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05:02 
Well, hello everyone, can you all hear me? Yes, thank you, sir. Sir. Um, can I check with the case team 
that the recording is now started and the livestream as well? 
 
05:23 
Yeah, yeah. Thank you. Um, in that case, can I ask everyone to turn off their mobile phones or switch 
them on to silent and also turn off the notification sounds on your email software if you're able to, as 
well as please welcome Morning everyone. And welcome to this the second of our hearings this week 
and the first compulsory acquisition cheering into the application for the proposed longfield solar farm 
project. And I met some of you yesterday at the issue specific hearing into the draft development 
consent order. But for those of you who weren't present, I'm Rory Cridland, the examining inspector. I'm 
supported here today by Simon reword the case manager, as well as Simon Ryan Sedgman, Melissa 
Whitlock and Phoebe Charles from a case team. As ever, if you have any queries outside the hearing, 
or any difficulties accessing it today, then please do let them know by emailing the project email 
address, which you can find at the top of any of the correspondence sent to you by the planning 
Inspectorate in relation to this proposal. As I mentioned a moment ago, a digital recording is being 
made. And so it would be helpful if you could clearly identify yourselves before you speak. This 
recording will be retained and published on the project page of the national infrastructure website for 
five years following the Secretary of State's decision on the application. And so can I ask you all to try 
and avoid referring to information that you wish to be kept private and confidential. And the hearing is 
also been live streamed on the internet. And so for those of you who do not wish to have your image 
captured, you should keep your camera turned off. I'd also ask that cameras and microphones are 
turned off unless you're speaking or actively participating in a particular discussion point. Now, I'd like to 
start off this morning by asking those who wish to speak today to introduce themselves. And so if we 
could start with the representatives of the applicant, please. 
 
07:19 
Good morning, sir. My name is Richard Griffiths. I'm a solicitor at Pinsent, Masons LLP, representing 
the applicant longfield solar energy farm limited, and I'm appearing today virtually from our offices, and 
I'm joined in the room with me by my colleagues Alex, Alexis Coleman and Alex president, who will also 



  - 2 - 

solicitors at Pinsent Masons. Current Events The chief Planning Officer for EDF Energy Renewables 
Matt Busey, project manager at Pershing consultants, the applicants project managers for the 
application. And Ian conliffe, Director and Head of infrastructure at Gailey, Hamer and his colleague, 
Beth Winstone, senior associates also of Gately Hamer, and I'll be doing the majority of the 
representations on behalf of the applicant. 
 
08:01 
Thank you. Good morning, Mr. GRIFFIS. Ma'am, good morning to the rest of your team as well. I also 
understand we have green free District Council with us this morning. 
 
08:12 
Yes, sir. My name is Julio Hara, and I'm a Senior Planning Policy Officer at the District Council. 
 
08:20 
Good morning Miss O'Hara. And we also have someone I think from Essex County Council. 
 
08:31 
Tune in sir. Yes. Richard Donovan deed Planning Officer at Essex County Council. 
 
08:38 
Good morning, Mr. Jonathan. I also understand we may have someone from the local access forum, 
the Essex local access forum. I assume it may be Mrs. Evans. Mrs. Evans may not be joining us for this 
hearing. If he does decide to come along later on, then we can do introductions then. Is there anyone 
else present who wishes to speak today or otherwise make themselves known? 
 
09:09 
Hello, so you have to introduce me Ruth Mabbott from Chelmsford city council and and the planning 
lead for the development. 
 
09:17 
Good morning with my bad morning. there anyone else? Nope. Well, thank you all very much. Now, 
some of you will already be familiar with the format of the hearing. But for those of you who aren't, and 
for the benefit of those watching on the live stream, the hearing today will take the form of a structured 
discussion on led by me and based on the agenda that I previously sent out. If I could ask someone 
from the case team to bring up a copy of the agenda please. 
 
09:54 
Actually appearing on the screen hopefully in a moment or two now. The purpose of the hearing is 
really to enabled me to inquire into the applicant's case to include compulsory acquisition and 
temporary possession powers in the draft development consent order. It also seeks to discharge my 
duty from those affected by compulsory acquisition and temporary possession who have requested to 
be heard. Now, as I mentioned in yesterday's issue specific hearing, the rule six documentation that 
you received does include details of the different types of hearings held under the Planning Act. If there 
is anyone present who wishes to raise matters outside those identified in the agenda, and make you 
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aware that there are other hearings scheduled this week, including one tomorrow on environmental 
matters, and an open floor hearing on Friday. The open floor hearing will provide interested parties with 
an opportunity to make oral representations on any of the matters contained in their relevant 
representations or written representations. Now, as you can see from the agenda, which I can see it 
now on screen, following the applicants introduction, and update, there'll be an opportunity for those 
affected by compulsory acquisition and temporary possession powers to set out any outstanding 
matters of concern. Then item for the applicant will be asked to provide an update on progress with 
statutory undertakers. And on the protective provisions, following websites free Undertaker's will then 
be given an opportunity to raise or expand on any concerns or objections that they may have. Now, I'm 
not sure if we have any statutory undertakers with us today. But when we get to that point in the 
agenda, if anyone does wish to speak, I will invite forward. As usual, there will be an opportunity for 
those present to raise any matters before I proceed to close the hearing. While in most cases, the 
discussion today will take the form of questions posed by me to various parties, those present will be 
given an opportunity to comment as well as we move through the agenda. Now I plan to break after 
around 90 minutes if we're still going. And don't expect that we'll need to come back after lunch. But 
that will depend on how the discussion progresses this morning. Now, does anyone have any questions 
at this point on the purpose or arrangements for this morning's hearing? Nope. Okay. Then we can 
move on to item number two. Mr. GRIFFIS? As I indicated in the agenda, I'd like to start off today by 
inviting the applicant to briefly outline the case for compulsory acquisition and temporary possession, 
how it meets the tests of the Planning Act 2008, what alternatives have been explored, and provide a 
brief update on the progress and expectations on negotiations. 
 
12:39 
Thank you, sir. Thank you second morning. So on your agenda, sir, I will cover the first two bullet 
points. And then on the update on progress with negotiations, I'll post pass over to Gately Hamer to 
provide you with that summary. So first of all, the first bullet points, I'm going to summarise the 
compulsory acquisition tests in the Planning Act before moving on to specifically how we satisfy those 
tests. So as you will be aware, under Section 122 of the Planning Act 2008. Develop consent order 
which includes compulsory acquisition pass must only be granted if the conditions in Section sections 
122 subparagraph, two and three are met. Those conditions are that the land must be required for the 
development to which the DCO relates or is required to facilitate or be incidental to it. And there is also 
there must be a compelling case in the public interest for the inclusion of those parents and the 
Secretary of State must be aware must be persuaded that the public benefits from the proposed 
acquisition outweigh the private loss. Now in respect of section 122 subparagraph. Two the guidance 
states that applicants should be able to demonstrate a satisfaction the secretary states that the landing 
question is needed for the development for which the consent is sought. And he goes on to say the 
Secretary State we need to be satisfied that the land to be acquired is no more than is reasonably 
required for the purposes of the scheme. And in respect of the section 122 subparagraph. Three 
condition. The guidance states that the Section states will need to be persuaded that there is 
compelling evidence that public benefits will be derived from the compulsory acquisition will outweigh 
that private loss from those whose land is being acquired. And in terming, that the balance of public 
interest and determine the public balance where that lies sector state has to weigh up the public 
benefits against that private loss as a balancing exercise to be done. So that's just the summary of the 
tests to start this discussion. So turning now to our caseworker post acquisition, how we meet those 
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tests. I'm going to split up the sites from two with the solar farm sites, the cable routes, road widening 
and then the Boers lodge substation extension, which is effectively in general terms how the scheme is 
made up. So first of all, the solar farm site is required to deliver the scheme for I've watched 
development centred resorts that is where of course the incipit itself would be located being the solar 
PV Generating Station Plus energy storage, on site substation, and unnecessary associated 
development, including cabling access tracks, landscaping and biodiversity mitigation. There is as we 
set out in our application demonstrated urgent need for renewable energy for solar at a scale for which 
we are applying for. Now on the main solar farm site, the applicant has entered into a voluntary option 
agreements with the freehold owner of the solar farm site. And that's, of course, as you'll be aware from 
the application comprises the vast majority of the order land notwithstanding where agreement has 
been reached, as I'm sure so you'll be aware, it is common practice for applicants to include 
compulsory acquisition powers, even where they've agreed the voluntary agreement to potentially were 
required suspend rights or override easements and other rights in that land to the extent that they 
would conflict with the scheme or permit to be suspension of those rights, particularly where there may 
be unknown rights that the title DD has not been able to identify them. And that is why the solar farm 
site is included, but there is a voluntary option agreement with the freehold owner, and that is how that 
site will be drawn down through that process, but included for the reasons that no doubt you are familiar 
with. In terms of the cable routes, the applicant seeks temporary possession and permanent rights 
along the cable routes and try to minimise the land over which rights are sought as much as possible. 
And most recently, as you'll have seen from our deadline to submission, we've pulled back the rights 
acquired for some plots in the cable routes following further engineering work carried out by the 
applicants and that is shown and explained on sheet one of nine of the land plans which are rep to 
hyphen 003. The area within the cable route work number four is required for the construction and 
operation and maintenance of the 400 KV cable circuit connecting the longfield substation on the solar 
farm site to the boys lodge substation extension. And that cable forms part of the scheme which 
consent is sought. And of course, it's necessary in order to convey the energy generated from the solar 
PV to the grid itself. 
 
17:21 
During the cable installation, there will be required a construction corridor. This will contain the works 
and provide a separation from other land uses. And that construction corridor will be approximately 20 
metres wide, with temporary facing a fencing erected to form that the boundaries to that corridor and 
access for the construction equipment will be via a combination of existing access routes and 
temporary roads were required. Now the cable corridor will reduce after construction, typically to a 
width extending to around five metres in both directions from the centerline and the corridor is needed 
to allow access for any inspection jointing pits and to ensure the route is maintained free of any 
obstructions so the cable is not damaged during its lifetime. Now in order to minimise the permanent 
rights that we're seeking over the landfill that's for the cable, the applicant poses to us temporary 
possession powers of the whole width of the corridors required for the grid connection route and we 
discussed the temporary possession articles yesterday in the DCO hearing. Once the applicant has 
carried out its detailed surveys, should we get consent and instal the relevant apparatus, the applicants 
will then exercise its proposed acquisition powers if voluntary agreement has not been secured at that 
point to seek the right to too late to permanently have keep the cable and maintain that cable in that 
corridor. And that phased approach to occupation acquisition allows that permanent corridor to be more 

sclarke3
Sticky Note
None set by sclarke3

sclarke3
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by sclarke3

sclarke3
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by sclarke3



  - 5 - 

carefully defined after construction. So that the precise width of that permanent easement is only the 
work that is absolutely necessary for the safe operation and maintenance of that cable. And I'm sure so 
you're familiar with that approach in many made orders in the past. The third element I mentioned 
relates to road widening and access. And we are seeking rights, it for highway improvements such as 
road widening and also access along private roads. And that can be seen on a sheet one of the land 
plants I referred to earlier. Now those works are needed to facilitate the construction and operation the 
scheme and wherever possible, the applicant is limited the extent of those those rights by for example, 
excluding the subsoil interests, and you can see that right on the land plans shown colour brown. So on 
the land plans, there's an example of look at sheet five the land plans, that you can see the land colour 
Brown, and the key clearly identifies that the subsoil is excluded from the acquisition that we are simply 
seeking. That's just an example of how we're trying to minimise the necessary rights. The final area I 
mentioned is the ball's lodge substation extension itself. Now the extension of the substation, the 
existing substation is required in order to facilitate the export and import of energy from the generating 
station to the grid. And the extension, therefore is part of the scheme for which we're seeking consent. 
The applicant has worked hard with national grid on various options for this connection, and its location 
at balls Lodge, including looking at different technology types and in layout, and trying to minimise the 
impacts and the need for third party land. The pros extension that is now before you does indeed 
achieve that. And there is a confirmation of that process in the statement of common ground with 
national grid, which is rep one, B hyphen, 043, at paragraph 3.2, line 12 with a table where and I'll just 
quote that section as for assistance so it says en jet and longfield solar agree that the proposed balls 
lodge substation extension reflects current GIS, that's gas insulated substation equipment, commercial 
availability, and therefore reflects the smallest footprint available currently for the extension. 
 
21:13 
So Turning now to the next test, in the balancing exercise at the secretary step by yourself and then the 
Secretary State has to do, which is the private loss. Now in order to deliver the benefits of the scheme, 
as I've set out, that is in the application, the applicant does indeed require the use of the powers I've 
just summarised. And that will of course, inevitably result in some private loss by those persons whose 
land or interests in the land has to be Kaposi acquired where there is no voluntary agreement. Now, as 
you'll be aware, there is appropriate compensation available to those entitled for claim as set out in the 
DCO draft DCO which will apply the national compensation code thus minimising their loss. Now, there 
is permanent land take which is related to the balls lodge quarry, which is relating to the extension to 
the Boyle's Law substation, and that will result in a sterilisation of a small volume of minerals, 
approximately around 18,000 cubic metres that is currently consented for extraction. And it's noted that, 
that the sterilised reserve represents only a very small proportion of the whole consented reserve. And 
it's our it's our position that that would not impact on the viability of the remaining consented reserve, or 
indeed significantly reduced the mineral supply in the county of Essex. And when you balance that 
against the need for the scheme, we would argue that this small sterilisation of those middle those 
consented minerals is outweighed by the benefit of the scheme. Now we have taken corrective steps to 
engage with affected persons through the formal consultation, and we'll touch on the way those 
negotiations have got to in shortly to understand the direct and indirect impacts on them. And that has 
shaped helped shape the scheme that is now before you for examination. And we've looked at not only 
their profit loss, but also impacts on environmental, social and economic effects. And those are 
summarised in the application. And I would also just draw your attention to the cable routes. And as I 
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mentioned, the minerals is that you can see on sheet two of the land plans, plots. Two, one b one and 
two one B three. Were as an example of where the applicant has whilst the land those two plots are in 
the otter land. They're coloured green, and that's temporary use. And we are 
 
23:36 
Mr. GRIFFIS Can I just can I just stop you there for a cause? I'm sorry to interrupt. I was just wondering 
if perhaps we could bring those plans up on screen as you're referring to them and then perhaps you 
could talk us through them? I wonder if someone from the case team could bring the land plans and I 
think you said she to Mr. Griffiths she to 
 
23:50 
have nine Yes 
 
23:51 
sir I have them up here already. So I can see what you're I can follow as you're going through but I 
think for the benefit of those watching on the live stream and in the meeting it might be useful. It may 
take a moment to load Mr. GRIFFIS 
 
24:11 
across the way they were. 
 
24:23 
Sheets isn't it? Yes, sheet 
 
24:25 
two so yes, that's the correct sheet. So if it can perhaps be zoomed in slightly and then just scroll down. 
But that's that's that should be fine. So as you can see, this shows the cable corridor in blue, but there 
are two triangle shapes. It kind of green and they are plots to You want B one and two, one, B three. 
And that's an example of where we are minimising our compulsory acquisition powers, and therefore 
minimising private loss by constraining ourselves in the design of the cable corridor. Those two 
triangles do slightly overlap the mineral extraction consented mineral extraction area of the quarry, and 
the applicant is therefore only taking temporary possession, because it will need a construction 
construction corridor, as I've mentioned, in order to instal the cable corridor, but that having a 
construction compound or working area above the minerals won't affect or sterilise those minerals. And 
instead, the applicant is as you can see, they're very narrowly constrained to one side by the brook and 
on the other side by the extracted minerals. And we are excluding that land from the permanent 
compulsory acquisition of an easement. And that's just an example of how we have kept the applicants 
carefully designed the corridor to minimise acquisition because champion possession as you know, is 
not post acquisition and private loss of third parties. So, overall, serve the applicants, we would argue 
there's a compelling case in the public interest for the proposed acquisition included in the scheme to 
be included in the order. There will be compensation payable to those people where voluntary 
acquisition, voluntary agreement has not been reached. And that compelling cases the need for the 
scheme, the urgent need for renewable energy, and that the applicant has also sought wherever 
possible to minimise the land take. And that's right. It's a seeking over land wherever possible, and 
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therefore the land that's included in the order is therefore proportionate and necessary. You asked also 
for the applicant to summarise alternatives, and I suppose I've just described there as it can be 
considered alternatives as well. But just as the overall approach like to summarise that, in designing the 
scheme and determining the land to be subject to compulsory acquisition and temporary possession, 
the applicant has looked at alternative alternatives and modifications to scheme to minimise that land 
take. Of course, makiya of alternatives is negotiated agreements. And we have demonstrated that we 
are seeking to do that, both by having secured the main site through voluntary agreements. And we'll 
come on to the status of the other agreements shortly relating to the cable quarter, and those large 
extension. We've also looked at modifications to scheme. And we've already presented a deadline to a 
slight modification to the scheme as shown on the land plan submitted it deadline to but I can just refer 
to some helpfully something hopefully summarise the where the scheme started for them to show how 
the applicant has brought down the scheme in the application, Chapter Three of the environmental 
statement, which is a PP hyphen 035 which is the alternatives and design evolution of the scheme. And 
we summarise there how the scheme has progressed from non statutory consultation through to 
statutory consultation through to submission, and there is an example of how the site at the EIA 
scoping stage in non statutory consultation the site originally comprise 582 hectares. That was further 
refined following survey work assessments design development and consultation feedback. And that 
was reduced to 474 hectares by the time of the main statutory consultation and then following the 
comments received and further work and design work by the applicants. The order limits at the time of 
submission was then reduced to 453 hectares. So you see there how the applicant has gradually 
refined its design proposals and need for for land mitigation land mitigation. 
 
28:56 
There are two avenues want to highlight and regarding alternatives in the scheme design. That's first of 
all relating to the Boers lodge substation extension. And the process that the applicant went through for 
choosing the final location given that extension does give rise to permanent sterilisation of minerals. So 
as you might hopefully read the EIA EIA scoping stage, the preferred and expected position of this 
substation was presented with the option of a new substation, which was at the time at the northern 
part of the scaping boundary, which would have been to the immediate south of hopefully would near 
Brickhouse wood, or indeed within the central part of the scoping boundary adjacent to porters wood, 
and topping haul wood. Through these these three options were subject to feedback from stakeholders 
in National Grid and various technical environmental feasibility work. And they were eventually 
disregarded due to engineering and environmental implications. So the end looks at alternatives and 
the precise location for Are what was required in close consultation with National Grid and two locations 
for a new separate insulated switchgear substation, to the east and northeast of the existing substation 
was considered. But it was in doing environmental work, it was considered that a wholly new substation 
own a minerals consult consultation in a minute minerals consultation area, and of course having more 
visual impact was not appropriate. And so it was progressed to looking at a different type of technology 
for the substation, which was gas insulated switchgear. And that enabled national grid and the applicant 
to look at actually extending the existing substations thereby consolidating this infrastructure in one 
place rather than putting a new piece of infrastructure separated from the existing. So that's why the 
substation then, is in the location as we have presented and I've already summarised the position with 
national grid which emphasises that they are content that they footprint before you is the smallest 
possible in order for that to be constructed. That's just an example of a process the applicant has gone 
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through equally the cable cord or went through various route options. And these are all summarised in 
the statement of reasons. At paragraph five point 7.5 point 20. In the statement of reasons, we 
summarise options one through two, six, some of them have n A's and B's. And I can take those three 
days with for you all but don't face that do that. Now in this summary, it is all out in the statement of 
recent out of those various options. Option four was then taken forward as the preferred grid connection 
routes based on being the best technical solution minimising impact on the minerals consultation area 
and being the preferred one based on environmental considerations and social impacts. The applicant 
is also looked at various options for installing that cable, open trenching, microtunneling HDD, 
horizontal, horizontal directional drilling, all those have been explored. And we have confirmed in the 
application that HDD techniques would be carried out in certain areas of that cabling in that cable 
corridor. So that's a hopefully covers the first couple of bullet points of your drehen agenda. And of 
course, we're happy to take questions. But if I can now move to item 3.3 Sorry, of item two of your 
agenda and past my colleague Ian Cunliffe from gala Hema, who will summarise the progress and our 
expectations of negotiations. 
 
32:38 
Thank you very much Mr. GRIFFIS that was really useful. Very useful summary. I think a lot of that 
information is put out in more detail in the statement of reasons in written form. So thank you very much 
for taking us through that. I do have one or two queries on some of the points that you've made. But I've 
already listed those for later in the agenda. So we can touch on those as and when we get to them. So 
thank you very much. And it was missed. I'm sorry, I didn't take a note. The gentleman who's speaking 
next 
 
33:09 
Hamer. So I'll pass over to him now to do the progress and expectations of negotiations. 
 
33:14 
Thank you very much. Mr. GRIFFIS. 
 
33:20 
Good morning. Incoming from on behalf of the applicant Good morning. The compulsory acquisition 
shedule revision to submitter deadline to library reference rate. Our EP two hyphens zero to eight is 
reflective of the approach taken by the applicant in significant efforts to secure all land and rights 
required for the project by private treaty agreement wherever possible, with compulsory acquisition 
powers to only be used as a last resort. Further progress has been made since the latest version of the 
compulsory acquisition schedule revision to submit that deadline to and a meeting has been scheduled 
with the agent of Roberta Mary Rance to continue progress to progress discussions with a view to 
agreeing heads of terms. A further update will be provided in the vision couple. The revised compulsory 
acquisition schedule to be submitted at deadline three. I set out in the capacity acquisition schedule 
revision two submitted a deadline to and the statement of reasons referenced a PP Island 014 included 
with the application. All of the land interest required for the main solar farm site work number one is 
secured under an option agreement. Access to the land for the grid connection routes is required 
temporarily for construction. And whilst once the cable has been installed, a permanent easement will 
be required. The land will be able to continue to be used as per its existing use to ensure that the land 
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and rights required for the project can be secured by private treaty. The applicant has been engaging 
with landowners since 2019. Hazard terms have been issued to Orlando units and principle terms have 
been agreed with three landowners along the grid connection routes. legal agreements are currently 
being drafted and should be concluded by the close of examination. The applicant is continuing 
attempts to progress agreements with the remaining two landowners with whom and agreement is 
required. To facilitate agreements the applicant has provided cost undertakings for professional fees to 
ensure landowners can procure their own advisors, and modifications to the scheme designs have 
been adopted where possible. Further, specialist surveying advice has been procured in respect of 
mines and minerals to inform the financial implications of any sterilisation of minerals associated with 
the substation extension. Although substantial progress has been made, the applicant will continue to 
pursue agreements with the limited number of landowners with whom agreements remain outstanding. 
And the intention is to continue to advance negotiations to secure to ensure that terms are agrees 
wherever possible prior to the close of examination. Thank you 
 
36:04 
very much, Mr. Kind of I think that covers most of the items that were listed under item number two. 
And before we move on to item number three, Does anyone wish to comment on the applicants general 
case for compulsory acquisition and temporary possession as outlined by Mr. GRIFFIS a moment ago? 
 
36:29 
What's remote in case anyone does want to come in, but I'm assuming I'm not seeing any hands up. So 
I'm assuming not, in which case, let's move on to item number three outstanding objections to 
compulsory acquisition and temporary possession. Now this is really an opportunity for any of the 
affected persons present to expand orally on their outstanding objections to compulsory acquisition or 
temporary possession. I'm not aware that I have any requests to speak on this item at the moment. But 
if there is anyone present who wishes to raise anything, now is the time to do so. Are there any 
effective persons present who wish to raise any matters under this item? 
 
37:11 
Nope. I have a couple of queries. You touched on some of them Mr. GRIFFIS? These arise very much 
out of the written representations. You've already I think Mr. Cunliffe just touched on the provided an 
update on the discussions with the owner of plots two, six and 261. Miss Grant. And I understand that 
the comments so far from his ranch, are being treated as an objection to compulsory acquisition. And 
that further attempts I see now are being made to resolve matters there. 
 
37:49 
We say I don't think so. Whichever some part of the options. It's, I think it's fair to say there's no actual 
Express objection in her submissions. But just out of precautionary approach, we have put, we have 
identified her as having an objection, hence our approach to compose a petition schedule, but I think 
when you look at the how submissions, there's no actual objection is about the impact. And that is what 
we are seeking to try and reach agreement on with her. And you've heard the latest update from Mr. 
Cunliffe from Gary Hamer on that. 
 
38:30 
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Yes, Mr. I may be mistaken. I did recall that one of the earlier relevant representations and I think it was 
from Missouri and some of the language use did indicate that it might result in an objection. And so I 
think it probably sensible to treat it as such for the time being. So I would certainly welcome your the 
approach that you've adopted so far. You did touch on a moment ago, the paragraph seven 520. In the 
seems of reasons, I think it was seven 520. Yes, seven 520 have gotten it sets up the various options 
for the choice of cable route and the rationale for it. I was just wondering, is there a plan that in the 
application documents anywhere that identifies the different options that were considered? Just to give 
it some give that narrative a bit more context? 
 
39:24 
If you just give me I 
 
39:26 
just wanted to put you on the spot. 
 
39:29 
It's actually fine. So I think the answer is, 
 
39:31 
I couldn't find one. So there is one you can identify that will be useful, no need some time to No. 
 
39:38 
I don't I know the application. There's no there is not a plan in the application that identifies the options, 
one six. We've submitted we've identified it'd be summarised how we approach the cable corridor 
selection, but there isn't in the actual application. Plan, one plan that shows all those six options 
 
40:00 
I did have a look for one just in case to give it some context. But I couldn't find it. And I thought, well, if 
you could point me in that direction, it would be useful. I'm not sure if one is, if possible to provide one. 
But again, I would find it useful if you could just to give that that part of the similar reasons, a bit more 
context for me. 
 
40:19 
Yes, I think we can pull one together. I'm just checking with my clients. And they are nodding. So I think 
we we can absolutely pull it together a plan or plans, identifying those route options for submission. 
 
40:35 
That's great. Thank you very much. Mr. GRIFFIS? I don't have any other queries. I think your your, your 
outline of the applicants position was very thorough. And I don't have any other queries that I need to 
raise at this point. I don't think we have any statutory undertakers here today, but if there are any 
statutory undertakers that wish to raise any matters in relation to compulsory acquisition or any 
objections to it now would be the time to do so. Mr. GRIFFIS? I didn't know that in your initial summary, 
you didn't deal with section 127128 of the Planning Act? I'm assuming that's because you think that 
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there won't be any statutory undertakes objections? I'm standing at the close of the examination. Is 
that? Is that right? 
 
41:28 
That is our hope and aim, sir. I mean, I can, if it's helpful. In terms of where we consider I can 
summarise it's helpful. summarise which apps you have to take as we consider section 127138, apply it 
that will be helpful given you have the time. So in terms of I mean, it would be helpful for the recordings 
to be to summarise the powers and then go into the session to take us on Yes, 
 
41:58 
yes, I think for the benefit of those who may be watching online that might be useful. But again, if I'm 
happy with just the update, but it is entirely up to you. 
 
42:07 
Well, I'll just give a sort short summary. And then we can go down the list of statue Undertaker's. So 
article 30, which again, we did look at, a thing we looked at yesterday to hearing gives you authority for 
gives your applicant authority to acquire land and right to form statue Undertaker's and to extinguish or 
suspend their rights and to reposition the apparatus. But that article is subject to shedule 15, which 
contains various protective provisions for their benefits. And it's our case that those protective divisions 
will be adequate to protect the statue Undertaker's assets. So our position is that a statue Undertaker's 
will not suffer serious detriment to the carrying on of their undertaking, and pursuant to the tests in 
Section 127 of the Planning Act 2008. And I'll go through the ways where we think where there's a 
where once you seven applies in a minute. In terms of 1381387138 of the of the Planning Act, 2008 
authorises, the extinguishment of relevant rights, or the removal of relevant apparatus belong to a 
statutory Undertaker. And again, those powers can be exercised by the applicant pursuant to schedule 
15. And due to the protective provisions, again, we considered that the undertaking won't be affected 
by the exercise and therefore the test 138 would also be satisfied. Now in terms of obviously, you 
section 127 is only triggered if there is an outstanding objection in respect of whether 127 and 138 
applicable, so where the both those powers are applicable. I first list those Undertaker's first we 
consider that national grid would fall within section 127138. But as we summarised yesterday, they've 
got the benefits of protective provisions in Part Four was scheduled 15. And we are currently in 
advanced negotiations with them. And we received latest response from them on the 21st of 
September, and we're considering those comments and we fully expect to be to be able to confirm to 
you that those provisions will be agreed before the end of the examination. So therefore, one through 
seven and one through eight will be satisfied. Network Rail is in part seven of the shedule 15. Again, we 
consider one to seven and 138 is triggered for Network Rail. Again, we're in negotiations with Network 
Rail, and there's been various negotiation calls and exchanges. And we've clarified points most recently 
on the 14th of September and again hope to be in a position to confirm to you that those potential 
provisions will be an agreed form by the end of the examination. UK Power Networks group Ltd, UK PN 
also triggers once you 7138. They have the benefit of protective provisions in part three of The 
sheduled 15, there is only one point left to be agreed with UK Pn. And we're because we've had their 
position. And we're now currently considering their response. And hopefully we should be able to 
confirm very shortly that those protective positions aren't agreed and therefore 127138 will be satisfied. 
The Environmental Agency, again triggers 127 and 138. And they're in they have the benefit of part five 

sclarke3
Sticky Note
None set by sclarke3

sclarke3
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by sclarke3

sclarke3
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by sclarke3



  - 12 - 

of schedule 15. And we're currently in negotiations with them, with comments received from the 
Environment Agency on the 23rd of September. And those protective provisions are, in our opinion, 
very close to being agreed. And we'll confirm that to you shortly. Essex County Council we consider is 
triggered by 127138. But they have the benefits of Part Eight protective provisions and schedule 15. 
The applicant has agreed in principle, those protective visions with Essex County Council in his role as 
the drainage authority that's why we've got the benefit there in divisions. So if agreed, in principle, the 
protective provisions there's a few points that were just discussion discussing with Essex County 
Council. And we anticipate that by the end examination, they will also be confirmed to be agreed and 
therefore one to 7138 satisfied. And then finally, Essex and Suffolk water also triggers one to 7138. And 
there they have the benefit of part nine protective provisions. And we've been in contact with them and 
are still waiting for response. If we don't get a response from them, in our view, one to 7138 will still be 
satisfied because they have that protection under Part Nine of sheduled 15. Now in the there are other 
parties, as you'll be aware that are also statue statue Undertaker's in the application, but we do not 
consider that section 127 is triggered that 138 is in those ones, British Telecom 
 
47:02 
cityfibre Limited EdgeCast limited gigaclear Limited. luminant technologies, UK Limited, mobile 
broadband network limited and utility assets limited. So all the communications, we consider that only 
section 138 is triggered by those parties. They all have the benefits of part two, or schedule 15 of the 
draft DCO. And we're on all those cases, we have not received a response from them. But we are 
continuing to chase those parties. There are a few other bodies who was trying to seek agreement on 
ng ng so gas limited and GTC infrastructure limited. Those two parties we consider are triggered by 
both one to seven and 138. They have the benefit of part one of shedule 15. But they haven't we have 
not received a response from them. But we consider that both sections will be satisfied as they have 
that general protection in the in schedule 15. 
 
48:17 
There's just wanted to touch on one one roof point that you've mentioned that section 138 would be 
triggered in relation to those parties and a number of the others that you mentioned. I may be mistaken. 
But my understanding is that section 127128 is only triggered if there is an outstanding objection to 
compulsory acquisition. And I'm not aware that any of those parties have actually expressed an 
objection to compulsory acquisition at this point. So in the event that no further correspondence was 
received from them, I just wonder whether you consider section 127 and 138 would be engaged in 
those circumstances. 
 
49:04 
Just give me a second so I just double check something. 
 
49:07 
Mr. GRIFFIS I'm just going to I'm going to correct myself there. I use the word objection. I think the 
planet uses the term representation. So it need not necessarily be an objection. 
 
49:44 
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Yes, I'm just double checking the act and one to seven. Go through one to seven. Probably the easiest 
approach. So section 127 says this Section applies in relation to land if the land has been acquired by 
statutes. takers for the purposes of their undertaking, a representation has been made about an 
application for an order granting development consent. And the representation is not to be withdrawn. 
And as a result, the Secretary State is satisfied that the land is used for purposes and it's held for those 
purposes are either undertaking so one to seven refers to a representation. Section 138 says this 
Section applies if an order granting development consent authorises, the acquisition of land, and 
subsistence over the land are relevant rights or there is on under or over the land relevant apparatus. 
Relevant rights means a right of way, rights of laying down erecting continuing or maintaining apparatus 
onto that land, and especially the undertaking for their purposes, and then as a definition of relevant 
apparatus. And then section four says the Automate include provision for the extinguishment of the 
relevant rights are the removal of relevant apparatus only if the Secretary of State is satisfied the 
extinguishment or removal as necessary for the purpose of carrying out the development. And then for 
a defined statutory undertakers, it doesn't refer to representation? No, you're right. 
 
51:09 
I see. So section 127 would apply in the event that there was a representation but section 138, I 
understand correctly will apply whether there is or not, 
 
51:18 
regardless, and definitely the secular state needs to be satisfied that there will be no, no detriment to 
their undertaking by the acquisition of the rights. And our position is that we are, as I've summarised, 
we are negotiating with third parties, I've just outlined some possible outlines. And we are hope we are 
confident we're going to reach agreement with those, but there's some there are other parties, notably 
the communication bodies that have not responded, but they will, but they have the benefit of protective 
provisions in part two of schedule, part two of schedule 15. So if we don't manage to get discussed 
those with the mortgage agreement, then our position is that as is pretty common in orders, they've got 
the benefit of those part two general protect provisions which have been which standard in different 
centres as 
 
52:03 
it was referenced, that was really useful. Thank you very much. I'm not sure if you'd finish there, or 
whether 
 
52:11 
I'd interrupted you. If you just give me one second, a colleague is just trying to mention something to 
me. So in terms of representations, obviously, they have been representations by parties, but in terms 
of a pure objection, which also isn't the test 127 network Brown has objected in their representation. 
But as I said, we are as the other parties haven't been made representations. But as I said, we are in 
negotiations with Network Rail, over the PPS, and we're confident that they will be agreed with Network 
Rail over the course next few months. 
 
52:55 
And then presumably, if that were to occur, a formal withdrawal of that objection would be 
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53:00 
significant. Indeed, they'll be part of our agreements by today would withdraw and confirm that the 
protects provisions in draft whatever it is, or the DCO are the ones that they have agreed to. Thank you 
very much. The other 
 
53:16 
point, I'm not sure if you mentioned Vodafone. At any point, I can see that they've now been added to 
the book of reference in the most recent iteration. And I proceeded on the basis that they may be 
assessed for Undertaker but it may be that they're not and I just wondered if you were considering them 
as such 
 
53:44 
if you just give me a couple of minutes to double check that point. Thank you Sorry to clarify with Katie 
Hamer, my colleagues, we are in communication with Vodafone, you're absolutely correct. And they 
have confirmed the plots, they think they have apparatus in the order limits or potentially have 
apparatus, and we are in discussions with them. So we'll provide a confirmation that in our all submitted 
in our summary about all submissions to confirm where we are with Vodafone at the next deadline. 
 
55:38 
Thank you, Mr. GRIFFIS. And if that could also include the position in relation to Vodafone in terms of 
section 127138? That'll be useful as well? Yes, we 
 
55:47 
will do. Thank you. 
 
55:50 
I also see a number of parties were removed from the book of reference following confirmation that 
they're not static. No ants assets in the game are interested in the order land. So thank you for that. I 
think you've addressed a number of the queries that I got noted here. So thank you. Now, I have 
already invited South Korean speakers who may be present to come forward, but no one has. And so I 
think that very much unless anyone else has anything that they'd like to come in at this point that 
covers item number four. They will then moving on to Item five, Mr. GRIFFIS? I mentioned some 
updates to the book of reference that I received a deadline to thank you for these. I think it provides 
further clarity on where part six is. It's addressed some of the small or minor typographical issues that 
were raised at acceptance and in my first set of written questions as well. And I can see it, as I 
mentioned, it's updated the book of reference to take account of more recent information from infected 
persons and statutory undertakers in relation to the location of assets. 
 
57:05 
Yes, so that's correct. And I think at this point, we don't envisage any or hopefully, any further updates 
to the book of reference going forward. But of course, we'll keep that under review. And the same with 
the statement of reasons. 
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57:21 
Thank you, Mr. Cruz. I can also see that some of the plots again, you might have 
 
57:28 
touched on this, I can see number of plots are updated with corresponding amendments being carried 
into the works plans and the land plans. And these seem to be related to work number four, just want to 
make sure that I've, I've understood this or correctly, the removal of or the reduction in work number 
four, it's resulted in the reduction in the corresponding lantic for some of those plots, and a new plot to 
plot one one b two being created. I think this was due to the removal of land from plot one, one B, 
which then creates a severance issue between the plots. I think I followed followed the reasoning that 
you put forward there as for plot plot, sorry, as for plot one, one a. And I wonder if someone from the 
case team could perhaps bring up the land plans again, and it'll be on sheet one. I think this relates to 
the access Mr. GRIFFIS from generals Lane and I just wondered if you could briefly talk me through 
how that's occurred or what the reasoning behind the removal of that land 
 
58:36 
so yeah, so we'll have to do that. I will ask Beth Winstone from gaily Hey mode to summarise the 
reason for the changes there. 
 
58:55 
Thank you, Mr. GRIFFIS? Good morning, Beckman stone, it became on behalf of the applicant. 
 
59:05 
If I could just jump in for a moment, I'd think just wanted to give a bit of context for everyone else 
watching. I think the bit that we're talking about if I'm not mistaken, you can't see my cursor. It's the part 
where the it's the part down towards some sheep to it for a moment. And it was it's the part down 
towards the bottom left of the screen. Where the roundabout is is that right? 
 
59:32 
Yes, that's correct. So at the point that the application was submitted, the road wasn't in existence. The 
LS mapping has since been updated. This was a private section of access track owned by countryside 
zest. They've now constructed this access road leading up to the roundabout, which will shortly form 
part of the adopted highway network. So there's no need for us to have it within our own limits 
anymore. 
 
1:00:00 
was with some of you. Do you know if it's already been adopted? 
 
1:00:03 
Not Not as yet, but it's imminent. We understand. 
 
1:00:07 
And but you assume it will be adopted before the end of the examination and will be for the close of the 
examination. All right. That's our understanding at the moment. Thank you, 
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1:00:16 
sir. Can I just miss Winston said otter limits, I think it's the order land, Orlando, Florida order land. It we 
have not cemented the order limits. But as you can see the order limit today why have been coloured 
white. And there is therefore no powers partition powers or temporary possession powers over that 
white land. And indeed, there are no works over that white land but rather than men the order limits, 
which obviously then has a knock on effect. We consider we just take it out of the order land. 
 
1:00:46 
And Mr. GRIFFIS in the event that there was a problem with the adoption of that land, how would the 
applicant proceed, if, if by the time we get to the close of the examination, it hasn't been adopted? 
 
1:00:57 
I think at this point, we are confident that it is going to be adopted. And so with that, due to that level of 
confidence, the applicant has taken the land out of the of the order of the portal and 
 
1:01:10 
if for any reason that becomes problematic, please do let me know. I will say thank you, Mr. GRIFFIS. 
Now, as I understand it, all of the changes to the book of reference that were submitted or that were 
submitted a deadline to they're all result, if I'm right, in a reduction of the land required and no new land 
has been inserted into in Yes. For a moment, I think I might have used the word or dilemmas again, but 
I mean, I mean, all the land. But but I'm right in thinking that all of the changes that have resulted from 
that are a reduction in the land tech proposed rather than any new land being included. 
 
1:01:53 
That is correct, sir. A reduction in the use of grids. 
 
1:01:56 
And is the applicant proposing any further amendments at this point? 
 
1:02:00 
Not at this point. We will of course, if anything changes update you, but at this point, no. 
 
1:02:05 
Thank you. Thank you very much. In that case, I think that covers off item number five, I have had a 
message through to say that Ms. Dolphin raise your hand and I might have missed it. So as often did 
you want to come in on any of the points that have been discussed so far? 
 
1:02:23 
Yes, thank you, sir. 
 
1:02:25 
My apologies. For missing missing your waist and 
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1:02:29 
apologies also because I think I should have raised my hand sooner. Could I if possible go back to the 
minerals sterilisation issue, if I may. So, the county council node, our position, very clear and quite a 
lengthy section of our local impact report. Quite clearly, as Miss Griffiths has explained, that you know, 
the DC o application does include will be small land allocated and permitted for mineral extraction. But 
if that juicio if consent is given, this would prohibit mich permitted extraction of that mineral. Now, from 
the mineral planning and authority perspective, Hanscom aggregates have not expressed any intention 
to not work that land. I'm also concerned to hear in Mr. GRIFFIS update that there are two landowners 
to land owners who are still not engaged and I am assuming Hanscom aggregates are one of those 
landowners. Now, county council I will the county council when those planning authority were just 
unclear how this issue will be can be resolved. Tomorrow's hearing I have asked for the case officer for 
the the quarry site to attend. And also my colleague Mr. Dash in deals with policy and that is to also 
attend. I don't know if it will be an item for discussion tomorrow on whether my colleagues do need to 
be there. But it's an issue that has been discussed between myself as a planning officer and the 
applicant. I do understand that they are happy and have still difficulties and engage in high school back 
aggregates. But as I have said, real concern about how this issue, how it how it can be moved forward, 
how it can be resolved. 
 
1:05:03 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think the first point I, you will have already seen my agenda for tomorrow 
and minerals wasn't listed on the agenda. But that doesn't prevent a discussion taking place on that 
item. And there are opportunities for interested parties to raise concerns such as that if you so wish. So 
I will make a note of that. And if there are parties that come along and wish to make representations on 
it, then please feel free to do so. Mr. GRIFFIS Do you have anything that you'd like to add at this point? 
 
1:05:33 
Yes, thank you, sir. My first first point is, as we set out in the schedule of negotiations, the applicant has 
been at pains to speak to Hanson. I would add go back history. Hanson did not respond to the non 
statutory consultation. They did not respond to the statutory consultation, they did not issue relevant 
representation, and they have not issued a written representation and they have not notified to be here 
today. That is, despite the notifications, the letters under Section 42 of the Planning Act 2008. And the 
direct approaches the applicant has made. So in terms of Miss Donovan's question about how he's 
trying to seek to engage them, the applicant is doing absolutely all it can to elicit a conversation with 
them and a discussion to ask the person first point. Second point is that, as I outlined in my my 
summary, the applicant looked at alternative locations for the substation, from the main site was the 
original proposal. But for the reasons I expressed, notably the impact of having such a large facility on 
land where there wasn't that type of infrastructure, the environmental impacts were such that the 
applicant and National Grid looked at alternatives. And they looked at alternatives at the existing 
substation, it was felt that there has to be a balance here, between the minerals consented area and 
the other environmental impacts and consolidating infrastructure in one area to minimise environmental 
impacts is is a prime example of that. And whilst National Grid we're looking at originally an air 
insulated technology to minimise footprint that has now been moved to a gas insulated footprints, which 
has a smaller footprint than the air insulated switchgear at substations. And that has resulted in the 
design that we have today. And I've mentioned the statement of common ground with national grid that 
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confirms that the proposal before you is the smallest footprint that for this substation and the extension. 
So that's the process we've gone through. And that has resulted and I don't think there is a resolution 
here other than acceptance, that there will be a sterilisation of minerals of and we've, we've calculated 
the sterilisation in our manual infrastructure Impact Assessment, which is rep one B hyphen 032. That's 
the volume of mineral that will be sterilised unfortunately is 18,000 cubic metres. That is out from the 
consented mineral under the consent of mineral permission. That is the sterilisation and due to the 
location, the extension that is going to be sterilised, we can't avoid that. However, this is the balancing 
act that has to be done between the sterilisation of 80,000 cubic metres of minerals, minerals that we 
understand there's that has that small volume of minerals compared to the amount available, and that's 
gonna be balanced with other environmental considerations for the location, the substation, on habitats, 
LBI, etc. And also thirdly, the fact that the need for renewable energy all that has to be in you're 
balancing exercise and you're writing your recommendation for Secretary of State and the Secretary 
State themselves will have to do the same balancing exercise. And it's our contention that small 
sterilisation is justified on the basis of us demonstrating that the route that the footprint is as small as it 
possibly can be, and the negative environmental effects of a substation in the alternative locations that 
we have considered. And then my final point is that of course, compensation will be available for the 
sterilisation of these minerals in the usual way. So just want to make those those points in response. So 
you're muted, I think I'm afraid. 
 
1:09:40 
Thank you, Mr. GRIFFIS. I can see from the compulsory acquisition shedule, that more recently, 
Hansen has confirmed receipt of the heads of terms that have been sent to them and that you are or 
the applicant is attempting to engage with Hanson to progress matters further. Do I take it from that that 
even though They may not be engaged in the process. There are lines of communication between the 
applicant and Hanson. To some extent. 
 
1:10:08 
There has been an acknowledgement of the head of the receipt of our proposed commercial head for 
terms. I think it's fair to say that's as far as its progressed. 
 
1:10:16 
And it was donathan. I just wonder if you could expand on on the council's position because from what 
I've heard from Mr. GRIFFIS is that this is a compulsory acquisition. Sure. And so I don't want to go into 
too much detail on the environmental impacts on it. But the landowner isn't engaging in the process of 
the compulsory acquisition side of things. And so I'd like to understand perhaps a bit more about where, 
where the County Council's concerns lie. It's not in relation to compulsory acquisition, presumably, but 
more in relation to the sterilisation or potential sterilisation of the land, which I think Mr. GRIFFIS is just 
acknowledged and framed within the context of the overall balance and exercise that needs to be 
undertaken. I'm sorry, I think Miss dolphin, you're on mute. Now you're doing what I've just done. 
 
1:11:11 
The minerals always planning authority being just very clear, and as I said, it was a very long section in 
our local impact report on this particular issue. We accept that small stimulation, sterilisation of mineral 
will not have viability issues on the working of that chlorine. And I think we've said that we recognise it 
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is a small amount of mineral, a 2000, I think it was, that is Griffith mentioned, is the is the actual 
mounted mineral that would be sterilised except that there would not be any possibility to work that 
mineral. Before the extension of the substation, we have used the word sort of in principle objection. 
Because we are just hoping and looking for the site operator, to say that they're willing, you know, that 
they have no intention to work that land a little bit move, just like that engagement, that that 
communication between the applicant and Hanscom aggregates to just for them to be really clear that 
they're happy with the algorithm, it's not quite the right word that they would use, that they they were 
not willing not to lose that amount of mineral. We, I don't particularly want to speak for my colleagues 
who will be at the hearing. And I think I will ask them to be there, because they are the experts. But we 
feel as a county council that we have no alternative to take the position that we have taken. And as 
expressed in that local impact report that however small that loss of mineral, there is a loss to the 
mineral land bank. And if you say that that's okay to lose that small quantity, then you're opening up, 
you know, problems in the future. It's not necessarily about the size of that mineral loss. It's the 
principle of that loss. And there is a conflict between the CCO application and an extent planning 
permission. And I'm hope that lines of engagement communication can be opened up the plants can 
aggregate to just resolve this issue. But I think that that is our position. In a nutshell, in a nutshell. 
 
1:14:08 
resolver Thank you. Thank you very much for that. I think that gives a bit more context. And I think it's 
probably better for us to have this discussion in tomorrow's hearing, as opposed to the compulsory 
acquisition during today. And that we will be able to keep the environmental matters separate to this 
discussion. So I've made a note of the concerns now. And I'm going to propose that at the beginning of 
tomorrow's hearing, I make it clear that we'll be discussing that point, as well. So if your colleagues are 
coming along that that would be useful. 
 
1:14:36 
So if I could just certainly have some quick points. One is, yes, we are. I can reassure Miss Donovan 
that we are through Gately Hamer seeking to have that line of communication as I think we hopefully 
we've clearly demonstrated in our shared live negotiations. So I can give that reassurance that we are 
seeking to have that communication. And my second point is as you've heard, If any, no matter how 
small the sterilisation from the course acquisition, there'll be an objection. That comes back to what I 
was saying earlier and the course acquisition tests that you have this actually state has to balance, 
competing interests. And in locations for developments such as this, there are going to be quite often 
competing interests. And this is where the balancing exercise has to come in. And we set out our case 
and we repeat the case I've mentioned previously as I'll be, as I've already done it, but it is that 
balancing exercise in our case, our submission is that the need and the work that the applicants done 
on alternatives outweighs that small sterilisation. But we I appreciate we're going to cover this in more 
detail tomorrow. 
 
1:15:40 
And just one one final point there, presumably whether or not the county council maintains the objection 
and whether or not Hanson engage the sterilisation point would stand anyway, because the land would 
be sterilised irrespective of the parties, respective positions on this. And so that's I assume it's 
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something that the Secretary of State will need to take into account is what you're saying as part of the 
balance 
 
1:16:03 
that is actually said that even if we do negotiate and engage with Hanson, we'd obviously want to reach 
agreement with them and the lines that Miss Donovan has mentioned and agree heads, heads 
determines for an option. However, the basic point stands there would still be sterilisation, and 
therefore that sterilisation needs to be balanced in the overarching need and impact of alternatives in 
order for you and then to make a recommendation and a secretary state to make their decision. 
 
1:16:32 
But for the purposes of the compulsory acquisition hearing today, Hanson quarry products limited 
hadn't objected to the inclusion of compulsory acquisition powers in the order as such a disappointing 
in the examination, is that correct? That is correct. Thank you, Mr. GRIFFIS? Thank you, Mr. Jonathan. 
And we can pick up on some of these points again tomorrow, as I said, Does anyone else have any 
other matters they'd like to raise? either. Right now we're under item six. I'm not seeing any hands 
going up. And if anyone does wish to come in and do please feel free to turn your camera microphone 
on and just coming at this point. Now, I will in that case, thank you all very much. I think that completes 
the discussion for today's compulsory acquisition hearing. If you have spoken today, please, can I ask 
you to provide a written version of your submissions by deadlines three, which is Tuesday, the sixth of 
October. As I mentioned earlier, the hearing was recorded and the recording will be published on the 
national infrastructure website. As soon as possible after the hearing, it may take a day or two. So if 
you don't see it immediately, it I can assure you, it is going up as soon as possible. And clap. Thank 
you all again, for your participation today. Just a quick reminder that the next hearing is tomorrow, and 
that will be issued specific hearing to into environmental matters. We start I think they're intimate 
conferences listed for 930 and the hearing for 10 o'clock. Am I look forward to seeing some of you that 
but in the meantime, I hope you all enjoy the rest of your day. It's now 13 minutes past 11 And the 
hearing is now closed. Thank you all very much. 
 
1:18:22 
Thank you, sir. Bye 
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