Low Low Medium Poor Poor Low Poor

"Development and Delivery Costs - these costs including construction works and other project costs and include current estimates for risk and inflation. Various economic adjustments to these costs are
then applied to derive a ‘present value' cost used in economic appraisal in line with Transport Appraisal Guidance. The present value costs are then used to inform a Benefit Cost Ratio. It is part of the
assessment to help determine the overall value for money of a scheme.

2 Value for Money — based on the thresholds suggested by HM Treasury Green Book, taking into account a quantified benefit : cost ratio using Department for Transport guidance.
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Have your say

Your views are important. \We would like to understand your views on the need
for a link road and the options presented, based on your knowledge of the area.
The consultation is a key opportunity for you to comment on the proposals.

We will review and consider all comments received.

How will you use my response? Contact Information
All views and comments received will be reviewed and will help us to: You can get involved in the consultation and have your say by:
= Gauge public and stakeholder opinion = Completing the paper survey and returning it in the pre-paid envelope
= Make sure potential impacts on the community and environment have = Using the QR code below to complete the online survey form

been fully considered — . . . :

o ; : ; = Visting the consultation pages of the council website at:

= Assist in selecting whether to proceed with a link road www.teesvalley-ca.gov.uk/travel/transport-consultations
= Ensure the proposals take into account any impacts you have told us = You can also join us at one of our consultation events.

about as far as is practical. . .
P Details are on www.teesvalley-ca.gov.uk/travel/transport-consultations.

The survey is covered under the Tees Valley Privacy Notice available on the

consultation pages www.teesvalley-ca.gov.uk/privacy/ Please note consultation responses need to be submitted
) by 23:59 on 25 September 2026.
You will be required to provide your name and address to take part in the

consultation. This is because we may be required to provide these details to

. . L . . What happens after the public consultation?
comply with legal and operational obligations for a planning consultation.

The responses received will feed into the assessment which will inform the
Complete the survey decision on whether a link road is supported and on preferred route options.

Share your views by completing our online survey at: You will find updates on the consultation page:
www.surveymonkey.com/r/DarlingtonNorthLink www.teesvalley-ca.gov.uk/travel/transport-consultations

or by scanning the QR code below:
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