
 

EN020002 / Bramford to Twinstead Reinforcement 

Post-examination Submissions 
 
Last updated: 12 September 2024 

Date Examination Closed: 12 March 2024 

Date of Recommendation Report: 12 June 2024 

Date of Decision: 12 September 2024 
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Secretary of State consultation 1 dated 17 July 2024 

No.   Date 

C1-001 Secretary of States consultation 1 letter 17 July 2024 

 

Responses to Secretary of State’s consultation 1 dated 17 July 2024 

No. Name / Organisation On behalf of Receipt Date Date Sent to 
SoS 

C1-002 Chris Leney  Brooks Leney 23 July 2024 8 August 
2024 

C1-003 Shepherd and 
Wedderburn LLP 

East Anglia 
THREE 
Limited 

5 August 2024 8 August 
2024 

C1-004 Addleshaw Goddard LLP Network Rail 
Infrastructure 

7 August 2024 8 August 
2024 

C1-005 National Grid Electricity 
Transmission Plc 

 7 August 2024 8 August 
2024 

 
 

Submissions made to the Planning Inspectorate during Recommendation stage 
 

No. Name / Organisation  On behalf of Receipt Date Date sent to 
SoS 

PIR-001 UK Power Networks   8 March 2024 12 June 2024 

PIR-002 Anglian Water  20 March 2024 12 June 2024 

 
 

 
 

Submissions made to the Planning Inspectorate during Decision stage 
 

Submissions made to the Department during Recommendation stage 
 

No. Name / Organisation On behalf of Receipt Date 

DR-001 Tony Howcroft  5 February 2024 



 

No. Name / Organisation On behalf of Receipt Date Date sent to SoS 

PID-001 Chris Leney  Brooks 
Leney 

2 July 2024 2 July 2024 

PID-002 National Grid 
Electricity 
Transmission Plc 

 6 September 
2024 

9 September 2024 

 
 

Submissions made to the Department during Decision stage 
 

No. Name / 
Organisation 

On behalf of Receipt Date 

DD-001 Suffolk County 
Council 

 9 July 2024 

 



 

 

 

 

 

National Infrastructure Planning 

[sent via email: 

BramfordtoTwinstead@planninginspectorate.gov.uk] 

 

20th March 2024 

 

 

 

Dear Sirs / Madams, 
 
I write on behalf of Anglian Water Services Limited (“Anglian Water”) in relation to the 
application for The National Grid (Bramford to Twinstead Reinforcement) Order (the 
“Application”). Anglian Water has previously submitted both a Relevant 

Representation and a Written Representation in this matter. 
 
With reference to the content of those previous submissions, I can confirm that 

commercial terms between the Applicant and Anglian Water have been agreed, and 
that these have now been formalised by way of a completed agreement. Protective 
Provisions for the benefit of Anglian Water are included in the Order and are agreed 
between the parties.  
 
Please accept this letter as Anglian Water’s formal notice of the withdrawal of our 
existing representations regarding the Application. For the avoidance of any doubt, the 
Examining Authority should place no weight on any of the withdrawn representations. 
 
I would be grateful if receipt of this letter could be acknowledged. 
 

Yours faithfully, 
 

Tessa Saunders 
Strategic & Spatial Planning Manager 

 

 

 

 

Anglian Water Services  

Lancaster House, Lancaster Way,  
Ermine Business Park, Huntingdon, 
Cambridgeshire. PE29 6XU 

 

www.anglianwater.co.uk  

 

Our ref: BTNO/Withdrawal  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





From: Chris Leney
To: BramfordtoTwinstead
Subject: Bramford to Twinstead - Application by National Grid Electricity Transmission (60820)
Date: 02 July 2024 08:19:31
Attachments: image328476.jpg

image748222.png
image310363.png
image376835.png
image952160.png

Dear Sirs,
Whilst I appreciate that the examining authority has published its notification of completion of the Examination, I felt I had to
update the Inspectorate on the behaviour of the developer (National Grid), in relation to terms agreed with affected
landowners for voluntary agreements.
I have one particular client where terms for a voluntary Agreement for a Deed of Easement, small land sale and other
associated matters, were agreed with National Grid in autumn 2023 and Heads of Terms were signed by my client on the 8th

January 2024.
These Heads of Terms provided for the developer to contribute to the construction of a new sugar beet pad on my client’s land
– something that was offered by National Grid’s agent. Given the terms agreed with National Grid, my clients felt that these
were good enough for them to forego their ability to object to the Scheme, and therefore signed the Heads of Terms.
National Grid have in the last week or so withdrawn the terms of Agreement that was made with my client and as a result my
client is now worse off, to the tune of approximately £165,000. My client is extremely shocked at National Grid’s behaviour
and is concerned that his position has been prejudiced and he has missed the opportunity to object to the Scheme, due to
National Grid’s underhand behaviour and false promises in respect of terms being offered. I am not aware as to whether this is
an isolated incident, but if it is not then the “man on the Clapham omnibus” may well consider that National Grid have been
somewhat underhanded in effectively putting terms on the table, which result in a landowner not objecting to the Scheme, but
then withdrawing the terms after the Public Enquiries have closed. In my mind this casts serious doubt on whether National
Grid have been entirely upfront in their treatment of landowners and the representations that they will have made to the
Public Hearings.
Given these facts, I hope that the Planning Inspectorate and panel will give careful consideration as to whether the developer
should be provided with compulsory powers as part of any decision.
If you would like any further information , then please do contact me on one of the numbers below.
Yours faithfully,
Chris

CHRIS LENEY​​​​MRICS FAAV REV |Partner
For & on behalf of Brooks Leney

Mobile: Direct: Email: 
PA: Debbie Allum  | Email:  
Hyntle Barn, Hill Farm, Hintlesham|Ipswich|IP8 3NJ| |Offices at Ipswich, Bury St Edmunds, Colchester & Eye
All correspondence is sent Subject to Contract, unless specified to the contrary.

rooks Leney are AMC Agents. Do call me if you wish to discuss any borrowing requirements you may have for your business. 

Follow us on Social Media

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and may also be legally privileged. This email is intended only for the named recipient above. If you have received it in error please notify us immediately by reply email and
then delete this message from your system. Please do not copy it, distribute it, disclose its contents to any other person or use it for any purpose: to do so could be a breach of confidence. Email transmission is not guaranteed to be secure
or error free as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, incomplete or contain viruses. Brooks Leney do not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents or attachments to this message, which arise as a result of
email transmission. 

WARNING Professional firms and their clients are increasingly being targeted by fraudsters. You should always remain vigilant to potential fraud. If you receive an
unexpected email from us, requesting your bank details or requesting that you send money to an alternative account, please telephone your contact at Brooks Leney by phone
immediately and do not transfer any funds to the account shown on the email without first confirming the details. Similarly, if you should send bank details to us by email,
please also telephone us so that we can confirm the details before any funds are transferred. We must inform you that Brooks Leney cannot take responsibility if you transfer
money to the wrong bank account.

mailto:BramfordtoTwinstead@planninginspectorate.gov.uk
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fbrooksleney.co.uk%2Femployee%2Fchris-leney%2F&data=05%7C02%7Cbramfordtotwinstead%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C4568e8ba36f0438558f908dc9a674e0c%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638555015706917048%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=4qUHwVwmjfRB61lpQ%2BbRbicKMYhB1iKVJl7w13KkLTI%3D&reserved=0

BROOKS LENEY

YOUR LAND OUR ENOWILEDGE





















From: Tom White
To: BramfordtoTwinstead
Cc: James Parker; Jagdeep Parmar; Shania Beynon
Subject: Bramford to Twinstead Reinforcement - Submission on behalf of National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc
Date: 06 September 2024 14:41:05
Importance: High

Dear Sirs,
 
We act on behalf of National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc (“National Grid”) in relation to the Bramford to Twinstead
Reinforcement project.
 
We write in respect of National Grid’s Response (of 7 August 2024) to the Request for Information issued on behalf of the
Secretary of State (https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-
content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020002/EN020002-001896-
8.13.1%20Applicant's%20Response%20to%20Request%20for%20Information%20dated%2017%20July%202024.pdf). 
 
Further to matters set out in Paragraph 6 of National Grid’s Response, we are pleased to confirm that the Interface
Agreement with TC East Anglia One OFTO Limited is now complete.
 
We would be grateful for acknowledgement of safe receipt of this email.
 
Your faithfully,
 
Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP
 

Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP
Governor’s House, 5 Laurence Pountney Hill, London EC4R 0BR, United Kingdom

       
 

Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP 

Governor’s House, 5 Laurence Pountney Hill, London EC4R 0BR, UK
DX 92 London/Chancery Lane 
t: +44 (0)20 3400 1000 f: +44 (0)20 3400 1111 w:  

This email is from a law firm. It is confidential and may be covered by legal privilege. If you have received this email in error, please notify us
immediately and delete it (including any attachments). You should not disclose its contents to any other person. We may monitor and record
electronic communications in accordance with applicable laws and regulations. Where appropriate, we may also share certain information you
give us with our other offices (including in other countries) and select third parties. For further information (including details of your privacy
rights and how to exercise them), see our updated Privacy Notice at 

Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP is a limited liability partnership registered in England and Wales (registered number OC315919)and a
member of the BCLP Group (a "BCLP Firm") authorised and regulated by the Solicitors Regulation Authority under number 426866. A list of
partners is open to inspection at its registered office: Governor’s House, 5 Laurence Pountney Hill, London EC4R 0BR, UK. Within the BCLP
Group, 'partner' is used to refer to a member, or an employee or consultant with equivalent standing and/or qualifications as required, of the
BCLP Firm in which they practise. In the US, all our partners are members. For further information, see our website legal notices
( ).

mailto:BramfordtoTwinstead@planninginspectorate.gov.uk
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020002/EN020002-001896-8.13.1%20Applicant's%20Response%20to%20Request%20for%20Information%20dated%2017%20July%202024.pdf
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https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020002/EN020002-001896-8.13.1%20Applicant's%20Response%20to%20Request%20for%20Information%20dated%2017%20July%202024.pdf


 

 

 

 

Dear Secretary of State, 

 

Bramford to Twindstead Pylon line project 

Firstly, I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate you on your appointment 

as Secretary of State. As your departmental civil servants are aware, Suffolk County 

Council has, for many years, been closely engaged with the consenting process for 

energy infrastructure and has sought to make a constructive contribution to this 

difficult, but ultimately necessary, process. 

The County Council has been supportive in principle of the Bramford to Twinstead 

pylon project. As the Council set out to the Planning Inspectorate, it is satisfied that 

National Grid, in collaboration with communities and statutory consultees, has 

proposed a scheme that responds to the sensitivities of landscape, place, and 

communities, with a great deal of care. 

However, the Council is, as it has already set out to the Planning Inspectorate, 

disappointed that National Grid Electricity Transmission have sought to deliver the 

scheme with insufficient safeguards to ensure that their appointed construction 

contractors are subject to effective oversight and control, by the relevant Local 

Authorities. The County Council would be grateful if, in making your decision on this 

matter, you could ensure that appropriate consideration is given to the 

representations the Council made, jointly with other Authorities, at Deadline 9 of the 

examination1. 

 
1 https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-
content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020002/EN020002-001641-Suffolk%20County%20Council%20-
%20Comments%20on%20submissions%20received%20at%20Deadline%208.pdf 

 
Enquiries to: Phil Watson –Strategic Energy 
Projects Manager  

Email: suffolk.gov.uk   

 

Date:  9th July 2024 

 

Rt Hon Ed Miliband MP  

Secretary of State for Energy Security and 
Net Zero 

 

Department for Energy Security and Net 
Zero 

55 Whitehall 

London 

SW1A 2HP 

 

BY EMAIL 

 

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020002/EN020002-001641-Suffolk%20County%20Council%20-%20Comments%20on%20submissions%20received%20at%20Deadline%208.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020002/EN020002-001641-Suffolk%20County%20Council%20-%20Comments%20on%20submissions%20received%20at%20Deadline%208.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020002/EN020002-001641-Suffolk%20County%20Council%20-%20Comments%20on%20submissions%20received%20at%20Deadline%208.pdf


 

The County Council considers that such controls are reasonable, appropriate, and 

necessary, in order to safeguard the environment and amenity of local communities 

during the construction of the project, and to ensure the restoration, mitigation, and 

Biodiversity Net Gain proposals, that it is essential for the scheme to deliver, are 

achieved. 

The Council, of course, remains ready to work with the developer, to ensure 

adequate and effective control does not jeopardise the timely delivery of this project. 

 

Yours sincerely,      

                          

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cllr Richard Rout 

Deputy to the Leader, for Nationally 

Significant Infrastructure Projects  



From: Docherty, Katie (Energy Security)
To: new.case@beis.ecase.co.uk
Subject: FW: Tony Howcroft (Case Ref: JC48990)
Date: 06 February 2024 08:30:34

From: James Cartlidge MP parliament.uk> 
Sent: Monday, February 5, 2024 1:34 PM
To: BEIS Correspondence <correspondence@energysecurity.gov.uk>
Subject: Tony Howcroft (Case Ref: JC48990)
Good afternoon,

Please see the below correspondence that I have received from my constituent Tony Howcroft, of
Chestnut Grove, Bures Road, Assington, CO10 5NF. 

I would be grateful if you could please look into this matter and provide Tony, through me, with a
response to the points that they have raised. 

I look forward to hearing from you in due course.

Regards,
James

James Cartlidge MP
Member of Parliament for South Suffolk

(sent on his behalf)
Edwin Smith
Office of James Cartlidge MP 
________________________________________
From: Tony Howcroft 
Sent: 24 January 2024 18:50
To: CARTLIDGE, James parliament.uk>
Cc: martin nielsen 
Subject: Re: Parish Councils’ concern with strategic options for Bramford-Twinstead
Address added to comply with protocol:

On 24 Jan 2024, at 19:04, Tony Howcroft  wrote:

﻿

Dear James,

We have discussed previously the group of Parish Councils
(from Polstead to Bures St Mary) and their combined
proposals for improvements to the Bramford-Twinstead
scheme to reduce the impact on our local area. I
understand that your focus is principally on pursuing the
offshore strategy for future projects, but we believe that



our most recent submission )
has significant implications for the Examination process for
Bramford-Twinstead: a new cable technology has been
brought to market by a US company - TS Conductor - which
received seed funding from National Grid, which we
believe would obviate the need for the new pylon line
altogether.

We believe that this information means NGET was
mistaken in its application documents

, §1.3.7) when it
said that ‘there have been no changes identified to the
relevant technical or cost considerations that suggest that
the outcome of the SOR 2011 does not remain valid on
technical grounds.’ Given the obligation on the applicant to
demonstrate value for money in every aspect of its
proposal - hence its refusal to consider incremental
undergrounding - we believe there is significant risk to the
integrity of the process if the alternative that we highlight is
not considered.

We plan to share our concerns with Claire Coutinho as the
responsible Secretary of State, but would also be very
grateful if you would consider taking up this approach on
our behalf.

Please let me know if you need any more detail from us on
this.

Best regards - see you soon

TH, on behalf of the Parish Councils
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