
 

 

Thank you for opportunity to speak today. We would respectfully request that email correspondence provided to 
the Examining Authority yesterday is included as evidence within these compulsory acquisition hearings, as for 
completeness, it restates our representations made at the open floor hearings.  
 

Our request today is that WPD provide detail on some specific matters - 1 week before 17th December (say 10th) 
would be helpful - so it can inform our responses, specifically: 

 

 How did the route alignment change after the decision not to proceed with Bryn Llewellyn on 8th May 2014, as 
the extent of compulsory acquisition should have been significantly reduced?  

 
Please could we have sight of all correspondence between RWE and WPD regarding options explored for route 
alignment changes, made as a result of the huge significance of the Bryn Llewellyn decision not proceeding?  

   

 Further, exactly what apparatus has changed between stages 2 and 3? 
 
o Many landowners have cited changes as per their Heads of Terms. 
o We’re not sure there aren’t even more changes even from those notified in Heads of Terms. As a result of 

hearings over the past few days, we re-examined our Heads of Terms received on 14th November 2015 which 
quotes pole numbers 138 to 144 inclusive (7 poles comprising 1 H pole and 6 single), but the pole numbers 
provided to the Examining Authority as part of the site visit itinerary provided on 1st December for the visit on 
2nd December 2015 states pole numbers 137 to 144 (8 poles and we are now unclear as to their configuration).  

o If that’s just our case, then what exactly is being signed off across the entire route under the auspice of the 
Compulsory Acquisition process?   As landowners represented by BJP, and I am sure probably all the others 
affected, we would like a complete reconciliation of all the changes across the entire route, pole numbers and 
their configuration by landowner, so we can all understand exactly what the process involves, and whether all 
procedures are being properly followed.   

 
                                                           ************ 

We have been reflecting on the representations within these hearings, and would respectfully ask for consideration 
of the following:  

 Within Human Rights, it states we (land and property owners) ‘have the right to enjoy our property 
peacefully’. 
Furthermore, ‘a public authority cannot take away property or place restrictions on the use of property 
without very good reason, and there must be procedures in place to check that a fair balance has been struck 
between the public interest and the individual’s right to their land and property. 
That fair balance, we would suggest is that WPD are indeed granted the connection (subject to satisfactory 
evidence of what really is the best and most direct route alignment) so satisfying the public interest, but that  
it is  placed underground, which satisfies our individual right to the enjoyment of our land and property. 
   

 However, this is not just an ‘individual’ right. Beautiful landscapes contribute greatly to people’s health, 
wealth, culture and lifestyles, and particularly mental wellbeing. (Scottish natural heritage. Gov. uk).  
 
The strength of feeling expressed by the communities of people affected by this proposed scheme is profound, 
and we have spoken about fear for the loss of this beauty, an essential part of our local community identity, 
and from this, the consequential loss of mental wellbeing to us now, and of the future generations, from these 
unsightly apparatus. The costs to society of poor mental health and well-being are very significant, and it is 
obvious that anything that causes this is indeed not in the public interest. 
 

The Wellbeing and Future Generations (Wales) Act makes public bodies (including our Local Authorities & 
Natural Resources bodies for Wales) think more about the long-term, work better with people and 
communities and each other, look to prevent problems and take a more joined-up approach, creating a Wales 
that we all want to live in, now and in the future, through well-being goals.    
 

We would ask if evidence can be provided that all of our questions posed within both Human Rights 
Legislation and the Wellbeing and Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 have been fully considered within this 
proposal, that all of these considerations are fully factored into the costs of this proposed scheme, and that 



 

 

the fair balance between individual and public interest has really been taken into account, and that these can 
be evidenced. 

  



 

 

Sent to: Examining Inspector, the Planning Inspectorate 
 

The Planning Inspectorate, Mr M Broderick. 
FAO Mrs Catherine King, 
3/18 Eagle Wing 
Temple Quay House 
2 The Square 
Bristol 
BS1 6PN 
  

Our Ref BFC- AFP077  
Your reference: EN020016 
 
 
17th December 2015 

 
 
Dear Mr Broderick 
 
Re: Information on Heads of Terms (HoTs) sent to H V & K I Miles by Western 
Power Distribution (WPD) to support further evidence for ‘ExA’ as part of Deadline 3: 
17th December 2015  
 
With regard to the above, and your request at the Hearings that all parties find a way 
to discuss HoTs, we still find ourselves in a position that we cannot sign the HoTs.  
 
Wider generic issues for non-signing have been submitted by our Land Agent, Mr 
Iwan Jones BJP on behalf of all landowners, with which we concur. Specifically in 
our case, we also have the following issues: 
 

 WPD have never met with us to go through the HoTs so it could be a 
’mutually agreed document’ by both parties as suggested. Consequently, it 
remains very one-sided and does not address the farm business, or injurious 
affection impacts, of either easements or poles on our land holding, as well as 
seemingly waiving our rights which in earlier representations made to you, we 
are not prepared to do 

 We have an existing overhead line which crosses our land, which verbally 
WPD offered to bury, and which at the Compulsory Acquisition Hearing was 
also requested, but this was not reflected in the HoTs or in subsequent 
correspondence. 

 We received a registered letter on 14th December 2015 which surprised us as 
WPD were seeking confirmation of land ownership for a piece of ground in the 
middle of our farm that logically could only ever be ours, which does not 
inspire confidence in their surveys on, or their understanding of, our property. 
We also do not know whether there will be even more poles on our 
landholding as a result.  

 We have no understanding on the degree of tree felling of mature oaks which 
accompanies the proposal which is clearly unacceptable 

 We believe the extent of easement, and number of easements, to be 
excessive and without explanation cannot understand the need for them 



 

 

 A schedule of apparatus changes between consultation stage 2 and 3 cite a 
pole number (pole 145) never assigned to our property – we think there has 
been confusion with another landowner but if this schedule has also been 
supplied to you then clearly you will also be misinformed. The same schedule 
cites that poles 141 and 142 are moved to field boundaries – we have 
requested full burial of all poles throughout, but these 2 poles do cross right 
through the middle of a park field of mature oaks so at least recognises our 
de-minimum request to protect these trees. WPD whilst recognising other 
similar requests to, at the very least, move all the poles into field boundaries, 
will not agree, and do not give reasons why this is the case. 

 Many landowners have cited changes as per their Heads of Terms - our 
Heads of Terms received on 14th November 2015 quotes pole numbers 138 
to 144 inclusive (7 poles comprising 1 H pole and 6 single), but the pole-
numbers provided to the Examining Authority as part of the site visit itinerary 
provided on 1st December for the visit on 2nd December 2015 states pole 
numbers 137 to 144 (8 poles and we are now unclear as to their 
configuration). Again, as previously stated if that’s just our case, then what 
exactly is being signed off across the entire route under the auspice of the 
Compulsory Acquisition process?   
 
As landowners represented by BJP, and I am sure probably all the others 
affected, at the compulsory acquisition hearing, we asked for a complete 
reconciliation of changes along the route.  
 
Through this process, we now request a complete and more importantly, 
accurate reconciliation of all the changes across the entire route, pole 
numbers and their configuration by landowner, and extent and number of 
easements,  so we can all understand exactly what the process involves, and 
whether all procedures are being properly followed.   We would respectfully 
suggest that WPD cannot proceed any further until this is provided. 

 
 

 Yours faithfully, 
 
 
 
 Howard and Karen Miles 

 

 



 

 

 
The Planning Inspectorate, Mr M Broderick. 
FAO Mrs Catherine King, 
3/18 Eagle Wing 
Temple Quay House 
2 The Square 
Bristol 
BS1 6PN 
  

24th November 2015 
 

Our Ref BFC- AFP077  

Your reference: EN020016 

 

 

Dear Mr Broderick / Mrs King 

 
Re: Brechfa Forest Connection 

 
Thank you for your correspondence dated 13th October 2015 outlining the next 
steps in the Examination Procedure.  Our representation at the open hearing has 
already been formally indicated by our land agent, Mr Iwan Jones, BJP, but we 
thought it may be useful to also confirm this in writing. 

 
To this end, we would like to confirm that we would like our views to be heard via 
oral representations at the open hearings on 30th November 2015 and 1st December 
2015. We would also like to lodge our representation for the issue specific hearings 
on 8th, 9th and 10th December 2015 as appropriate, especially in regard to landscape 
issues. 

 
We would also like to request that a site inspection is undertaken on our land on 1st 
December 2015, as we are incurring significant visual impairment and subsequent 
injurious affection, and we would appreciate it if you could witness the impact of this 
first hand  

 
 At the open hearing, the matters we would like to cover are as follows: 

 

 We wish to make it absolutely clear we have never had any objections to the 
lines being installed underground but have a continuing and ongoing 
objection to the line being constructed over ground. We would like to draw to 
your attention that we have the unanimous support of Carmarthen County 
Council in expressing this view, and like the Council, we concur that we can 
see no reasonable argument as to why over-grounding is being pursued 
other than one of cost; 

 We believe the interest of property / land owners has been disregarded by 
WPD/Freedom Group. We would like to know if the Good Governance 
Institute procedures have been followed and whether landowner feedback 



 

 

has been independently collated for your consideration, so that landowner 
views are fully reflected; 

 Correspondence issued by WPD is not informative, for instance, we still do 
not know with any certainty the ‘exact’ location of the poles and whether their 
alignment is fixed and final. In particular, there is no clarification on why the 
route is proceeding as ‘broadly indicated’ by WPD, given that the Bryn 
Llewellyn installation is now not taking place. On landowners reckoning the 
current indicated route zigzags far more than it ought with far more intrusive 
H-poles in play as a result    

 We only received the Heads of Terms on the 14th November 2015 after 
numerous requests by our land agent. On their receipt, there are many 
unresolved issues which leave us in a position where we cannot sign, as we 
are waiving too many rights to do so e.g. there is a clause in the Heads of 
Terms that states that upon their signing, we will have to agree not to object 
to the application for a DCO and further will agree to a number of protective 
provisions and rights to WPD. This feels exceptionally pre-emptive, especially 
as the Planning Inspectorate is still deliberating on the application and Heads 
of Terms should only be presented to land/property owners after a decision is 
made. At this stage we would not be able to participate in the fair process 
your role is trying to oversee – open floor hearings etc - which feels 
procedurally poor; 

 Within the HoTs, there is no mention of how injurious affection will be dealt 
with which would allow us to make an informed decision; for ourselves, our 
property value will be significantly affected. Further, we have no assurance 
that in their signing, we are not leaving an open option to even worse 
intrusion in the future, namely, metal pylons and this lack of clarity at this 
stage is extremely concerning. 

  
We would respectfully request that all the above is taken into account and wanted to 
make you aware that as land/property owners we feel very disenfranchised with the 
whole process and the way WPD/Freedom is trying to pre-empt due process. In 
light of these points, we would ask that the assertion made on 6th October 2015 - 
that you wish to ensure a fair and equitable process is genuinely conducted - is 
restated to WPD, as we consider that at present actions being taken do not make 
this feel the case.  
  
Yours sincerely, 
  
  
  
  

 

 

Howard and Karen Miles 
 
 

 
 

 



From: Karen Miles (Hywel Dda Health Board - Director of Finance, Planning & Performance )
To: Brechfa Connection; Stella Perrett; kathryn.king@pins.gsi.gov.uk
Cc:
Subject: Personal: Compulsory Acquisition Hearing on 2nd December 2015 - Brechfa Forest Connection

Dear Mr Broderick
 
Written representation on behalf of Mr HV & Mrs KI Miles, Gwili Vale, Pontarsais, Carmarthen
SA32 7DU in lieu of representation at today’s compulsory acquisition hearing
 
As a matter of courtesy,  please accept my apologies as work commitments will not permit my
attendance today, but I hope to attend tomorrow.
 
As a matter of record, however, we would like our 3 oral representations made at the Open

Floor Hearing on 30th November and 1 December 2015 to be taken into account in the
proceedings today.
 
In particular, like the vast majority of other representations made by landowners, we feel that
Western Power Distribution (WPD) has undertaken a very tokenistic approach to consultation,
and indeed, ‘discussion’ and any ‘negotiation’ with landowners has taken the form of a posted

Heads of Terms (HoTs), which was only received on 14th November 2015, and which:
    

·         does not provide with any certainty the ‘exact’ location of the poles and whether
their alignment is fixed and final. In particular, there is no clarification on why the
route is proceeding as ‘broadly indicated’ by WPD, given that the Bryn Llewellyn
installation is now not taking place. On landowners reckoning the current indicated
route is entirely the wrong one in light of Bryn Llewellyn not proceeding, zigzags far
more than it ought with far more intrusive H-poles in play as a result, and, in our
case causes a criss-cross of existing and proposed new lines  

·         contains  many unresolved issues which WPD have made no attempt to discuss with
us, and which leave us in a position where we cannot sign the HoTs, as we are
waiving too many rights to do so e.g. there is a clause in the Heads of Terms that
states that upon their signing, we will have to agree not to object to the application
for a DCO and further will agree to a number of protective provisions and rights to
WPD. As previously stated, this feels exceptionally pre-emptive, given you are still
deliberating the application.  At this stage we would not be able to participate in
the fair process your role is trying to oversee – open floor hearings, compulsory
acquisition hearings etc - which feels exceptionally poor procedurally

·         Within the HoTs, there is no mention of how injurious affection will be dealt with
which would allow us to make an informed decision; for ourselves, our property
value will be significantly affected. Further, we have no assurance that in their
signing, we are not leaving an open option to even worse intrusion in the future,
namely, metal pylons and this lack of clarity at this stage is extremely concerning.

 
Last night, after the site visit, where it could be appreciated firsthand what an intrusion these
pole and lines will be, we made a further oral representation.   The home and farm which we



have designed and built ourselves is the culmination of 30 years effort, which has also embraced
an even greater commitment to safeguarding the beauty of the valley for everyone’s pleasure,
whilst planning the house around maximising a 180 degree view of the exceptionally pretty
landscape views of the valley. Whenever we have built agricultural buildings, we have cut into
the valley side and stone-walled, so as to make them as unobtrusive and sympathetic to the
landscape as we can, never allowing anything to dominate over the beauty of the valley itself.  
We have worked closely with the Environment Agency, double fencing along the River Gwili to
create a haven for wildlife, fauna and flora.
 
The proposed poles and cables will cut through nearly every field of our farm, and this will be in
addition to an existing line which already crosses our land. Early on an offer was made by WPD to
bury these poles so why not bury the new ones as we’ve requested?
 
The proposed poles occupy our main silage fields. Indeed the H pole and its stays plus 1 single
pole occupy probably our most productive silage field, and that is on top of 4 existing poles for
the current line already in this field. The new line will cross the existing line, visually dominating
the landscape with poles upon even bigger unsightly poles, and lines upon lines – an untenable
thought.  We are most concerned about the new pole and lines crossing what we and the
neighbours all affectionately call the ‘park field’, as it has 5 broad oaks set in the middle of the
field from top to bottom, which are hundreds of years old and are absolutely stunning.  Poles will
mar this beauty and that is nothing short of an absolute travesty.    
 
Finally, whilst no-one truly ‘owns’ a beautiful view, some of us have the great privilege of being
custodians in terms of their safeguarding their immense value to every generation and no-one
person or company has a right to destroy.  To this end, we continue to request that the route is
completely reviewed, that overhead lines are fully eliminated, and further that compulsory
acquisition is completely ruled out and that our beautiful landscape is protected, and this can be
achieved by undergrounding which we would fully support and accommodate.
 
Yours faithfully
 
Howard and Karen Miles




