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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Planning Statement has been prepared to accompany an application by National Grid 
Electricity Transmission plc (National Grid) for a Development Consent Order (DCO) under 
Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (the Act) for a new 400,000 volt (400kV) overhead line 
connection between the existing Canterbury North 400kV Substation in Canterbury and the 
permitted Richborough 400kV Substation near Sandwich, in Kent.  Together with additional 
infrastructure identified as Associated Development and the removal of the existing 132,000 
volt (132kV) overhead line between Richborough and Canterbury, this is known as the 
Richborough Connection project (the proposed development). 

The proposed development falls within the administrative boundaries of Kent County, 
Canterbury City, Thanet District and Dover District Councils in the south east of England.   

The proposed development is required to provide the necessary electricity transmission 
infrastructure, to facilitate the development of the Nemo Link® which will provide greater 
opportunities for the UK to trade in wider European power markets by exporting energy and to 
take advantage of energy generated by renewable sources in Europe.  This will assist the UK 
in meeting its renewable energy targets.   

This Planning Statement considers the compliance of the proposed development as a whole 
with the requirements of relevant planning policy.  An assessment has been made against 
National Policy Statements (NPS) EN-1 (Overarching Policy Statement for Energy) and EN-5 
(Electricity Networks Infrastructure), which form the primary policy context against which the 
Richborough Connection project should be assessed.   

This Planning Statement demonstrates that the scheme is supported both in principle and 
within the detail of the scheme, when considered against the ‘assessment principles’ and 
‘generic impacts’ required by NPSs EN-1 and EN-5.   

The Planning Statement has assessed the proposed development against the National 
Planning Policy Framework policies which are considered to be of relevance to the proposed 
development.  The Planning Statement has also considered the proposed development 
against Local Plan policies; recognising that such policies may be material considerations in 
the context of an application for development consent.  Although there are no explicit policies 
which reference the proposed development, the Richborough Connection project is broadly 
consistent with the objectives of those plans with regard to minimising adverse effects arising 
from construction and operational activities.  

The Act requires that an application for development consent should be decided in accordance 
with NPSs EN-1 and EN-5.  It is the conclusion of this Planning Statement that the proposed 
development is in accordance with the NPSs providing significant benefits in supporting the 
security of the UK’s energy supply.   

It is not considered that there are any adverse effects which would outweigh the benefits of 
the proposed development.  Overall, it is considered that the planning balance lies strongly in 
favour of the grant of development consent for the proposed development. 

  





Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final ii January 2016 

 

Table of Contents 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ..................................................................................................................... I 

1 INTRODUCTION ..................................................................................................................... 1 

1.1 Overview ................................................................................................................................ 1 

1.2 Purpose and structure .......................................................................................................... 1 

2 BACKGROUND ...................................................................................................................... 3 

2.1 National Grid .......................................................................................................................... 3 

2.2 Need for the proposed development.................................................................................... 3 

2.3 Overview of the proposed development .............................................................................. 4 

2.4 Planning Act 2008 and TEN-E Regulation EU 347/2013 ...................................................... 5 

2.5 Application for the DCO ........................................................................................................ 5 

2.6 Draft DCO ............................................................................................................................... 8 

2.7 Plans and drawings ............................................................................................................... 8 

2.8 Details of other consents and licences ................................................................................ 9 

2.9 Statements of common ground .......................................................................................... 10 

3 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT .............................................................................................. 16 

3.1 Administrative boundaries and physical context ............................................................. 16 

3.2 Proposed development ....................................................................................................... 17 

3.3 Development description .................................................................................................... 18 

3.4 Order limits .......................................................................................................................... 25 

3.5 Limits of Deviation .............................................................................................................. 25 

3.6 Measures within scheme design ........................................................................................ 26 

3.7 Requirements of the Draft DCO .......................................................................................... 27 

3.8 Obligations .......................................................................................................................... 28 

4 APPROACH TO NEW ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION ...................................................... 29 

4.1 Introduction ......................................................................................................................... 29 

4.2 Design principles ................................................................................................................ 29 

4.3 National Grid’s approach to undergrounding ................................................................... 30 

4.4 The design and routeing of new electricity transmission lines ....................................... 31 

4.5 Design evolution and review process ................................................................................ 35 

4.6 Pylon design options appraisal .......................................................................................... 40 

4.7 The proposed application – final design evolution ........................................................... 41 

4.8 Holford Rules ....................................................................................................................... 43 

4.9 Summary .............................................................................................................................. 52 

5 NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT ........................................................................ 53 

5.1 Context ................................................................................................................................. 53 

5.2 Overarching National Policy Statement for energy (EN-1) ............................................... 54 

5.3 National Policy Statement for electricity networks infrastructure (EN-5) ........................ 55 

5.4 National Planning Policy Framework ................................................................................. 56 

6 NATIONAL POLICY ASSESSMENT .................................................................................... 57 

6.1 Introduction ......................................................................................................................... 57 

6.2 Assessment principles ....................................................................................................... 61 

6.3 Generic impacts .................................................................................................................. 69 

6.4 NPPF .................................................................................................................................... 88 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final iii January 2016 

 

6.5 Summary .............................................................................................................................. 93 

7 LOCAL PLANNING POLICY ................................................................................................ 94 

7.1 Context ................................................................................................................................. 94 

7.2 Local Policy Assessment ................................................................................................... 94 

7.3 Summary ............................................................................................................................ 115 

8 CONCLUSION .................................................................................................................... 116 

APPENDIX A – SIGNPOSTING FOR COMPLIANCE WITH NPS EN-1 ......................................... 117 

APPENDIX B – SIGNPOSTING FOR COMPLIANCE WITH NPS EN-5 ......................................... 138 

APPENDIX C – LOCAL PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT .............................................................. 142 

 

  
 
 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 1 January 2016 

 

1 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Overview  

1.1.1 This Planning Statement has been prepared to accompany an application by 
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (National Grid) for a Development Consent 
Order (DCO) under Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (the Act) for a new 400,000 
volt (400kV) overhead line connection between the existing Canterbury North 400kV 
Substation in Canterbury and the permitted Richborough 400kV Substation near 
Sandwich, in Kent. Together with additional infrastructure identified as Associated 
Development and the removal of the existing 132,000 volt (132kV) overhead line 
between Richborough and Canterbury, this is known as the Richborough Connection 
project (the proposed development).  

1.1.2 This Planning Statement has been prepared in compliance with the requirements of 
Regulation 5(2) (q) of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms 
and Procedures) Regulations (the APFP Regulations) and in accordance with the 
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) guidance ‘Planning Act 
2008: Application Form Guidance’1 and Planning Inspectorate Advice Note 62 
Preparation and Submission of Application Documents.  

1.1.3 The APFP Regulations do not specifically require a Planning Statement to 
accompany a DCO.  However, National Grid considers that a Planning Statement 
would assist the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) in examining the DCO application, and 
the Secretary of State (SoS) with the determination of the DCO application, if relevant 
policies and their requirements were brought together in one statement.  

1.1.4 The Planning Statement seeks to assist PINS and the SoS in applying provisions of 
the Act that require an application for development consent to be decided in 
accordance with relevant NPS (section 104(3)) except to the extent that the adverse 
impact of the proposed development would outweigh its benefits (section 104(7)).  

1.2 Purpose and structure 

1.2.1 The purpose of this Planning Statement is to consider the compliance of the 
proposed development as a whole with the requirements of relevant planning policy.  

1.2.2 This Planning Statement describes the planning policy context for the proposed 
development and reviews the planning issues raised by the proposed development 
in light of the Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1)3, the National 

                                                

 

1 Department for Communities and Local Government. Planning Act 2008: Application Form Guidance. London: 
The Stationery Office, 2013 

2 The Planning Inspectorate. Advice note six: Preparation and submission of application documents. Bristol: The 
Planning Inspectorate, 2014 

3 Department of Energy and Climate Change. Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1). London: 
UK Government, 2011 
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Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure (EN-5)4 and other relevant 
planning policy. 

1.2.3 This Planning Statement draws upon the conclusions of many of the application 
documents supporting the DCO and interprets them against relevant planning policy 
considerations.  This statement should therefore be read alongside these 
documents, namely Volume 2 – Draft Development Consent Order; Volume 5 – 
Environmental Information; and Volume 7 – Other Documents.  

1.2.4 This Planning Statement is structured as follows: 

 Section 2: Background – a summary of National Grid’s statutory obligations; an 
overview of the proposed development; the DCO application including plans and 
drawings; other consents and licenses required for the proposed development; 
and a list of Statements of Common Ground (SoCG) National Grid has been 
developing with statutory consultees and statutory undertakers during the pre-
application stage of the project. 

 Section 3: Proposed Development – describes the physical context of the 
proposed development; outlines the need for the project; provides a detailed 
description of the proposed development, the Order limits, the Limits of 
Deviation; measures within the scheme design; and the proposed Requirements 
within the draft DCO.  

 Section 4: Approach To New Electricity Transmission – details the approach to 
the design and routeing of new electricity transmission lines; the consultation 
stages for the project; use of underground cable; the pylon design; consideration 
of the Holford Rules; and the evolution of the proposed development and its 
design. 

 Section 5: National Planning Policy Context – provides the context of the national 
planning policy relevant to the proposed development including NPSs EN-1 and 
EN-5, National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and Planning Practice 
Guidance (PPG).   

 Section 6: National Planning Policy Assessment – sets out how the proposed 
development meets the relevant ‘assessment principles’ and ‘generic impacts’ 
contained in NPSs EN-1 and NPS EN-5 and relevant considerations of the NPPF.   

 Section 7: Local Planning Policy Assessment – summarises how the proposed 
development meets the requirements of local planning policy.  

 Section 8: Conclusion. 

 Appendix A: Signposting for Compliance with NPS EN-1 – a table outlining where 
the requirements of NPS EN-1 are addressed within the DCO submission.  

 Appendix B: Signposting for Compliance with NPS EN-5 – a table outlining where 
the requirements of NPS EN-5 are addressed within the DCO submission. 

 Appendix C: Local Planning Policy Context – a table containing the policy 
wording of relevant local planning policy documents for reference.  

                                                

 

4 Department of Energy and Climate Change. National Planning Policy Statement for Electricity Networks 
Infrastructure (EN-5). London: UK Government, 2011 
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2 BACKGROUND 

2.1 National Grid  

2.1.1 The role of National Grid, as the national electricity transmission network operator 
across Great Britain, is one of the four main elements that make up the UK electricity 
industry including generators, suppliers and distributors.  Generators produce 
electricity from (amongst others) coal, gas, oil and nuclear power plants, 
hydroelectric plants, wind farms and other sources of renewable energy.  Energy 
suppliers then sell this electricity to consumers, using transmission and distribution 
networks to pass the electricity to homes and businesses. 

2.1.2 National Grid owns and maintains the network in England and Wales and is 
responsible for the operation of parts of the transmission system in Scotland that are 
owned by other transmission licensees (Scottish Power and Scottish & Southern 
Electricity), providing electricity supplies from generating stations and 
interconnectors to local distribution companies.  National Grid does not distribute 
electricity to individual domestic premises, but its role in the wholesale market is 
fundamental to ensuring a reliable and quality supply to all.    

2.1.3 National Grid has a statutory duty to develop and maintain an efficient, coordinated 
and economical system of electricity transmission under the Electricity Act 1989 (the 
Electricity Act).  This includes a statutory obligation to offer to connect any new 
generating stations or interconnectors applying to connect to the transmission 
system. 

2.1.4 National Grid is also required, under Section 38 of the Electricity Act, to comply with 
the provisions of Schedule 9 (Preservation of Amenity and Fisheries) of the same 
Act.  Schedule 9 requires licence holders, in the formulation of proposals to transmit 
electricity, to: 

Schedule 9(1)(a) “have regard to the desirability of preserving natural beauty, of 
conserving flora, fauna and geological or physiographical features of special interest 
and of protecting sites, buildings and objects of architectural, historic or 
archaeological interest;” and 

Schedule 9(1)(b) “do what he reasonably can to mitigate any effect which the 
proposals would have on the natural beauty of the countryside or on any such flora, 
fauna, features, sites, buildings or objects”. 

2.2 Need for the proposed development 

2.2.1 National Grid is connecting new nuclear, wind farm and other energy sources around 
the UK.  One of these new sources of energy is the Nemo Link®.  

2.2.2 The Nemo Link is the high voltage direct current (HVDC) electricity interconnector 
project of approximately 1,000MW (or 1GW) capacity, which will join the UK and 
Belgium.  This project will allow the transmission of electricity between the UK and 
Belgium via a subsea cable and requires a connection to the National Grid high 
voltage National Electricity Transmission System (NETS) in the Richborough area 
where it makes landfall (comes out of the sea and onto the land).   

2.2.3 Nemo Link is a joint venture between National Grid Nemo Link Limited, a subsidiary 
company of National Grid, and the Belgian Elia Group, the Belgian transmission 
system operator. 
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2.2.4 The Nemo Link interconnector will consist of subsea and underground cables 
connected to a converter station and an electricity substation in each country.  The 
Nemo Link convertor station and National Grid substation are proposed at the former 
Richborough power station site and were granted planning permission by Thanet 
District Council and Dover District Council in December 2013.  The link would 
connect the electricity systems of the two countries, and would allow electricity to 
flow between the UK and Europe, helping to provide a secure supply of electricity to 
homes and businesses. 

2.2.5 Interconnectors are a fundamental part of the developing European energy 
infrastructure.  Greater interconnection will not only contribute to the achievement of 
a properly functioning European energy market but it will also enhance security of 
supply in both Great Britain and Europe.  Further to this, interconnection will provide 
an important mechanism for responding to and managing both intermittency and 
excess power associated with renewable generation. 

2.2.6 As detailed in the Need Case (Volume 7, Document 7.3, Chapter 4) there is no 
National Grid high voltage transmission network in the Richborough area.  Therefore 
in order to provide a transmission connection, new transmission infrastructure is 
required between Richborough and the existing National Grid high voltage 
transmission network.  This new infrastructure project is called the Richborough 
Connection project.  

2.2.7 There are existing pylons that run west from the former Richborough Power Station 
site.  The existing pylons are owned by UK Power Networks, a separate company to 
National Grid.  These pylons operate at a lower voltage of 132kV, and are not capable 
of carrying the additional 1000MW of power the Nemo Link will provide. 

2.2.8 To connect Nemo Link to the existing National Grid high voltage NETS, the 
Richborough Connection project proposes a new high voltage 400kV electricity 
connection between Richborough and Canterbury North 400kV Substation in Kent. 

2.3 Overview of the proposed development 

2.3.1 National Grid has applied to PINS for a DCO to build a new high voltage 400kV 
overhead line connection between Richborough 400kV Substation and Canterbury 
North 400kV Substation in Kent.  The proposed development falls within the 
administrative boundaries of Kent County, Canterbury City, Thanet District and Dover 
District Councils in the south east of England. 

2.3.2 The proposed development consists of the following principal components and 
activities: 

 A new 400kV overhead line between Richborough and Canterbury North 400kV 
Substations (to be known as the PC route).  This would be approximately 20km 
long and would be built using 45 standard lattice pylons and 15 low height lattice 
pylons (60 pylons in total). 

 A permanent diversion of an existing lower voltage (132kV) overhead line (known 
as the PY route) to enable the new 400kV overhead line to be constructed above, 
thereby crossing over, the existing lower voltage overhead line.  This would be 
done by building six new pylons, four of which are of a different height so the new 
400kV overhead line can then be built.  The removal of two pylons of existing 
lower voltage 132kV overhead line on the PY route due to the permanent 
diversion. 
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 Three temporary diversions of another existing lower voltage (132kV) overhead 
line (known as the PX route).  The PX route has to remain in operation 
(energised) whilst the new 400kV overhead line is being built, so in order to 
maintain local electricity supplies, three temporary diversions of the existing PX 
route would be needed where the new 400kV overhead line crosses over it.  This 
would be done by transferring the PX route onto wooden poles so that the new 
400kV overhead line can be built. 

 The removal of 20.6km (79 pylons) of existing lower voltage (132kV) overhead 
line, the PX route (and its temporary diversions) which run between Richborough 
132kV Substation and Canterbury South 132kV Substation. 

 Other works, for example, temporary access roads to reach pylon construction 
and demolition areas, bridge structures, highways works, construction 
compounds, protective scaffold structures, pylon work sites and ancillary works.  

2.4 Planning Act 2008 and TEN-E Regulation EU 347/2013 

2.4.1 The project is a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP), as defined by 
The Planning Act 2008 (the Act) and The Planning Act 2008 (Nationally Significant 
Infrastructure Projects) (Electric Lines) Order 2013, as it involves the installation of 
an electric line above ground of more than 2km, which will operate at 400kV.  

2.4.2 As an NSIP, the project requires the grant of development consent by the making of 
a DCO under the Act.  

2.4.3 Further to the requirements under the Act, the European Commission has adopted 
guidelines to assist in the development of energy networks within Europe.  These 
guidelines are known as the TEN-E Regulation (guidelines for trans-European 
energy infrastructure EU 347/2013).  The TEN-E Regulation sets out guidelines for 
streamlining the permitting process for major energy infrastructure projects that 
contribute to European energy networks, such projects are referred to as Projects of 
Common Interest.   

2.4.4 The Richborough Connection project is a ‘Project of Common Interest’ due to its role 
in providing a connection between the permitted Nemo Link and the existing UK 
National electricity transmission network.  In the case of the UK and the Richborough 
Connection project, the National Competent Authority responsible for ensuring the 
requirements of the TEN-E Regulation are fulfilled is the Department for Energy and 
Climate Change (DECC).   

2.4.5 For the Richborough Connection project, DECC has delegated tasks relating to the 
TEN-E Regulation to PINS alongside their consideration of the application for 
development consent under the Act.  The development consent order is taken to be 
the comprehensive decision under the TEN-E Regulation.  

2.5 Application for the DCO 

2.5.1 The Act has created a new system of development consent for NSIPs in England 
and Wales.  Development consent is granted in the form of a DCO, and may include 
a range of consents and powers. 

The documentation submitted meets the requirements of the APFP Regulations.  
Table 2.1 provides a summary and reference for all of the documents submitted.   
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Table 2.1 Application Documents  

Volume Referencef Document Title 

1. Application 
Information 

1.1 Navigation Document  

1.2 Application Letter 

1.3 Application Form 

1.4 Guide to the Application 

1.5 Glossary 

2. Draft 
Development 
Consent Order 

2.1 Draft Development Consent Order  

2.2 Draft Explanatory Memorandum  

3. Compulsory 
Acquisition 
Information 

3.1 Statement of Reasons 

3.2 Funding Statement 

3.3 Book of Reference 

4. Plans and 
Drawings 

4.1 Location Plan 

4.2 Land Affected Plans  

4.3 Land Plans  

4.4 Extinguishment of Easements, Servitudes and Other 
Private Rights Plans 

4.5 Special Category Land Plans and Crown Land Plans 

4.6 Works Plans  

4.7 Access, Rights of Way and Public Rights of Navigation 
Plans 

4.8 Traffic Regulation Order Plans 

4.9 Environmental Features – Statutory or Non-Statutory 
Sites or Features of Nature Conservation 

4.10 Habitats of Protected Species, Important Habitats or 
Other Diversity Features and Waterbodies in a River 
Basin Management Plan – Plans 

4.11 CONFIDENTIAL: Habitats of Protected Species: 
Location of Badger Setts Plans 
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Volume Referencef Document Title 

4.12 Heritage Designation Plans 

4.13 Trees and Hedgerows to be Removed or Managed 
Plans  

4.14 Design Drawings  

4.15 Typical Construction Details 

5. Environmental 
Information 

5.1 Environmental Statement - Non Technical Summary  

5.2 Environmental Statement  

5.3 Environmental Statement - Figures 

5.4 Environmental Statement - Appendices  

5.5 No Significant Effects Report (Habitat Regulations 
Assessment Screening) 

5.6 Statement of Statutory Nuisance 

5.7 Electric and Magnetic Fields Report 

5.8 Landscape and Habitat Enhancement Scheme 

6. Consultation 
Report 

6.1 Consultation Report 

6.2 Consultation Report Appendices 

7. Other Documents 7.1 Planning Statement  

7.2 Details of other Consents and Licences  

7.3 Need Case 

7.4 Strategic Options Report 

7.5 Route Corridor Study 

7.6 Preferred Connection Option and Route Corridor Report 

7.7 Connections Options Report 

7.8 Pylon Design Options Report 
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2.6 Draft DCO 

2.6.1 The Draft DCO (Volume 2, Document 2.1) submitted with the application would, if 
confirmed, grant development consent for the powers and provisions required to 
construct, operate and maintain the proposed development, including (but not limited 
to): 

 the ‘authorised development’ (as defined in Schedule 1 of the DCO); 

 provisions specifying who may take the benefit of the DCO (National Grid and UK 
Power Networks); 

 compulsory acquisition rights over land within the Order limits required for the 
construction, operation and maintenance of the proposed development;  

 power to use land temporarily during construction of the proposed development; 

 a schedule of draft requirements;  

 provisions relating to the process for the discharge of requirements (as set out in 
Schedule 4 of the DCO); and 

 power to temporarily alter streets (article 12 as specified in Schedule 6) and to 
temporarily stop up or divert streets and public rights of way (article 13 as 
specified in Schedule 7). 

2.6.2 The Explanatory Memorandum (Volume 2, Document 2.2) that accompanies the 
application explains the purpose of the Draft Development Consent Order and the 
powers it contains.  

2.7 Plans and drawings 

2.7.1 There are 15 different types of plan (Volume 4), each showing a different element of 
the project.  In terms of understanding the proposed development, the plans and 
drawings of most relevance are:  

 Volume 4, Document 4.1 Location Plan – this plan shows the whole route from 
Canterbury to Richborough. 

 Volume 4, Document 4.6 Works Plans – show the proposed limits of the DCO, 
the route of the proposed development  and the distance either side of the 
proposed route where work may be carried out, known as the ‘limits of deviation’. 

 Volume 4, Document 4.7 Access and Rights of Way and Public Rights of 
Navigation Plans – show any changes proposed to public roads, footpaths, 
bridleways and rights of navigation and access to these. 

 Volume 4, Document 4.8 Traffic Regulation Order Plans – show the traffic 
management proposed to be implemented during the construction of the 
proposed connection. 

 Volume 4, Document 4.13 Trees and Hedges to be Removed or Managed Plans 
– show trees and hedges that may need to be removed or may be managed when 
the proposed development is being built. 

 Volume 4, Document 4.14 Design Drawings – provide details on the size and 
height of the new infrastructure proposed. 
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 Volume 4, Document 4.15 Typical Construction Details – provide typical drawing 
details such as the size and height of temporary bridges required to construct the 
project. 

2.8 Details of other consents and licences 

2.8.1 The Details of other Consents and Licences (Volume 7, Document 7.2) lists other 
consents that National Grid intends to obtain to allow the construction, operation and 
maintenance of the Richborough Connection project.  

2.8.2 The following consents, licences, and permits are expected to be required: 

(a)  approvals from relevant highway authorities and relevant planning authorities 
pursuant to the requirements contained in the development consent order. 

(b)  licences from Natural England in relation to European Protected Species 
pursuant to regulation 53 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 
2010 (as amended). 

(c)  licences from Natural England to affect protected species under section 16 of the 
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. 

(d)  registration(s) by the Environment Agency under regulation 21 of the Hazardous 
Waste (England and Wales) Regulations 2005. 

(e)  permits from the Environment Agency pursuant to the Environmental Permitting 
(England and Wales) Regulations 2010. 

(f)  consent(s) from the Environment Agency for structures in, under or over a main 
river pursuant to section 109 of the Water Resources Act 1991. 

(g)  consent(s) from the relevant drainage board to alter ordinary watercourses 
pursuant to section 23 of the Land Drainage Act 1991. 

(h)  consent(s) from the relevant local authority pursuant to section 61 of the Control 
of Pollution Act 1974. 

2.8.3 The following consents, licences, and permits may be required dependent on 
particular circumstances: 

(i) licences from Natural England to affect badgers pursuant to section 10 of the 
Protection of Badgers Act 1992. 

(j) consent(s) from the relevant sewerage undertaker to discharge waste water to a 
sewer pursuant to section 118 of the Water Industry Act 1991. 

2.8.4 In the case of licences in relation to European Protected Species (item (b) in the 
above list), National Grid is seeking to agree draft licences with Natural England prior 
to the submission of its application for development consent.  

2.8.5 In all other cases, National Grid is seeking to agree with each affected body the 
principles against which applications for the consents, licences, and permits should 
be considered, in order that all relevant issues may be explored during the 
Examination of its application for development consent. National Grid is in discussion 
with all bodies. 
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2.9 Statements of common ground 

2.9.1 In accordance with guidance5 published by the Department of Communities and 
Local Government (DCLG), National Grid has been developing a statement of 
common ground (SoCG) with a number of statutory consultees, statutory undertakers 
and interested parties during the preparation of the DCO.  The SoCGs seek to identify 
matters on which parties agree and to track progress towards the resolution of any 
matters where agreement has not yet been reached.  

2.9.2 National Grid has undertaken early preparation of statements with the following 
bodies as identified in table 2.2 during the pre-application period.  Table 2.2 below 
provides a list of those SoCGs currently being developed and a summary of the key 
topics covered in each SoCG at the time of submission of the DCO.  Please note this 
list is subject to change.  

2.9.3 National Grid will continue to review and update the SoCGs with the relevant bodies 
throughout the acceptance, pre-examination and examination stages. Draft SOCGs 
will be submitted to the Examining Authority as required during the Examination. 

Table 2.2 List of Statements of Common Ground 

 Party Summary of topics within the SoCG 

1 Local Authorities 
Canterbury City Council 
Dover District Council 
Thanet District Council 
Kent County Council 

The Local Planning Authorities within which the 
proposed development falls.  
 
In summary, this SoCG covers the following topics:  

 Project development processes. 

 Principle of the proposed development. 

 Project Alternatives and the Route Corridor 
Study. 

 Description of the proposed development. 

 Consultation strategy. 

 Statement of Community Consultation.  

 Planning Policy Context. 

 Landscape: methodology, baseline, 
assessment, mitigation, conclusions. 

 Visual: methodology, baseline, assessment, 
mitigation, conclusions. 

 Historic Environment: methodology, baseline, 
assessment, mitigation, conclusions. 

 Biodiversity: methodology, baseline, 
assessment, mitigation, conclusions. 

 Noise and Vibration: methodology, baseline, 
assessment, mitigation, conclusions. 

 Air Quality: methodology, baseline, assessment, 
mitigation, conclusions. 

 Water Environment: methodology, baseline, 
assessment, mitigation, conclusions. 

 Geology, Soils and Agriculture: methodology, 
baseline, assessment, mitigation, conclusions. 

 Socio-Economics and Recreation: methodology, 
baseline, assessment, mitigation, conclusions. 

                                                

 

5 Department for Communities and Local Government. Planning Act 2008: Guidance for the examination of 
applications for development consent. London: Department for Communities and Local Government, 2015 
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 Party Summary of topics within the SoCG 

 Cumulative Effects. 

 DCO and Requirements. 

 Section 106 and Planning Obligations. 
 

2 Kent County Council  
Highways and Public Rights of Way 

This SoCG has been prepared specifically in 
relation to highway matters and Public Rights of 
Way (PRoW).  
 
KCC is leading on this SoCG on behalf of other 
local authorities (Canterbury City Council, Dover 
District Council and Thanet District Council) as the 
local highway authority. 
 

3 Environment Agency The Environment Agency (EA) is named as a 
prescribed consultee for DCO applications in 
Schedule 1 of the Infrastructure Planning 
(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) 
Regulations 2009. 
 
In summary, this SoCG covers the following topics:  

 EIA Approach and Methodology. 

 DCO Requirements. 

 Construction Environmental Management Plan. 

 Construction Mitigation Plans. 

 Consents - Works in the vicinity of watercourses 
(Flood Defence Consents). 

 

4 River Stour (Kent) Internal 
Drainage Board 

The relevant internal drainage board (IDB) is named 
as a prescribed consultee for DCO applications in 
Schedule 1 of the Infrastructure Planning 
(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) 
Regulations 2009. 
 
Internal Drainage Boards are responsible for the 
Flood Defence Consents and are statutory 
consultees to the Sustainable Drainage System 
approval process.  
 
In summary, this SoCG covers the following topics:  

 EIA Approach and Methodology. 

 DCO Requirements. 

 Construction Environmental Management Plan. 

 Construction Mitigation Plans. 

 Consents - Works in the vicinity of watercourses 
(Flood Defence Consents). 

 

5 Historic England Historic England is a statutory consultee in the DCO 
process and perform the functions of the Historic 
Buildings and Monuments Commission set out in 
the National Heritage Act 1983.  
 
In summary, the SoCG with Historic England relates 
primarily to the assessment of adverse effects on 
designated heritage assets: 

 Grade I and Grade II* listed buildings. 

 Scheduled monuments.  

 Registered parks and gardens.  

 Designated battlefields.  

 World Heritage Sites.  
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 Party Summary of topics within the SoCG 

 
Historic England act to provide best-practice advice 
in respect of technical issues.  The SoCG also 
covers the assessment of adverse effects on 
conservation areas and Grade II listed buildings.  
 
The relevant Local Authority Conservation Officers 
have been consulted and Historic Environment is a 
defined topic of the SoCG being prepared with the 
local authorities.  
 

6 Natural England Natural England is named as a prescribed consultee 
for DCO applications in Schedule 1 of the 
Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed 
Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009. 
 
In summary, the SoCG covers the following topics:  

 EIA Approach and Method. 

 Ornithological surveys and method. 

 Alternatives considered including the Route 
Corridor Study, Connection Options Report, 
draft route and pylon type. 

 Baseline descriptions within the ES of relevance 
to biodiversity and geology. 

 Collision Risk Modelling. 

 HRA Screening including No Significant Effects 
Report. 

 Avoidance and mitigation plans. 

 Management and monitoring. 

 EPS Licencing via Natural England Wildlife 
Licencing Unit.  

 

7 Kent Wildlife Trust Kent Wildlife Trust is not a prescribed or non-
prescribed consultee in the DCO process. They are 
a registered charity which manage areas of land for 
the benefit of wildlife and the public, provide an 
educational resource for local people and respond 
to requests for information, and comment on 
development proposals in respect of wildlife interest 
in Kent.  
 
In the context of the proposed development, Kent 
Wildlife Trust’s responsibilities relate primarily to its 
reserves, and to sites that are designated as Local 
Wildlife Sites.  
 
In summary, the SoCG covers the following topics:  

 Alternatives considered and the Route Corridor 
Study.  

 Avoidance and mitigation plans for Local 
Wildlife Sites.  

 Ancient Woodland. 

 Management and monitoring.  
 

8 Marine Management Organisation Marine Management Organisation (MMO) is an 
executive non-departmental public body, 
responsible for licensing, regulation and planning 
marine activities in the seas around England.   
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 Party Summary of topics within the SoCG 

Under the Planning Act 2008, the MMO’s primary 
role is as a statutory consultee at the pre-application 
stage under s.42(1)(aa) of the 2008 Act and as an 
interested party during the examination stage, and 
as a licensing and consenting body.  
 
S.150 of the Planning Act states that the MMO must 
be consulted on any prospective applications for 
development consent where it would affect, or 
would be likely to affect the marine environment. 
 
In summary, the SoCG covers the following topics:  

 Construction works and methodology. 

 Development Consent Order. 

 Deemed Marine Licence. 

 Licensed Activities. 

 Enforcement. 

 Requirements. 

 

9 Network Rail Network Rail is the owner and operator of Great 
Britain’s railway infrastructure. Network Rail is a 
statutory undertaker in respect of its railway 
undertaking, with statutory and regulatory 
obligations in respect of it.  
 
The proposed development includes provisions 
which would authorise National Grid to carry out 
works on and in close proximity to operational 
railway land belonging to Network Rail and to use 
such land temporarily and to acquire permanent 
interests in such land.  
 
In summary, the SoCG covers the following topics:  

 Lift plans for conductors and method 
statements. 

 Possession details and timescales. 

 Framework agreement for respective interests.  

 Easements.  

 Construction works. 
 

10 South East Water South East Water is a statutory undertaker in 
respect of water and sewerage for the area of the 
proposed development.  
 
The proposed development includes provisions 
which would authorise National Grid to carry out 
works on land owned by South East Water which 
would be in close proximity to the proposed future 
South East Water reservoir. 
 
In summary, the SoCG covers the following topics:  

 EIA Approach and Method.  

 Route Corridor Study, Connections Options 
Report and alternatives considered. 

 Outputs of engineering studies to develop the 
reservoir design, with particular focus upon the 
relationship and interaction with the 
Richborough Connection project alignment. 
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 Party Summary of topics within the SoCG 

 Baseline descriptions within the ES of relevance 
to South East Water land ownership and future 
proposals. 

 Planning Policy context for the DCO application, 
namely EN-1 and EN-5. 

 Final 400kV Overhead Line Alignment. 

 Agreement for respective interests.  

 Easements. 
 

11 Southern Water Southern Water is a statutory undertaker in respect 
of water and sewerage for the area of the proposed 
development. The proposed development includes 
provisions which would authorise National Grid to 
carry out works on and in close proximity to 
Southern Water assets and adjacent apparatus. 
 
In summary, the SoCG covers the following topics:  

 The 400kV Overhead Line Alignment. 

 Agreement for respective interests.  

 Easements. 
 

12 Southern Gas Networks Southern Gas Networks is responsible for the 
distribution of gas to homes and businesses across 
the south of England and Scotland. SGN is a 
statutory undertaker in respect of its gas network, 
with statutory and regulatory obligations in respect 
of it. 
 
The proposed development includes provisions 
which would authorise National Grid to carry out 
works on and in close proximity to SGN assets and 
adjacent apparatus.  
 
In summary, the SoCG covers the following topics: 

 Construction works including scaffold access 
and working area over assets.  

 The 400kV Overhead Line Alignment. 

 Protection systems for vehicle crossings. 

 Electric and magnetic fields and lighting strike 
risk. 

 Protective Provisions. 

 Easements. 
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 Party Summary of topics within the SoCG 

13 UK Power Networks UK Power Networks is the Distribution Network 
Operator (DNO) for Eastern Power Networks (EPN), 
London Power Networks (LPN), and Southern 
Power Networks (SPN).  
 
The role of the DNO is to take electricity from the 
National Grid Transmission System and transform 
down the voltages to safe levels for businesses and 
domestic consumers.   
 
The DNO also has a role in taking the output from 
embedded generation such as Solar and Wind and 
transforming surplus generated electricity in to the 
National Grid Transmission System. 
 
In summary, this SoCG covers the following topics: 

 The 400kV Overhead Line Alignment. 

 System security. 

 Dismantling of the 132kV line from Richborough 
to Canterbury.  

 PY Route Permanent Diversion. 

 PX Route Temporary Diversion. 

 11kV and 33kV Diversions. 

 Lands Strategy. 

 Sequence of Works. 

 Construction practices. 
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3 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

3.1 Administrative boundaries and physical context 

3.1.1 The proposed development is in south east England and crosses the administrative 
boundaries of the following authorities: 

 Kent County Council; 

 Canterbury City Council;  

 Dover District Council; and 

 Thanet District Council.  

3.1.2 The land uses within and adjacent to the Order limits comprise predominantly rural 
land in agricultural use, with marsh land towards the eastern end of the route near 
Richborough.  The only urban areas present are at the western end of the route, 
which is located on the north eastern outskirts of Canterbury.  At Richborough there 
are several industrial and commercial land uses present in the wider area including 
solar farms, Sewage Treatment Works (STW) and a household waste recycling 
centre.  Residential development in the surrounding area includes Canterbury, Broad 
Oak, Sturry, Westbere, Hersden, Hoath, Upstreet, Chislet, Sarre, Monkton and 
Minster.  

3.1.3 Major access routes within and around the Order limits include the A28, which 
provides access between Canterbury and Margate (and is crossed by both the 
proposed 400kV and the existing 132kV PX route).  The A253, which is located to 
the north and provides access between Ramsgate and the A28 at Sarre.  To the east 
is the A256, which provides access between Broadstairs and Sandwich.   

3.1.4 Both the proposed 400kV and existing 132kV PX route cross the A291 at the western 
end of the route, which provides access between the A299 to the north and the A28 
to the south.  Several more minor roads are located within and around the Order 
limits.  The Canterbury-Ramsgate railway runs broadly parallel to the proposed 
400kV overhead line.  

3.1.5 The only national environmental designation that falls within the Order limits is West 
Blean and Thornden Woods Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) (known as 
Lynne Wood – only part of this SSSI falls within the Order limits).  There are also 
several areas of ancient woodland within the Order limits (Shelford/Beecham Woods 
(this is Lynne Wood), Den Grove Wood and Kemberland Wood and Park Rough).   

3.1.6 In the wider area outside the Order limits there are several internationally important 
statutory nature conservation designations:  Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay 
Ramsar and Special Protection Area (SPA) (approximately 0.18km north east of the 
Order limits); Sandwich Bay Special Area of Conservation (SAC) (approximately 
0.18km north east of the Order limits); Stodmarsh Ramsar, SPA and SAC 
(approximately 0.45km south of the Order limits); and Blean Complex SAC 
(approximately 0.54km north of the Order limits), all of which also contain National 
Nature Reserves.  .  

3.1.7 There are also several areas designated as SSSIs within the wider area which are 
nationally important nature conservation designations.  These include Chequers 
Wood and Old Park SSSI (approximately 0.76km south  the Order limits); West Blean 
and Thornden Woods SSSI (to the west of and north of Broad Oak) part of which 
(Lynne Wood) falls within the Order limits; East Blean Woods SSSI (approximately 
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0.15km north of the Order limits part of which is also within Blean Complex SAC); 
Stodmarsh SSSI (which falls within Stodmarsh SAC, SPA and Ramsar and is 
approximately 0.45km south of the Order limits); and Sandwich Bay and Hacklinge 
Marshes SSSI (approximately 0.01km north east of the Order limits), part of which 
also falls within Sandwich Bay SAC, SPA and Ramsar.  

3.1.8 In terms of the historic environment, the nearest scheduled monuments are an Anglo-
Saxon cemetery at Sarre (approximately 260m north of the Order limits) and a Saxon 
shore fort, Roman port and other remains at Richborough (approximately 900m south 
of the Order limits).  There are also scheduled monuments at Minster (approximately 
1.4km north) and Monkton (approximately 1.3km north) and several within 
Canterbury City Centre.  In addition, Canterbury also contains a World Heritage Site 
(WHS) (Canterbury Cathedral, St Augustine’s Abbey and St Michaels Church 
approximately 840m south of the Order limits at the closest point).  The WHS includes 
heritage assets which are also protected under other designations including a 
number of listed buildings and scheduled monuments.  

3.1.9 There are numerous listed buildings in the vicinity of the Order limits, the closest 
comprising the Grade II listed Rushbourne Manor which is 30m from the Order limits 
(maintenance access).  The Grade II listed Tile Lodge Farmhouse and Chislet Park 
are 35m, and 40m respectively from the Order limits, as well as several other listed 
buildings at a greater distance than this from the Order limits. 

3.1.10 There are no national landscape designations within the Order limits or in the 
immediate vicinity.  The nearest such designation is the Kent Downs AONB 
approximately 5km south of the southernmost end of the Order limits.  

3.1.11 Proposed development within the Order limits comprises South East Water’s 
proposals for a new reservoir north of Broad Oak; proposals for new housing 
development and a road west of Sturry; new housing development north of Hersden 
and south of the 132kV PX route; and a new solar farm development at Richborough.   

3.2 Proposed development 

3.2.1 The proposed development comprises a new 400kV overhead line connection the 
PC route) shown on Volume 5, Document 5.3, Figures 3.1a-3.1d between 
Canterbury North 400kV / 132kV Substation and the proposed Richborough 400kV 
Substation. It includes the removal of the existing 132kV PX route, once the new 
400kV overhead line is operational (with the exception of pylon PX1 in the Canterbury 
South Substation which would be retained by UK Power Networks). 

3.2.2 The proposed 400kV overhead line crosses the existing 132kV PX route at three 
locations at Broad Oak, Sarre and near Monkton (where it also crosses the existing 
132kV PY route).  At the crossing points at Broad Oak, south of Sarre, and near 
Monkton diversion works are needed which involve temporarily diverting the PX route 
onto wooden poles to allow the proposed 400kV route to be built overhead and to 
allow the PX route to remain operational (prior to its removal).  In addition, the 
proposed route would require works to provide a temporary diversion (on wooden 
poles) then a permanent diversion (on lattice pylons) of the existing 132kV PY route 
south of Monkton.   
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3.3 Development description  

3.3.1 The proposed PC route is described in the following subsections for Sections A-D of 
the route.  These summarise the information shown on Volume 5, Document 5.3, 
Figures 3.1a-3.1d which also show the Key for the inset plans. 
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Section A – Stour Valley (PC1 to PC16) 

3.3.2 Section A covers the area between Canterbury North 400kV/132kV Substation and 
Hoath Road, north of the A28 Island Road/Staines Hill.  From Canterbury North 
400kV/132kV Substation the 400kV overhead line would run in a north-easterly 
direction, south of Broad Oak Road and the Canterbury to Ramsgate railway, 
crossing the River Stour twice and Vauxhall Road, before heading northwards and 
running parallel to the east of Lynne Wood SSSI and ancient woodland, crossing 
Shalloak Road in the process.  North of Lynne Wood the overhead line would cross 
over the PX route to the west and then north of Broad Oak as the route turns to head 
east.  The overhead line would then continue east to the north of Sturry, crossing the 
A291 Herne Bay Road as well as the northern end of Kemberland Wood LWS and 
ancient woodland.  From Kemberland Wood the overhead line would continue across 
farmland in an approximate easterly direction and broadly parallel to the 132kV PX 
route crossing Hoath Road south of the junction with Bredlands Lane where this 
Section ends.  

3.3.3 The route covered within Section A is approximately 5.8km in length, would contain 
16 pylons (all of which would be standard lattice pylons) and is shown in Figure 3.1a.  

Figure 3.1a Section A: the proposed development 
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Section B - Sarre Penn Valley (PC16 to PC28) 

3.3.4 From Bredlands Lane the overhead line would continue in an approximate north east 
direction, approximately parallel to the A28 Island Road and the 132kV PX route and 
to the north of several areas of woodland including Square Wood (Little Babs Oak 
Wood LWS), Ash Plantation (Broad Wood LWS) and Park Rough (Park Rough / 
Joiners Wood LWS).  The overhead line would also broadly follow several 
watercourses aligned south west – north east which further east become the 
Nethergong Penn and the Sarre Penn.  In this Section, the overhead line would cross 
these watercourses several times.  The overhead line would then cross over Sandpit 
Hill with Chislet to the north and Upstreet to the south and to the north of Puddleduck 
Wood where this section ends. 

3.3.5 This section of the overhead line would contain 12 pylons (all of which would be 
standard lattice pylons) and approximately 4.3km in length, is illustrated in Figure 
3.1b.  

Figure 3.1b Section B: the proposed development 
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Section C Chislet Marshes (PC29 to PC43) 

3.3.6 At the start of this section the overhead line would cross over the Sarre Penn heading 
north east across the Chislet Marshes before heading eastwards south of Sarre and 
crossing the Sevenscore Dyke, the 132kV PX route, the A28 Island Road and the 
Canterbury-Ramsgate railway.  The overhead line would then continue broadly 
parallel and to the south of the PX route and the railway and north of the River Stour 
across the Sarre Marshes crossing the River Wantsum and the road between Gore 
Street and Plucks Gutter.  The overhead line would cross both the PX and PY routes 
to the south east of Monkton reservoirs just within Section C.  

3.3.7 This section of the overhead line would contain 15 pylons (all of which would be 
standard lattice pylons) and approximately 5.1km in length, is illustrated in Figure 
3.1c.  

Figure 3.1c Section C: the proposed development 
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Section D Ash Level (PC44 to PC60) 

3.3.8 For most of this section the overhead line would run parallel to the north of the 132kV 
PX and PY routes crossing the Minster Marshes and then the Ash Level south of 
Monkton and Minster.  Midway along this section the overhead line would cross the 
River Stour close to Marsh Farm Sewage Treatment Works.  At the eastern most end 
of the Section the overhead line would cross the Canterbury-Sandwich railway and 
then the River Stour before entering Richborough Substation.   

3.3.9 This section of the overhead line would contain 17 pylons, all of which would be low 
height lattice pylons except the first and last pylons (PC44 and 60).  PC 60 needs to 
be a standard height lattice pylon to connect to the substation gantries at the end of 
the overhead line.  This section of the overhead line would be approximately 5.6km 
in length and is illustrated in Figure 3.1d below. 

Figure 3.1d Section D: the proposed development 
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Pylon description 

3.3.10 The proposed PC route overhead line would carry twin electrical conductors6 
supported by standard lattice pylons between PC1 and PC44 and by low height 
lattice pylons from PC45 to PC59.  The final pylon (PC60), before the overhead line 
reaches Richborough 400kV Substation, would also be a standard lattice pylon.  The 
PC route would terminate at a terminal pylon at Canterbury 400kV Substation and 
Richborough 400kV Substation.   

3.3.11 From these pylons the conductors (wires) would then be connected to a landing 
gantry at a lower height thus allowing the conductors to be connected to the 
substation equipment.  The connections from the terminal pylon to the gantry are 
called downleads and the connections from the gantry to the substation equipment 
are called downdroppers.  Conductors are made of material such as aluminium or 
aluminium alloy through which electricity can easily flow.  For this project it is likely 
that the pylons would be strung with aluminium alloy conductors with a diameter of 
approximately 35mm.  The conductors are connected to the pylon by a set of 
insulators (components made from a material with a high resistance to the flow of 
electric current such as glass or porcelain) and steel fittings.   

3.3.12 There are three types of pylon: 

 suspension pylons: these are used when the route travels in a straight line;  

 tension pylons: these are used to turn corners or maintain tension on the 
conductors when there are long straight runs; and 

 terminal pylons: these terminate the overhead line when the line is connected into 
substations. 

3.3.13 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 3 provides information on the typical height of 
standard and low height lattice 400kV pylons.  Further description is also provided 
below.   

3.3.14 A light grey colour generally achieves the best balance between minimising visibility 
and visual effects when seen against the sky.  The use of colour (such as greens, 
browns or ochres) in an attempt to disguise a structure against a landscape backcloth 
is usually unsuccessful.  The proposed colour tone for the pylons would be standard 
National Grid Pylon colour – BS4800 00 A5 05 Goose grey which is used on other 
National Grid lattice pylons across the country.  

 
  

                                                

 

6 Electricity flows along the conductor (the wires which are strung from pylons).  This means that there are 12 
conductors (2x6) on each pylon, plus one central earth wire.  



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 24 January 2016 

 

Standard lattice pylons 

3.3.15 The arrangement of conductors on a lattice pylon is shown on Figure 3.2. 

Figure 3.2 Example of a 400kV double circuit lattice pylon (with a suspension pylon 
on the left of the photograph and tension pylon to the right) 

 

 

3.3.16 Standard lattice suspension pylons are typically 46.43m in height with footprints of 
approximately 56m2.  They have three sets of cross arms (which support the 
conductors) and the standard cross arm widths are typically 17.07m.  Pylon heights 
can vary from these standards according to environmental conditions such as 
topography, or technical requirements, for example, they may need to be taller when 
crossing roads, railways or navigable rivers or to maintain appropriate clearances or 
in order to allow greater span lengths in particular locations.   

3.3.17 Minimum statutory clearances must be maintained between conductors and the 
ground, trees, buildings and any other structures such as street lighting columns.  
The clearance required depends on factors such as the operating voltage of the line, 
topography and the obstacle being crossed and the pylons need to be sufficiently tall 
to ensure that statutory clearances from the bottom conductors are achieved.  It is 
therefore a recognised trade off in designing overhead lines to meet statutory 
clearances between fewer, taller pylons which would allow longer spans (i.e. the 
distance between each pylon) and shorter more frequently spaced pylons with 
shorter spans.  For the Richborough Connection project the average standard lattice 
pylon height for the route would be 50.6m.   

3.3.18 The span between standard lattice pylons on the proposed route would vary between 
175.9m to 448.0m, with shorter spans where the overhead line connects to the 
gantries at each end of the route (111.9m and 102.0m).  The span between each 
pylon would vary depending on ground levels and other constraints that are being 
traversed.  

3.3.19 The assessment is based on the pylon height and span information shown for 
assessment purposes in the draft pylon information provided in Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3A and the LoDs as set out in Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Paragraphs 3.1.7 – 3.1.16.  
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Low height lattice pylons 

3.3.20 Low height lattice pylons are typically 35.3m in height with footprints of approximately 
50m2.  They have two sets of cross arms and the standard cross arm widths are 
typically 29.7m.  The greater width is necessary as the lower cross arm supports two 
sets of conductors.  For the Richborough Connection project, the average low height 
lattice pylon is 41.5m high.  As with the standard lattice pylons, low height pylon 
heights can vary from these standards according to environmental conditions.  

3.3.21 The span between the low height lattice pylons on the proposed route would vary 
between 164.8m (between PC59 and PC60 which would be a standard lattice pylon 
at Richborough) to 371.6m.  As with the standard lattice pylons the assessment is 
based on the pylon height and span information shown in Volume 5, Document 
5.4.3, Appendix 3A and the LoDs as set out in Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Paragraphs 3.1.7 – 3.1.16.  

3.4 Order limits 

3.4.1 Volume 5, Document 5.3.1 and 5.3.3, Figure 1.1 (and 3.1a-3.1d) illustrates the 
proposed ‘Order limits’, which is the anticipated maximum extent of land in which the 
proposed development would take place.  If approved, the DCO would provide 
consent for the proposed development to take place within the Order limits (subject 
to DCO Requirements) including all the temporary construction works such as 
access roads and bridges etc as well as the new 400kV overhead line.  It also would 
include the works on the 132kV PX route overhead line which is to be dismantled.  
Therefore, in effect, the Order limits form the site boundary for the works and are also 
referred to as the site boundary in the ES.   

3.5 Limits of Deviation 

3.5.1 The proposed development (400kV overhead line plus temporary and permanent 
diversions of the existing 132kV lines) would be constructed within the Order limits 
and Limits of Deviation (LoD) that have been specified.  

3.5.2 As recognised in guidance provided by the Planning Inspectorate7 “a necessary and 
proportionate degree of flexibility often needs to be incorporated into the design of 
proposed development so that unforeseen issues, that are encountered after a 
development has been consented, can be dealt with”.  For example, previously 
unidentified poor ground conditions may require a pylon to be re-sited slightly for 
geotechnical reasons.   

3.5.3 Therefore, to allow for this, the overhead line would be constructed within the 
specified LoD which would identify a maximum distance or measurement of variation 
within which the works must be constructed.  These are lateral limits (i.e. on the 
ground) and vertical limits (in relation to pylon height).   

3.5.4 The proposed lateral LoD (subject to constraints) for the proposed development are 
shown on Figures 3.a – 3.d within Volume 5, Document 5.3 and are in general: 

                                                

 

7 Advice Note Nine: Rochdale Envelope. The Planning Inspectorate. April 2012 
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 400kV overhead line lateral limits (standard lattice pylons): 60m (30m either side 
of the route centre line);  

 400kV overhead line lateral limits (low height lattice pylons): 70m (35m either side 
of the route centre line);  

 400kV overhead line vertical limits (all pylon types): pylon heights +4m.  The final 
design of pylons may be lower in height as there is no restriction placed on a 
reduction in height; 

 132kV PX route temporary diversions: 50m (25m either side of the route centre 
line) or a wider area where works on several overhead lines are taking place in 
close proximity; and 

 132kV PY route temporary and permanent diversions: 50m (25m either side of 
the route centre line) or a wider area where works on several overhead lines are 
taking place in close proximity. 

3.5.5 The proposed lateral LoD may deviate from the generic distances indicated above 
depending on particular constraints that are present along the route.  For example, 
they would extend further around angle pylons and also at locations where the 
proposed 400kV overhead line crosses the existing 132kV routes (see the Works 
Plans in Volume 4, Document 4.3).  

3.6 Measures within scheme design 

3.6.1 National Grid has sought to identify embedded mitigation measures which will help 
to minimise any negative effects, particularly with regard to landscape, visual and 
biodiversity impacts associated with the construction, operation and 
decommissioning of the proposed development.  

3.6.2 The development of measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for any significant 
adverse effects of a project is an intrinsic part of the EIA process and, from the outset, 
the route selection process described in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 3 
sought to take into account environmental constraints and to avoid them as far as 
possible.  

3.6.3 Potential measures to mitigate effects were considered during the preparation of the 
DCO application, and, where possible have been incorporated into the design of the 
proposed development.  These measures relate to both the construction (include 
132kV PX route dismantling) and operational stages. 

3.6.4 Measures for the future decommissioning of the 400kV route have not specifically 
been identified as this activity would take place some 80 years or more after 
construction.  Therefore, specific measures that would be required would need to be 
identified at that time and would depend on the future baseline situation and any 
technological changes that may have occurred in the interim.  

3.6.5 In order to ensure that the necessary measures can be delivered (i.e. where rights 
are required as part of the DCO), and where they are location specific, they have 
been included within the Order limits.  Other measures which apply across the Site 
as a whole have been identified in the schedule as ‘Generic measures’. 
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3.7 Requirements of the Draft DCO 

3.7.1 Volume 2, Document 2.1, Schedule 3 contains the Draft Requirements proposed 
for incorporation if the DCO were granted.  

3.7.2 A number of Draft Requirements include elements which will require the submission 
of and approval by the relevant local planning authorities prior to the commencement 
of the proposed development as well as those that National Grid must comply with 
post construction.  

3.7.3 The Draft Requirements will be subject to examination and may, as a result, be 
amended.  

3.7.4 Requirements identified in the Draft DCO (Volume 2, Document 2.1) include:   

 Time Limits: requirement to commence the proposed development within a 
defined period after the DCO has been granted. 

 In accordance with the design drawings: requirement to carry out the 
authorised development in general accordance with approved drawings.  

 Stages of the authorised development: requirement for the submission of a 
written scheme setting out the stages of the authorised development. 

 Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP): requirement to carry 
out the authorised development in accordance with the CEMP, and 
accompanying documents which include Outline Waste Management Plan; 
Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy; Archaeological Mitigation Written Scheme of 
Investigation; Construction Traffic Management Plan; and Public Rights of Way 
Management Plan. 

 Approval and implementation of construction mitigation plans: requirement 
to agree with the relevant local planning authority construction mitigation plans 
prior to commencement of each stage.  These plans include: soil and aftercare 
management plan; drainage management plan; pollution incident control plan; 
lighting scheme; emergency response plan for flood events; site waste 
management plan; noise and vibration management plan; tree and hedgerow 
protection strategy; and travel plan.  

 Construction hours: requirement for construction works to take place between 
set core working hours. 

 Mitigation planting: requirement for the submission of scheme for the planting 
of trees and hedgerows to replace those to be removed, prior to the 
commencement of each stage.  

 Implementation of mitigation planting: requirement for a scheme for the 
planting of trees, groups of trees, woodlands and hedgerows to replace those to 
be removed to be implemented in the first available planting season after the 
beginning of operational use. 

 Retention and protection of existing trees and hedgerows: requirement for 
the submission of a Tree and Hedgerow Protection Strategy, including those trees 
and hedgerows to be retained and tree protection measures.  The approved 
measures should be implemented prior to the commencement of each stage. 

 Bird flight diverters: requirement for bird flight diverters to be fitted to the 400kV 
overhead line in the vicinity of Monkton between pylons PC41 and PC43; and Ash 
Levels between pylons PC51 and PC60. 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 28 January 2016 

 

 Reinstatement schemes: requirement for land within the Order limits used 
temporarily for construction, to be reinstated to its former condition within six 
months of completion of the construction of the relevant stage of development. 

 Contaminated land and controlled waters: requirement for the submission of 
a written scheme to manage ground conditions, including contamination, prior to 
the commencement of each stage.  Any remediation measures should be carried 
out in accordance with the approved scheme.  

 Inspection of temporary watercourses: requirement for the submission of a 
written scheme for the inspection and clearance of debris from temporary 
watercourse.  The approved scheme should be implemented during the 
construction of each stage. 

 Removal of temporary bridges and culverts: the requirement for any 
temporary bridge or culvert in connection with the proposed development to be 
removed within twelve months of completion of construction.  

 Highway works: where the means of access to a highway, for vehicles, is to be 
constructed or altered, a requirement for the written details of the design and 
layout of the access should be submitted to the relevant highway authority.  The 
construction or alteration should be carried out in accordance with the approved 
details.  

 Clearance over main rivers: a requirement that no part of any 400kV overhead 
electric line shall be installed or maintained directly above any main river at a 
height of less than 10 metres above the top level of the bank of that river. 

 Removal of UK Power Networks Works: a requirement for any existing UK 
Power Networks infrastructure to be removed at the earliest opportunity and no 
later than 36 months after that part of the authorised development to which that 
part of the UK Power Networks works apply is first brought into operational use. 

 Decommissioning: a requirement for a written scheme of decommissioning to 
be submitted at least six months prior to any decommissioning works. 

3.8 Obligations 

3.8.1 It is envisaged that the DCO will be accompanied by planning obligations (a section 
106 agreement) with the local authorities as an established mechanism for securing 
planning matters arising from a development proposal, such as the proposed 
development.   

3.8.2 Negotiation on planning obligations will be subject to legal tests as set out in 
regulation 122 and 123 of the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as 
amended), namely:  

 Necessary to make the development acceptable in planning terms; 

 Directly related to the development; and 

 Fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the development. 
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4 APPROACH TO NEW ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION  

4.1 Introduction 

4.1.1 National Grid is regulated by Ofgem, the electricity and gas markets regulator, to 
ensure value for money for consumers and is required under the Electricity Act to 
“develop and maintain an efficient, coordinated and economical electricity 
transmission system, and to facilitate competition in supply and generation of 
electricity.”  These duties and obligations mean that National Grid has a responsibility 
to deliver new electricity transmission infrastructure but also to be responsible for the 
cost of projects as costs will ultimately be borne by electricity users.  

4.1.2 Under Schedule 9 of the Electricity Act, in formulating any relevant proposal, National 
Grid shall also have regard to “the desirability of preserving natural beauty, 
conserving flora, fauna and geological or physiographical features of special interest 
and of protecting sites, buildings and objects of architectural, historic or 
archaeological interest”  and to do what it reasonably can to mitigate any effect which 
the proposals would have on the above features or the natural beauty of the 
countryside.  

4.1.3 In demonstrating these responsibilities and in order to provide transparency over the 
design process, National Grid has published its approach to the Design and Routeing 
of New Electricity Transmission Lines8.  The guidance was written to assist project 
promoters/teams and stakeholders understand the process through which National 
Grid progress new transmission projects, in compliance with the requirements of the 
Electricity Act, NPS EN-5 and the principle of the Holford Rules.  The Holford Rules 
are the accepted basis within the electricity transmission industry for overhead line 
routeing and Section 4.8 of this document sets out in detail how the Holford Rules 
have been applied to the proposed development by National Grid. 

4.1.4 National Grid’s guidance states that “whether the preferred route corridor is 
predominantly overhead, underground or sub-sea, detailed survey and assessment 
work is carried out to find the alignment of the transmission line which best satisfies 
all of our obligations and the needs of stakeholders. In doing this we seek to avoid 
as far as possible any impacts on people, settlements, and environmentally sensitive 
areas. We continue to refine the route alignment to minimise any visual and other 
environmental impacts, in consultation with stakeholders and communities.” 

4.2 Design principles 

4.2.1 National Grid has sought to develop a well-designed scheme which responds 
positively to environmental constraints and comments from stakeholders and the 
public, providing mitigation where necessary in order to overcome adverse impacts 
which can be associated with overhead lines. 

4.2.2 The scale and amount of any National Grid proposal is largely determined by the 
need for the new infrastructure (function and operational requirements) and 
adherence to their duties under the Electricity Act.  The need for the proposed 
development is outlined in Section 2.2 of this document and set out in detail in the 

                                                

 

8 National Grid. Approach to the Design and Routeing of New Electricity Transmission Lines.2012.  
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Need Case (Volume 7, Document 7.3) and explains that new transmission 
infrastructure is required to connect the Nemo Link interconnector to the National 
Grid high voltage transmission network.  National Grid have a statutory obligation to 
offer to connect any new generating stations or interconnector applying to connect 
to the transmission system. 

4.2.3 As stated above, the Electricity Act further confers a duty upon National Grid under 
Section 38 and Schedule 9 to ensure that it has regard to amenity when carrying out 
its undertakings. Schedule 9 states that a licence holder, such as National Grid, has 
a general responsibility when formulating proposals for new electric lines to: 

“…have regard to the desirability of preserving natural beauty, of conserving flora, 
fauna and geological of physiographical features of special interest and of protecting 
sites, buildings and objects of architectural, historic or archaeological interest; and 
shall do what [it] reasonably can to mitigate any effect which the proposals would 
have on natural beauty of the countryside or on any such flora, fauna, features, site 
buildings or objects”. 

4.2.4 Schedule 9 also requires National Grid to have a responsibility when assessing the 
effects of its proposals to: 

“…mitigate any effect which the proposals would have on the natural beauty of the 
countryside or any flora, fauna, features, sites, buildings or objects.” 

4.2.5 It is these key responsibilities and objectives which underpin National Grid’s design 
principles on which the proposed development is based.  

4.3 National Grid’s approach to undergrounding 

4.3.1 National Grid considers the use of underground cables as part of the strategic options 
stage on all new electricity transmission projects.  This may involve National Grid 
promoting a sub-sea or predominantly underground strategic options, particularly in 
light of very significant constraints relating to landscape of visuals issues.  

4.3.2 Such constraints might include, for example, locations with physical difficulties in 
constructing an overhead line (e.g. urban areas or mountains) or the presence of 
highly valued landscapes such as National Parks or Areas of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONBs).  In some instances, constraints may also restrict a sub-sea or 
underground option, for example, ports and harbours or buried archaeology.  This 
approach is in line with NPS EN-5.  

4.3.3 National Grid therefore considers the relative merits of using underground cables on 
a case by case basis.  The potential use of underground cable in, or close to, 
exceptionally constrained urban, rural or estuary crossing areas would require the 
demonstration that this is the most cost-effective means of avoiding the need for high 
voltage overhead lines which would seriously harm the amenity of these areas.  

4.3.4 In the case of the proposed development, National Grid, as part of its approach to 
developing new transmission infrastructure, and in response to comments from 
stakeholders and the public, has considered in detail the use of underground cable, 
across the entire route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (SOR) (Volume 7, 
Document 7.4) and in sections of the route as set out in the Connections Options 
Report (COR) (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Having considered the main issues and 
applying the criteria above it was concluded that an overhead route could be 
sensitively designed and carefully routed within the existing landscape and that no 
part of the route was required to be placed underground. 
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4.4 The design and routeing of new electricity transmission lines 

4.4.1 National Grid’s published approach to the design and routeing of new electricity lines, 
sets out a six stage process for developing projects, shown in Figure 4.1.  The 
application of each stage of the process to the proposed development is discussed 
in further detail below.  

Figure 4.1 National Grid’s Approach 

 

Stage 1 strategic options 

4.4.2 At the first stage of the process, National Grid, as part of its duties under the 
Electricity Act, explore the different ways in which it might meet an identified need for 
new infrastructure.  This need could be to connect new generation to the existing 
network, an investment in anticipation of new generation, or the creation of more 
capacity where needed.  

4.4.3 Where new infrastructure is needed, as is the case with the proposed development, 
National Grid consider how this could be delivered through the generation of strategic 
options.  These options, and how they will be assessed, are explored and discussed 
with core stakeholders including potentially affected local authorities, and other 
bodies such as Natural England, Historic England and the Environment Agency.   

4.4.4 In considering an identified need National Grid firstly seeks to: 

 determine whether the existing network can accommodate the customer or 
capacity needs economically and efficiently before considering new build 
solutions; 

 consider alternatives to meet the need e.g. adjusting arrangements with the 
generator or considering different approaches to operating the network; or 

 consider investing in new equipment to optimise the use of the existing network.  

4.4.5 Where new infrastructure is required, National Grid considers the ways in which this 
could be achieved, this approach might include: 

 different technologies such as underground cables, gas-insulated lines, overhead 
lines or sub-sea high voltage direct current (HVAC or HVDC) cables;  
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 different geographical connection points; or 

 a combination of the two.  

4.4.6 Strategic options developed are subject to a technical compliance filter to ensure that 
they would be deliverable on the network.  Options are then subject to appraisal to 
analyse their relative costs and benefits.  As part of this process, National Grid 
considers where relevant environmental, socio-economic and technical issues 
alongside a capital and lifetime cost for each strategic option. 

4.4.7 As part of the approach National Grid may promote a subsea or predominantly 
underground strategic option where there are very significant constraints relating to 
landscape or visual issues.  Such constraints might include, for example, locations 
with physical difficulties in constructing an overhead line or the presence of highly 
valued landscapes such as National Parks or Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
(AONBs).  

4.4.8 The key outputs at this stage of the process include a Need Case (Volume 7, 
Document 7.3) and a Strategic Options Report (SOR) (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  
These outputs form the basis of Stages 2 and 3 of the process with a certain amount 
of continuing appraisal and consultation.  At this stage, National Grid may also look 
for options to remove existing infrastructure in order to minimise the overall 
‘wirescape’ as has been the case with the PX route as part of the proposed 
development. 

4.4.9 In developing the Richborough Connection project, six strategic options were 
considered in the SOR which included overhead line, underground cable and sub-
sea options to different geographical locations.  

4.4.10 The six strategic options included three onshore options (‘SO1’, ‘SO2’ and ‘SO3’), 
each with three sub-options (‘a’ – overhead line, ‘b’ – underground cable and ‘c’ – 
gas insulated line) comprising different technologies by which the transmission 
connection could be made.  Three offshore options were also considered (identified 
as ‘SO4’, ‘SO5’ and ‘SO6’).  

4.4.11 The SOR concluded that an option for a connection between Richborough and 
Canterbury (SO1a) should be taken forward, and that National Grid should look 
initially for an overhead line route.  The decision to move forward with this option was 
based on the view that it best balanced all of the information, statutory duties and 
Government guidance available at that time.  The Need Case document and 
Strategic Options Report were published in June 2013 as part of the Summer 2013 
Consultation described further below.  

Stage 2 outline routeing and siting 

4.4.12 At this stage of the process National Grid undertakes routing studies to identify and 
appraise broad potential route corridors for the new transmission connection as well 
as beginning to identify potential suitable locations for associated infrastructure such 
as substations (please note – no new substations are proposed as part of the 
Richborough Connection project).  When routeing overhead lines, as was the case 
for the Richborough Connection project at this stage of the project, the Holford Rules 
were applied.   

4.4.13 Route corridor options are then subject to an options appraisal to determine the 
environmental, socio-economic, technical and cost implications associated with 
different route options. 
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4.4.14 Public consultation is undertaken in order to seek views both on the preferred 
strategic option and the potential route corridors.  

4.4.15 The key output from this stage of the process is the Route Corridor Study (RCS) 
(Volume 7, Document 7.5).  The RCS for the Richborough Connection project was 
published in June 2013 as part of the Summer 2013 Consultation.  The results of the 
consultation together with all of the studies carried out are used to identify the 
preferred connection option and preferred route corridor.  National Grid produced a 
Feedback Report on the Summer 2013 Consultation which identifies all of the 
comments received and how they were taken into account at that stage of the project, 
see the Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1, Section 6).  In November 
2013 the Preferred Connection Option and Route Corridor Study and Summer 2013 
Consultation Feedback Report were published.  

4.4.16 The RCS for the proposed development identified two potential route corridors, the 
North Corridor (including sub-options A-C) for routeing into Canterbury and the South 
Corridor.  Each route was assessed against a range of environmental features 
including designated sites, listed buildings, settlements, topography and landscape 
character.  The route corridors were then assessed to identify the corridor that would 
avoid or minimise effects on features.   

4.4.17 This process found the North Corridor to have the lowest level of environmental 
effects as published in the RCS.  Taking on board the comments received as part of 
the Summer 2013 Consultation National Grid in November 2013 published its 
preferred connection option (overhead line connection between Richborough and 
Canterbury) and a preference for the North corridor including sub-option B with the 
removal of the existing 132kV overhead line (PX route) from Richborough to 
Canterbury.   

4.4.18 National Grid also stated that it would continue to consider whether it was appropriate 
to use an underground cable solution for any part of the connection.  

Stage 3 detailed routeing and siting 

4.4.19 Once a broad route corridor has been identified, National Grid looks in detail at the 
route corridor to identify and appraise a preferred route alignment and locations of 
any associated infrastructure.  This involves detailed survey and assessment work 
to find the alignment of the transmission line which best satisfies National Grid’s 
obligations and the needs of stakeholders.  In doing this, National Grid seeks to avoid 
as far as possible any impacts on people, settlements, and environmentally sensitive 
areas. 

4.4.20 In relation to the proposed development, this stage looked in detail at routing within 
the preferred North Corridor.  The process was undertaken in line with the principles 
of the Holford Rules as well as considering environmental constraints and the 
existing 132kV overhead line from Richborough to Canterbury proposed to be 
removed, already identified within the route corridor.   

4.4.21 On this basis, National Grid developed five routes capable of providing the 
Richborough Connection which were set out in the Connection Options Report 
(COR) (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  These options also considered two pylon 
designs: standard lattice pylons and T-pylons.  

4.4.22 For the purposes of the COR, the preferred route corridor was sub-divided into four 
sections (entitled Sections A to D) to manage environmental information and 
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considered alternative pylon designs or use of underground cable in each of the 
sections.  

4.4.23 The appraisal of the five options was guided by EN-1 and EN-5, relevant planning 
policy and National Grid’s Approach to Options Appraisal9.  Having considered the 
options in each of the sections it was concluded that an overhead line route could be 
sensitively designed and routed within the existing landscape and that no part of the 
route was required to be placed underground.  The conclusions from the COR 
therefore recommended an alignment to the north of the existing 132kV PX route to 
be removed through Sections A, B and D and to the south of it in Section C.  

4.4.24 Following the publication of the COR and proposed draft route in May 2014, a series 
of Information Events were held in June and July 2014 to provide information to local 
communities on the findings.  The output was also used in the Environmental 
Impact Assessment Scoping Report (EIA) and formed the basis for the 
Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR).  

Stage 4 the proposed application 

4.4.25 In accordance with DCLG Guidance10, National Grid undertook a multi-stage pre-
application process for the proposed development, to ensure that consultees had 
multiple opportunities to provide feedback as the development of the proposals 
evolved.  National Grid also consulted on its approach to consultation with the host 
local authorities and undertook other informal engagement on an on-going basis 
during the pre-application process.  Taking into account the feedback received 
following publication of the proposed draft route and COR in May 2014 National Grid 
continued to develop the route of the connection for publication as part of the 
Statutory Consultation.  

4.4.26 Consultation has been integral to the development of the proposed development.  
The Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1) details the findings of the pre-
application consultation process, engagement and publicity that National Grid 
undertook and the feedback received. 

4.4.27 Statutory consultation on the proposed DCO application was carried out in 
accordance with Section 42 and Section 47 of the Act in February 2015. Consultation 
comprised six public exhibitions and four pop-up events.  The consultation sought 
feedback on the route National Grid proposed to take forward, the type of pylons 
proposed and their locations.  The statutory consultation ran from 10 February – 27 
March 2015, and also included the publication of the PEIR.  

4.4.28 Since the close of the consultation period, National Grid has reviewed its proposals 
and made any necessary amendments in light of the consultation responses 
received.  

Stage 5 application for development consent 

4.4.29 Once National Grid has assessed the outcomes of the statutory consultation and 
made any necessary changes to the proposed development, an application for DCO 

                                                

 

9 National Grid. Our approach to Options Appraisal, 2012 

10 Department for Communities and Local Government. Planning Act 2008: Guidance on the pre-application 
process. London: UK Government, 2015 
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is submitted to PINS.  This Planning Statement supports the application for DCO in 
relation to the Richborough Connection project.  

4.4.30 The approach described above has been adopted by National Grid to inform the 
routeing and site selection of the proposed development in an iterative manner which 
has responded to stakeholder feedback and the physical context and constraints 
along the route corridor.  

4.4.31 Further details on the proposed development which has emerged through the above 
process, and has subsequently been submitted as part of the application for DCO is 
provided in Chapter 3 of this document. 

Stage 6 consideration and hearing  

4.4.32 During this stage National Grid follows the process set out for applications under the 
Planning Act 2008.  

4.5 Design evolution and review process 

4.5.1 The design evolution of the Richborough Connection project has been an iterative 
process.  National Grid has considered ways to achieve good design through the 
careful consideration of route corridors and application of design principles which has 
been subject to consultation.  National Grid has also investigated alternatives from 
suggestions made in written representations during consultation, a summary of which 
is reported in the Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1) and the Need for 
the Proposed Development and Alternatives Considered in the Environmental 
Statement (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 2).  

4.5.2 Following publication of the COR and Draft Route in May 2014, a process was 
implemented by National Grid to address relevant design changes which arose 
through feedback from the public, on-going discussions with statutory and non-
statutory and other bodies and from discussions with person with an interest in the 
land (PIL) potentially affected.  This ensured that each identified change was 
effectively assessed by National Grid’s specialist teams covering environment, 
design and construction and land rights.  

4.5.3 The procedure was applied to all relevant design changes to either the location 
and/or design of proposed infrastructure or access works associated with the 
proposed development.  Design changes were raised in relation to the overhead line 
route, individual pylon locations and access routes.  

4.5.4 In broad terms the process comprised the following stages:  

Preliminary assessment: Each design change was initially reviewed by the 
technical leads (design, construction, land rights and environment (including socio-
economics)) to identify if there were valid reasons to consider the request.  If so, the 
design change was passed on to the next stage of the process.  Some identified 
changes were rejected at this stage if for example they were a duplication of another 
request already in the system.   

Engineering study: This examined the technical feasibility of the proposed change 
and if the change was considered feasible, a revised engineering design taking into 
account known environmental and socio-economic information was developed for 
the next stage of the process.  
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Full assessment: The technical specialists reviewed all the relevant information, 
including the engineering study and independently came to a view as to whether the 
change should be made.   

4.5.5 The majority of identified design changes at this stage of the project (May 2014) 
related to common areas of the route and although often similar, on occasion, were 
in conflict with each other.  The design changes were therefore grouped according 
to their location within each of the four Sections used for the assessment, so that the 
issues specific to their location could be addressed as part of the review.   

4.5.6 A description of the design changes identified and considered in relation to the 
proposed draft route (see Figure 2.4 within Volume 5, Document 5.3.2) is provided 
below.   

4.5.7 On the basis of the proposed draft route, optimal pylon locations were identified by 
National Grid in terms of technical engineering, environmental and socio-economic 
considerations.  Pylon location references were indicated by the letters PC and were 
numbered for the proposed draft route commencing with pylon PC1 at Canterbury to 
pylon PC62 at Richborough in the east.  Design changes are described in relation to 
the pylon location/pylon numbers below.  

4.5.8 The following paragraphs in this section detail the design changes proposed by the 
public, PiLs or other bodies and how they were addressed by National Grid at this 
stage of the project.  

Section A - Stour Valley (Pylons PC1 to PC16) 

4.5.9 East of Canterbury North 400kV/132kV Substation, where the route was to the north 
of the River Stour, a change was identified to move this part of the route south from 
the proposed draft route but to avoid the river by at least 10m.  However 
implementing this design change would have altered the route direction and 
necessitated an additional pylon with subsequent visual and other environmental 
effects.  The route would have also become closer to, and potentially oversailed, a 
residential area south of the river with potential effects on the occupants.  Therefore 
this change was not made and the route was moved slightly north to reduce effects 
on local residents south of the river.  

4.5.10 Several suggested changes were made to amend the proposed draft route in the 
vicinity of Lynne Wood.  A request was made to move the pylon PC4 and route away 
from land that is likely to be developed as housing south east of Lynne Wood.  To 
accommodate this change the route would have had to be moved so that it was to 
the west of the wood.  This option would have resulted in the loss of additional large 
areas of trees within the wood (which is designated as a SSSI and ancient woodland).  
It would have also required substantial engineering works (for placing existing 132kV 
overhead lines underground in this area) and would have taken the route closer to 
residential properties along Broad Oak Road (located within the vicinity of the level 
crossing).   

4.5.11 Therefore to minimise effects on residential properties and the SSSI the route was 
not moved west of Lynne Wood and remained on a similar route to avoid the strategic 
development site and greater effects on the SSSI.  Pylon PC3 was moved slightly 
northwards, moving the overhead line northwards between pylons PC3 and PC4.  
Similar requests were received to move the route and/or pylons further west, 
however, due to the wood’s designation and the desire to minimise effects on the 
wood, these amendments were rejected.  



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 37 January 2016 

 

4.5.12 North of Lynne Wood a request was received to move pylon PC8 from south of 
Mayton Lane to the north of this road.  This pylon could not be moved as it would 
have resulted in an additional pylon or a taller tension pylon with subsequent visual 
effects.  It was also requested that pylons be moved closer to the field edges and 
away from the polytunnels in this Section of the route.  In response, the route was 
moved further west away from Broad Oak and pylons (between pylons PC6 and PC8) 
moved to accommodate this route change.   

4.5.13 Close to Kemberland Wood design changes were identified which sought to move 
the route completely to the north of Kemberland Wood (a non-statutory Local Wildlife 
Site (LWS) and ancient woodland) and others to move it south where it crossed over 
the ancient woodland to avoid a residential caravan.  The route was not moved to 
the north as this would have brought the route closer to residential properties as well 
as several commercial properties on Herne Bay Road.  Several further design 
changes would also have been required, including a number of additional tension 
pylons, as well as increased pylon heights, with associated landscape and visual 
effects.  These changes would have been required to allow for crossing over the 
features associated with a proposed reservoir in this area (see Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Paragraphs 2.4.122 and 4.6.10, Section 5.5 and Table 5.1 for further details 
of this proposed development).   

4.5.14 Where it crossed Kemberland Wood, the route was moved slightly to the south, to 
avoid the caravan, whilst ensuring the route crossed over the northern part of the 
woodland to minimise effects on the ancient woodland (see Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Chapter 9).  

4.5.15 South of Tile Lodge Farm a request was made to move the pylons closer to field 
boundaries and to move pylon PC16 from the centre of the field south of Tile Lodge 
Farm as well as moving the proposed draft route south towards, and if possible 
beyond, the existing 132kV PX route.  The proposed draft route could not be moved 
south of the existing 132kV line as this would have bought the proposed 400kV route 
closer to Hersden as well as the woodland that is located south of the 132kV route.  
However pylon PC16 was moved further south so that it was located south of the 
junction of Hoath Road and Bredlands Lane.  Pylon PC17 was also moved closer to 
the field boundary.   

Design changes north west of Broad Oak 

4.5.16 South East Water (SEW) is proposing to construct a reservoir within the vicinity of 
Broad Oak, Canterbury.  The footprint of this and its ancillary works lie potentially 
within the route corridor that was identified for the Richborough Connection project.   

4.5.17 In addition to this the Broad Oak Preservation Society (BOPS) and several residents 
within Broad Oak put forward identified design changes proposing that the route be 
moved further north away from the village in some cases across or north of the 
proposed reservoir.  

4.5.18 In order to ensure both projects can proceed without constraining each other and in 
light of the information received from SEW and feedback received in relation to this 
area, a separate study was undertaken to identify design options for the new 400kV 
overhead line in the vicinity of the proposed reservoir.  Further information about this 
study is available in Volume 5, Document 5.4, Appendix 2D.  The purpose of the 
study was to set out the work undertaken by National Grid to support the discussions 
between SEW and National Grid to ensure both projects can co-exist in a mutually 
acceptable way during development construction and operational phases, whilst 
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taking into account the feedback on the proposed draft route from the residents of 
Broad Oak.   

4.5.19 The study identified four options (A to D) in the vicinity of the proposed reservoir that 
are summarised as follows.  

Option A: Part of the original draft route identified as part of the COR.  This would 
require three new pylons within SEW’s land to the south of the proposed reservoir.  
From pylon PC8 south of the Heel Lane and Mayton Lane junction this option would 
head north-east to pylon PC9 before heading in an easterly direction.   

Option B: This route is the furthest south and requires four new pylons within SEW’s 
land to the south of the proposed reservoir, an additional one to Option A or C.  The 
overhead line would follow a straight line from pylons PC8 to PC11 in a north-easterly 
direction and would avoid the reservoir whilst taking the route closer to Broad Oak.  

Option C:  This provides a route approximately midway between Options A and B, 
requiring three new pylons within SEW’s land to the south of the proposed reservoir.  
The route would be similar to Option A, however pylon PC9 lies approximately 60m 
further south to avoid the conductors oversailing the proposed reservoir.   

Option D: This is an alternative option to the north of the proposed reservoir, 
requiring approximately 8 new pylons within SEW’s land.  From pylon PC8, which 
would be moved approximately 500m south-west of its position in options A to C, the 
route would head north and then north-west around and across the northern end of 
the proposed reservoir before then heading in an east to south-easterly direction.  

4.5.20 Each option was reviewed in relation to its technical feasibility, cost and potential 
environmental effects; particularly in relation to ecology, the historic environment and 
landscape and visual effects.  As a result of this review, National Grid decided to 
progress with Option C.  This option avoids bringing the new overhead line closer to 
Broad Oak, as would occur if Option B was selected, whilst avoiding more of the 
proposed reservoir than Option A.  Option D was ruled out as it was considered to 
have the greatest environmental effect, as well as being the most technically complex 
and resulting in an increased number of pylons and length of route.  Further 
information can be found in the ‘Proposed South East Water Reservoir – Route 
Options Appraisal’ report that National Grid produced and provided to SEW in 
November 2014 (updated in February 2015).  This report is provided in Volume 5, 
Document 5.4, Appendix 2D.  

Section B - Sarre Penn Valley (Pylons PC16 to PC29) 

4.5.21 To the north of Hersden a change request was made to move the proposed draft 
route south and remove it completely from a PiLs land if possible.  The preference 
stated was to move it to the south side of the watercourse which flows north 
eastwards and into the Nethergong Penn, and which the route crosses along this 
Section.  If this was not possible the request was to position the pylons within the 
river meanders to minimise the effect of the new pylons on how machinery is used 
to farm this area of land.  The route was moved slightly south to address this request 
but has had to remain largely north of the watercourse to avoid oversailing Park 
Rough LWS and ancient woodland further to the east of this Section.  

4.5.22 To the north of Chislet Business Park a request was made to move the proposed 
draft route south taking it closer to the existing 132kV PX route to avoid an area which 
is used for duck shooting.  The route in this Section has been moved slightly south, 
but the extent of this was limited by the presence of residential properties and a listed 
building at Chislet Business Park and the potential effects on these receptors.  
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4.5.23 To the north east of Chislet Business Park there was a request to move pylon PC23 
eastwards to the end of a tree line.  However this pylon had to move westwards due 
to the span lengths between pylons being close to the maximum that is technically 
feasible.  The span lengths to the west could not be altered as additional pylons 
would have been required resulting in the potential for greater effects on the 
receptors present at Chislet Business Park.  

4.5.24 At Nethergong (between pylons PC24 to PC28) a request was made to move the 
proposed draft route further north of the Sarre Penn to minimise noise and visual 
effects on the residential properties and those camping at the campsite at 
Nethergong.  This change was incorporated into the proposed route as it could be 
accommodated without increasing negative effects on other receptors.  

4.5.25 North east of Nethergong changes were identified to move individual pylons towards 
field boundaries.  These minor changes have been incorporated into the proposed 
route (pylon PC29).  

Section C Chislet Marshes (Pylons PC29 to PC43) 

4.5.26 To the north of Wall End Farm there was a change identified to move pylons to the 
edge of field boundaries.  Changes to the location of pylons PC30 and 32 were made 
so that these were closer to the edge of fields.  Pylon PC31 remained located within 
the centre of the field as moving the location of this pylon would affect the span 
lengths and therefore need an additional pylon to accommodate the change. 

4.5.27 A request was also made to move the proposed draft route much further to the south 
of Sarre in order to avoid visual effects on properties in Sarre and avoid the most 
productive agricultural land at this location.  However the presence of the A28 Island 
Road, the River Stour and the railway all constrain the engineering options at this 
location.  In addition taking the proposed draft route further south would also bring it 
closer to the residential dwelling at Cut End.  Therefore the route was only moved 
slightly south in this area to reduce effects on Sarre and on agricultural land as much 
as possible.  

4.5.28 There was a request to move the proposed draft route south where it passed through 
the Sarre Marshes north of the River Stour and Plucks Gutter to avoid disruption to 
an irrigated field.  Although the route was moved slightly south to reduce this 
disruption, and the number of pylons reduced by one, moving the route any further 
south was not undertaken due to the effects this could have on the woodland south 
of the route in this Section.  

Section D Ash Level (Pylons PC43 to PC62) 

4.5.29 There were several requests for design changes to move the proposed draft route 
further south and further away from Monkton and Minster to provide greater benefit 
to residential receptors.  The distance between the eastern end of the route and 
Richborough Fort scheduled monument has always been a key consideration and 
the route was designed to maximise the distance from this feature.  However, the 
southern end of the route, where it entered Richborough 400kV Substation had been 
re-routed to avoid a consented solar panel farm.  This meant that route options north 
or south of the existing 132kV routes (PY and PX routes) were approximately equi-
distant from the Richborough Fort scheduled monument.  Taking this into account it 
was determined that the route could be moved south of the 132kV PY route as 
requested.   

4.5.30 As a result of this change the underground section of the 132kV PY route, where it 
was crossed by the new 400kV overhead line, took place at the eastern end of the 
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route, west of the railway line within the Ash Level, rather than at the previous location 
for this crossing as shown in Volume 5, Document 5.3.2, Figure 2.4.   

4.5.31 At the eastern end of the route, west of the railway line, there was a request to move 
the pylons to the edge of the field boundaries.  Although this section of route had 
been moved further south, pylons were located closer to the edge of field boundaries 
where feasible.  

4.6 Pylon design options appraisal 

4.6.1 Once a preferred route was identified National Grid continued to keep pylon type 
under review.  A Pylon Design Options Report (PDOR) (Volume 7, Document 7.8) 
was completed which set out the appraisal of the three pylon types being considered 
for the route (as set out below).  The appraisal of pylon types built upon the initial 
appraisal of pylon types as set out in the COR (Volume 7, Document 7.7), and took 
into account the feedback received relevant to pylon type.  The pylon types 
considered in the appraisal are shown in Figure 4.2 (below) and included: 

 the standard lattice pylon;  

 the low-height lattice pylon; and  

 the T-pylon.  

4.6.2 The consideration of alternative pylon designs is in line with Supplementary Note C 
to the Holford Rules. This states that “In addition to adopting appropriate routeing, 
evaluate where appropriate the use of alternative tower (pylon) designs now 
available where these would be advantageous visually, and where the extra cost can 
be justified.” 

Figure 4.2  Images of the three pylon types considered (not to scale) 
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4.6.3 The approach used was based on National Grid’s Options Appraisal11 methodology 
and considered technical, cost and environmental factors for each pylon type within 
each Section of the route. 

4.6.4 There is a difference in cost between the T-pylon and both types of lattice pylon 
(costs are the same for different lattice pylons as they require the same amount of 
materials for manufacture and construction).  The costs that were reported in the 
PDOR (Volume 7, Document 7.8) are set out in Table 4.3.  They are based on 
£4.1m/km for T-pylons and £2.5m/km for lattice pylons.  The costs are included for 
comparison but were not, in themselves, a determinative factor when considering 
pylon types as a range of factors were considered in taking a decision on pylon type. 

Table 4.3  Summary of estimated capital and lifetime costs  

Route 
Section and 
approximate 
length 

Capital 
cost (£M) 
standard 
lattice 

Capital 
cost (£M) 
low height 
lattice 

Capital 
cost (£M) 
T-pylon 

Lifetime 
cost (£M) 
standard 
lattice 

Lifetime 
cost (£M) 
low height 
lattice 

Lifetime 
cost (£M) 
T-pylon 

A (5.8km) 14.5 14.5 23.78 20.0 20.0 29.28 

B (4.2km) 10.5 10.5 17.22 16.0 16.0 22.72 

C (5.2km) 13.0 13.0 21.32 18.5 18.5 26.82 

D (5.4km) 13.5 13.5 22.14 19.0 19.0 27.64 

Total 
(20.6km) 

51.5 51.5 84.46 73.5 73.5 106.46 

       

4.6.5 Generally in each Section of the route there was a pylon type which performed better 
than the others in the appraisal.  This was largely due to the environmental aspects 
being heavily interrelated.  Although there was a slight preference by the public for 
T-pylons in two Sections, there was no part of the route where the T-pylon offered 
sufficient advantage over lattice pylons on environmental grounds that would justify 
the additional cost that would be incurred.     

4.6.6 Of the two lattice pylon types, the standard lattice performed with fewer adverse 
environmental effects in Sections A, C and the first part of Section B whilst low height 
lattice pylons performed slightly better in the second part of Section B and overall in 
Section D.  For further information please see Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 
2. 

4.7 The proposed application – final design evolution 

4.7.1 Consultation representations received as part of the Statutory Consultation under 
Sections 42 and 47 of the Act (from 10 February 2015 to 27 March 2015), in response 
to the information presented at this formal consultation including the PEIR and 
PDOR, were used to review and further refine the design of the proposed 
development, where appropriate.   

                                                

 

11 National Grid. Our approach to Options Appraisal, 2012 
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Assessment of identified design changes 

4.7.2 As set out for the stage above, the majority of requested design changes related to 
common areas of the route and although often similar, on occasion, were in conflict 
with each other.  The same design review process was adopted whereby design 
changes were grouped according to their location within each of the four Sections 
used for the assessment, so that the issues specific to their location could be 
addressed as part of the review.  This includes design changes put forward by the 
public, landowners and other PiLs and prescribed consultees.  

4.7.3 Details of the main design changes to the overhead line route that were requested 
at this stage of the project and have been accommodated in comparison with the 
draft 400kV route proposed as part of the Statutory Consultation is provided below.  
The differences between the proposed draft route (as shown at formal consultation) 
and the proposed route which forms the basis of the DCO application is shown on 
Volume 5, Document 5.3.2, Figure 2.5.   

4.7.4 Many requests from PiLs affected by the proposed development related to specific 
pylon locations where moving them to the edge or corner of fields, or to a set distance 
from field edges or streams etc. was sought.  Where possible, these changes were 
made unless they were outweighed by other constraints which took priority for the 
specific location, e.g. where clearance from a watercourse was required for 
environmental reasons. 

Section A - Stour Valley (Pylons PC1 to PC16) 

4.7.5 Movement of the route between pylons PC2 - PC4 was requested in order to 
minimise the effect on the allocated employment land at Vauxhall Road, Canterbury.  
Due to the River Stour and residential dwellings to the south, on the opposite side of 
Vauxhall Road, in this vicinity, pylon PC2 could only be moved slightly further south 
towards the edge of the employment land, but cannot be moved any further.  

4.7.6 A request was made to review the location and heights of pylons PC6 - PC8 to reduce 
effects on the operational orchard/polytunnels directly below the proposed overhead 
line.  A small movement of pylon PC7 has been made to accommodate this request 
but any further change or increase in pylon height has been rejected.  Effects on this 
receptor are assessed in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15. 

Section B - Sarre Penn Valley (Pylons PC16 to PC29) 

4.7.7 To the east of Tile Lodge Farm, pylons PC18 - 20 have moved further west into the 
fields in response to a request to amend the route due to farming practices.  Moving 
the pylons to the field edges was not possible in this location due to the ecological 
and water environment constraints associated with the Sarre Penn in this vicinity. 

4.7.8 Protected species constraints identified by ecological surveys meant pylon PC28 was 
moved resulting in changes to other pylons in this vicinity between PC23 - 28 and 
PC28 - 33 (which largely falls within Section C).  Due to the presence of the 
Nethergong Camping site to the south of pylon PC27, movement of the route to the 
south in this area was avoided.  However, the movement of pylon PC28 has enabled 
a reduction in the number of pylons immediately north of the campsite from 2 (pylons 
PC27 and 28) to one (pylon PC27) and movement of the route further north away 
from Nethergong Camping at the eastern end of the campsite.  

Section C Chislet Marshes (Pylons PC29 to PC43) 

4.7.9 The movement northwards of pylon PC28 has resulted in the route also moving north 
between pylons PC28 - 33.  Beyond the angle pylon PC33, a request was made for 
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the route to move further south in addition to fine-tuning the pylon locations to reduce 
effects on farming practices.  Where possible, the locations of pylons PC33 - 40 have 
been adjusted, however, the route could not move to the south.  

4.7.10 Small adjustments to pylons PC32 and 33 have been made; again resulting from the 
change to the location of pylon PC28.  Requested changes to move pylon PC32 
closer to a farm building, and pylon PC34 north of a ditch have in part been 
accommodated.  

Section D Ash Level (Pylons PC43 to PC62) 

4.7.11 Consultation feedback from a number of PiLs and in discussions with Natural 
England (NE) requested that the route across the Ash Level be amended to an 
alignment running to the north of the retained 132kV PY route, similar to that shown 
in the EIA Scoping Report (see Volume 5, Document 5.3.2, Figure 2.4).  NE was 
concerned about possible displacement of breeding birds, from specially created 
wader pools underneath the proposed route on an alignment to the south of the 
existing 132kV lines (as shown at Statutory Consultation) and the retained PY route, 
and the potential adverse impact this could have on habitat availability for birds 
foraging in these areas and on areas currently under management for Higher Level 
Stewardship (HLS) schemes.   

4.7.12 Following a review of options, this change request was accepted and the route across 
the Ash Level in Section D has moved to the north of the PY route with a 
corresponding reduction in the number of pylons in this Section.  The proposed route 
remains within the route corridor and also within the Order limits as presented in the 
information available during the Statutory Consultation including the PEIR.  The 
alignment to the north of the retained PY route minimises the distance between the 
PY route and the proposed route and avoids the key wader pools associated with the 
areas under management for HLS schemes (see Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 9 for more information).   

4.8 Holford Rules 

4.8.1 Paragraph 2.8.5 of EN-5 states that the Holford Rules “should be used by developers 
when designing their proposals”.  The Holford Rules were first set out in 1959, and 
subsequently reviewed by National Grid in 1992.  They have become accepted within 
the electricity transmission industry as the basis for overhead transmission line 
routeing.  National Grid employs the Holford Rules to inform the design and routeing 
of all new overhead line projects, including the proposed development.  

4.8.2 The following section of this document sets out, in turn, how the Holford Rules are 
applied by National Grid and have formed an important part of developing the 
preferred route and design of the proposed development.   

4.8.3 Holford Rules 1, 2, 3 and 7 have been particularly relevant in the selection of strategic 
options, route corridor and connection options for the proposed development.  
Holford Rules 4, 5 and 6 have been relevant in the consideration of possible 
landscape and visual effects that may arise from using particular pylon types. 

Holford Rule 1 

4.8.4 Holford Rule 1 states that: “avoid altogether, if possible, the major areas of highest 
amenity value, by so planning the general route of the line in the first place, even if 
total mileage is somewhat increased in consequence.  Areas of highest amenity 
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value include AONBs, National Parks, Heritage Coasts, World Heritage Sites and 
Registered Parks and Gardens.” 

4.8.5 As reported in the SOR (Volume 7, Document 7.4), National Grid considered major 
areas of highest amenity value in the appraisal of strategic options of the proposed 
development.  

4.8.6 The six strategic options appraised in the SOR included three offshore options (SO4, 
SO5 and SO6).  The appraisal of SO5 found that the option would have temporary 
direct effects on Kent Downs AONB during construction.  In contrast the appraisal of 
SO1a, which was selected to be taken forward, found that this option would have no 
direct effect on the amenity of Kent Downs AONB.  

4.8.7 The appraisal of SO1a found that it would be unlikely to have any significant effects 
on the Canterbury World Heritage Site (WHS), although there may be potential for 
effects upon its setting in distant views. 

4.8.8 The assessment of five route corridors as part of the RCS (Volume 7, Document 
7.5) included an appraisal against landscape and visual amenity on major areas of 
high amenity value, notably the Kent Downs AONB and Canterbury WHS.  The North 
Corridor sub-option B, selected to be taken forward, performed best on ground of 
landscape and visual amenity.  

4.8.9 The appraisal of strategic options and route corridors demonstrates that Holford Rule 
1 has informed the design and routeing of the proposed development.    

Holford Rule 2 

4.8.10 Holford Rule 2 states that: “avoid smaller areas of high amenity value or scientific 
interest by deviation, provided this can be done without using too many angle towers 
i.e. the bigger structures which are used when lines change direction.” 

4.8.11 The SOR (Volume 7, Document 7.4) concluded that SO4, SO5 and SO6 would have 
potential direct effects on a number of coastal international ecological designations 
(Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar and Special Protection Area (SPA), the 
Sandwich Bay Special Area of Conservation (SAC), the Swale Ramsar and SPA and 
the Folkestone to Etchinghill Escarpment SAC).  It was recommended that SO4, SO5 
and SO6 were not taken forward. 

4.8.12 For the three onshore strategic options (‘SO1’, ‘SO2’ and ‘SO3’), three sub-options 
were considered (‘a’, ‘b’ and ‘c’) comprising different technologies by which the 
required onshore transmission connection could be made (see Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.2, Appendix 2A for more information).  

4.8.13 Whilst SO3a had the lowest capital cost, at 48km it would have been a much longer 
connection than a connection to Canterbury North 400kV substation (SO1a) of 
approximately 18km.  The longer length of overhead line for option SO3a was 
considered to generate greater landscape and visual effects.  Due to the extent of 
the Swale SPA, Ramsar, Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and West Blean 
and Thornden Woods SSSI and SAC it may not have been possible to avoid effects 
on these designated sites which include potential for habitat loss and effects on 
migratory birds that are a qualifying feature of the designations.  As a result, SO1a 
was preferred over SO3a.  

4.8.14 The appraisal of strategic options included the consideration of smaller areas of 
highest amenity value.  The decision to not take certain options forward has been 
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influenced by the location of smaller areas of highest amenity value including a 
number of coastal international ecological designations.   

4.8.15 The assessment of two route corridors as part of the RCS (Volume 7, Document 
7.5) included an appraisal against landscape and visual amenity on smaller areas of 
high amenity value and scientific interest.  The North Corridor sub-option B, selected 
to be taken forward, performed best on grounds of landscape and visual amenity.  

4.8.16 The appraisal of strategic options and route corridors demonstrates that Holford Rule 
2 has informed the design and routeing of the proposed development.    

Holford Rule 3 

4.8.17 Holford Rule 3 states that “other things being equal, choose the most direct line, with 
no sharp changes of direction and thus with fewer angle towers.” 

4.8.18 The shortest route between two points is generally preferred where other things are 
equal, because this is straight, avoiding the need for angles where larger pylons are 
needed on an overhead line, and a direct route would generally reduce the overall 
number of pylons required and would minimise environmental effects and costs.  

4.8.19 As reported in the SOR (Volume 7, Document 7.4), the strategic option taken 
forward (SO1a) at 18km was a shorter length and more direct route than other 
strategic options considered (such as SO3a at 48km).     

4.8.20 In the context of the process to select a route corridor, as reported in the RCS 
(Volume 7, Document 7.5), the shortest and most direct route between the 
proposed substation at the site of the former Richborough Power Station, and 
Canterbury North Substation would pass through a number of areas of constraint, 
including the settlements of East and West Stourmouth, Hersden and Sturry.  It would 
also pass through the Stodmarsh wetland area designated as a SAC, SPA and 
Ramsar, SSSI and National Nature Reserve.  This shortest route has therefore not 
been proposed because of the adverse effects it may bring to settlements and 
designated sites.  

4.8.21 The appraisal of strategic options and route corridors demonstrates that Holford Rule 
3 has informed the design and routeing of the proposed development.    

Holford Rule 4 

4.8.22 Holford Rule 4 states that “choose tree and hill backgrounds in preference to sky 
backgrounds wherever possible.  When a line has to cross a ridge, secure this 
opaque background as long as possible, cross obliquely when a dip in the ridge 
provides an opportunity.  Where it does not, cross directly, preferably between belts 
of trees.” 

4.8.23 In accordance with Rule 4, National Grid has considered opportunities to work with 
the characteristics of the landscape and backgrounding when planning the route of 
the overhead line and selecting the type of pylon to be used in the landscape 
(reported in the COR Volume 7, Document 7.7).   

4.8.24 Where possible, National Grid has routed the overhead line through the landscape 
with the most appropriate type of pylon.  Steel lattice pylons benefit from 
backgrounding because the thin steel members in an open structure make 
background features visible beyond, helping them to visually recede.    

4.8.25 In general, pylons are more prominent where there is no backgrounding and they are 
viewed against sky backgrounds.  The routeing of the proposed 400kV overhead line 
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has therefore sought to secure opaque backgrounding by being aligned on a low 
contour.   

4.8.26 The appraisal of connection options demonstrates that Holford Rule 4 has informed 
the design and routeing of the proposed development.    

Holford Rule 5 

4.8.27 Holford Rule 5 states that “prefer moderately open valleys with woods where the 
apparent height of towers will be reduced, and views of the line will be broken by 
trees”. 

4.8.28 The COR sets out principles that National Grid has applied to consider siting of 
pylons to maximise screening or filtering, by intervening landform or woodland 
(Volume 7, Document 7.7, Appendix B).  The proposed development includes the 
use of background and foreground features to reduce the apparent height and visual 
dominance of pylons in views and to minimise the exposure of the amount of pylons 
on ridges and skylines.   

4.8.29 The Pylon Design Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.8) considers the 
landscape and visual implications of different support structures for the proposed 
overhead line.  The assessment found that a standard lattice pylon would perform 
better with fewer landscape and visual effects in Section A, C and the first part of 
Section B whilst low height lattice pylons would perform slightly better in the second 
part of Section B and overall in Section D.   

4.8.30 The preferred pylon type taken forward to form the proposed route, and subject of 
the DCO application, is the standard lattice pylon in Sections A-C (45 standard lattice 
pylons) and the low height lattice pylon in Section D (15 low height lattice pylons).  
The final pylon (PC60) before the overhead line reaches Richborough 400kV 
substation would be a standard height lattice pylon.  By using a visually permeable 
support structure, rather than the T-Pylons, the proposed development maximises 
the effect of backgrounding.   

4.8.31 The appraisal of connection options and the consideration of pylon options 
demonstrates that Holford Rule 5 has informed the design and routeing of the 
proposed development.  

Holford Rule 6 

4.8.32 Holford Rule 6 states that “where country is flat and sparsely planted, keep the high 
voltage lines as far as possible independent of smaller lines, converging routes, 
distribution poles and other masts, wires and cables, so as to avoid a concentration 
of lines or wirescape”. 

4.8.33 The proposed development includes for the removal of the existing 132kV PX route.  
As a result, in sections of the route the concentration of cables and pylons would be 
avoided.   

4.8.34 The supplementary note to Rule 6 refers to planning wherever practicable parallel or 
closely related routes with tower types, spans and conductors forming a coherent 
appearance.  Introducing a different pylon structure near an existing steel lattice 
pylon would be a greater change than introducing a series of similar structures and 
may produce an incoherent appearance.  As reported in Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 7, efforts have been made to synchronise overhead line alignments by 
aligning the PC route parallel and as close to the retained PY route wherever 
possible.  This rule has had particular application when considering the merits of 
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introducing a T-Pylon where existing high voltage steel lattice pylons are close to and 
visible within and near the route.  

4.8.35 As reported in the COR (Volume 7, Document 7.7) the selection of standard lattice 
pylons in Section A of the proposed route would be consistent with this guidance as 
it would provide a pylon type of a coherent appearance.  The selection of low height 
lattice pylons for Section D was taken forward in part due to their consistent 
appearance and similar height with existing infrastructure (PX and PY routes) in 
accordance with Holford Rule 6.  

4.8.36 The appraisal of connection options demonstrates that Holford Rule 6 has informed 
the design and routeing of the proposed development.    

Holford Rule 7 

4.8.37 Holford Rule 7 states that “approach urban areas through industrial zones, where 
they exist, and when pleasant residential and recreational land intervenes between 
the approach line and substation, carefully assess the comparative costs of 
undergrounding”. 

4.8.38 As part of the appraisal of strategic options, three technology options were 
considered by National Grid for the onshore strategic options, including an 
underground cable.  The SOR (Volume 7, Document 7.4) considered the potential 
effects on urban areas and residential and recreational receptors in the appraisal of 
strategic options.  The SOR found that from a socio-economic perspective, the 
strategic option taken forward (SO1a) would not affect any major areas of economic 
activity or tourism assets of national importance, with the exception of limited land 
take from the proposed energy park on the remaining land at the former Richborough 
power station site.   

4.8.39 Holford Rule 7 refers to the consideration of use of underground cables instead of 
overhead lines.  National Grid’s document ‘Our approach to the design and routeing 
of new electricity transmission lines’ refers to the use of underground cables for high 
voltage transmission circuits and identifies that potential areas for undergrounding 
might include: locations with physical difficulties in constructing an overhead line.  
The list is not exhaustive and each project is treated on a case-by-case basis. 

4.8.40 The COR (Volume 7, Document 7.7) includes consideration of whether the use of 
underground cable technology would be appropriate for the proposed development, 
including a careful assessment of undergrounding costs in comparison to overhead 
lines. 

4.8.41 National Grid has determined that the use of capital cost, which comprises cost of 
equipment and installation costs, is a reliable basis on which to make investment 
decisions.  In order to consider the implications of different potential operational and 
maintenance costs and the costs arising from losses between undergrounding and 
overhead lines, National Grid also undertook a review of lifetime costs.  Volume 7, 
Document 7.7, Table 6.1 sets out the summary of estimate capital and lifetime costs 
for undergrounding in comparison to types of overhead line considered in the 
evolution of the proposed development.  National Grid’s assessment for the 
proposed development found that in terms of both capital and lifetime costs, an 
underground option would be considerably more expensive than the overhead 
options.  

4.8.42 The appraisal in the COR (Volume 7, Document 7.7) considered in detail the use of 
underground cable, across the entire route and in sections.  It was concluded that an 
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overhead route could be sensitively designed and carefully routed within the existing 
landscape and that no part of the route would be required to be placed underground. 

4.8.43 The appraisal of strategic options and connection options demonstrates that Holford 
Rule 7 has informed the design and routeing of the proposed development.    

Holford Rules Supplementary Notes 

4.8.44 In addition to the above, three supplementary notes have been added to the Holford 
Rules. 

4.8.45 Residential areas states “avoid routeing close to residential areas as far as possible 
on grounds of general amenity.” 

4.8.46 As reported in the COR (Volume 7, Document 7.7), National Grid has sought to 
route away from properties and settlements where possible on grounds of general 
amenity.  The alignment of the proposed route has been developed away from the 
residential areas of Hersden and Upstreet and within the constraints of the corridor.  
Particular attention has been paid to situations which could involve lines oversailing 
properties.  

4.8.47 Designations of county, district and local value states that “where possible choose 
routes which minimise the effect on special landscape areas, areas of great 
landscape value and other similar designations of county, district or local 
importance.” 

4.8.48 The COR (Volume 7, Document 7.7) includes an assessment of effects of the 
connection options on county, district and local value landscape designations.  
Where possible the proposed route minimises the effect on Special Landscape Areas 
(SLAs) and Areas of High Landscape Value (AHLV).  Of the overhead line options, 
the proposed route performed best in terms of landscape and visual assessment.  
Whilst in some sections of the route, alignments proposed give rise to some adverse 
effects on designations, the proposed route gives rise to the least adverse effects on 
landscape character and on visual amenity.   

4.8.49 Alternative tower design “in addition to adopting appropriate routeing, evaluate where 
appropriate the use of alternative tower designs are available where these would be 
advantageous visually and where the extra cost can be justified.” 

4.8.50 Following refinement of the proposed route, National Grid undertook an appraisal of 
pylon types considered for the route which is reported in the Pylon Design Options 
Report (Volume 7, Document 7.8).  The consideration of alternative pylon designs 
contained in the report is in accordance with the Holford Rules and concludes as to 
the preferred pylon types for each section of the route.   

4.8.51 The appraisal of connection options and the consideration of pylon options 
demonstrates that the Supplementary Notes to the Holford Rules have informed the 
design and routeing of the proposed development.  

Application of the Holford Rules to the final route  

4.8.52 The Holford Rules have been applied to the final route of the proposed development. 
Table 4.4 sets out how each Holford Rule has been applied in the selection of each 
section of the final route.  
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Table 4.4 Application of the Holford Rules to the final route 

Holford Rule Application to the final route 

Section A Section B Section C Section D 

Rule 1 

 

There are no 
national 
landscape 
designations 
within the Order 
limits or in the 
immediate 
vicinity.  

At its nearest, 
Kent Downs 
AONB is 4.7km 
from the 
proposed 
development and 
Canterbury WHS 
is 840m from the 
proposed 
development.  

There are no 
national 
landscape 
designations 
within the Order 
limits or in the 
immediate 
vicinity. 

At its nearest, 
Kent Downs 
AONB is 6.7km 
from the 
proposed 
development and 
Canterbury WHS 
is 5.6km from the 
proposed 
development.  

There are no 
national 
landscape 
designations 
within the Order 
limits or in the 
immediate 
vicinity. 

At its nearest, 
Kent Downs 
AONB is 9.8km 
from the 
proposed 
development and 
Canterbury WHS 
is 9km from the 
proposed 
development. 

There are no 
national 
landscape 
designations 
within the Order 
limits or in the 
immediate 
vicinity. 

At its nearest, 
Kent Downs 
AONB is 13km 
from the 
proposed 
development and 
Canterbury WHS 
is 14km from the 
proposed 
development.  

Rule 2 

  

Where possible 
the final route in 
Section A 
minimises the 
effect on Special 
Landscape Areas 
(SLAs) and Areas 
of High 
Landscape Value 
(AHLV).  

Where possible, 
diversion works 
have been 
designed so as to 
avoid wooden 
poles being 
located in the 
West Blean and 
Thornden Woods 
SSSI. 

Where possible 
the final route in 
Section B 
minimises the 
effect on SLAs 
and AHLV. 

There is no SSSI 
within Section B. 

Where possible 
the final route in 
Section C 
minimises the 
effect on SLAs 
and AHLV. 

There is no SSSI 
within Section C. 

There are no 
SLAs or AHLV 
within Section D. 

There is no SSSI 
within Section D. 

Rule 3 

 

Where possible 
the most direct 
route has been 
selected for 
Section A, whilst 
avoiding the 
settlements of 
Broad Oak and 
Sturry.  

Where possible 
the most direct 
route has been 
selected for 
Section B, whilst 
avoiding the 
settlements of 
Hersden and 
Upstreet. 

Where possible 
the most direct 
route has been 
selected for 
Section C, whilst 
avoiding the 
settlement of 
Sarre. 

Section D follows 
the most direct 
route available to 
the Richborough 
400kV 
Substation. 

Rule 4 Siting of pylons to 
maximise the 
effect of 

Siting of pylons 
on the lowest 
contour through 

Siting of pylons 
on low lying land 
so that in views 

Siting of pylons 
on low lying land 
so that in views 
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Holford Rule Application to the final route 

Section A Section B Section C Section D 

 backgrounding to 
the west of Broad 
Oak and within 
the Broad Oak 
Valley. 

the Sarre Penn 
Valley to 
maximise the 
effect of 
backgrounding. 

from nearby 
elevated areas 
(such as from 
Sarre) pylons 
benefit from 
backgrounding 
against the 
Chislet Marshes. 

from nearby 
elevated areas 
(such as from 
Monkton and the 
A299) pylons 
benefit from 
backgrounding 
against the Ash 
Level. 

Rule 5 

 

Background and 
foreground 
features are used 
to reduce the 
apparent height 
and domination of 
pylons in Section 
A of the final 
route.  Wherever 
possible trees are 
coppiced and 
hedgerows laid 
rather than being 
completely 
removed. 

The narrowest 
possible structure 
is proposed 
through the Sarre 
Penn Valley. 
Background and 
foreground 
features are also 
used to reduce 
the apparent 
height and 
domination of 
pylons in Section 
B of the final 
route.  Wherever 
possible trees are 
coppiced and 
hedgerows laid 
rather than being 
completely 
removed. 

Existing trees and 
hedgerows are 
used to reduce 
the visual 
dominance of 
pylons through 
Section C of the 
final route.  
Wherever 
possible trees are 
coppiced and 
hedgerows laid 
rather than being 
completely 
removed. 

Existing 
vegetation 
alongside the 
railway through 
Section D 
reduces the visual 
dominance of 
pylons in views 
from the north. 

Rule 6 

 

The selection of 
standard lattice 
pylons in Section 
A would provide a 
pylon of coherent 
appearance with 
those that are 
already present in 
the landscape.   

The standard 
lattice pylon has 
the least effect on 
most of the final 
route in Section 
B.  Low height 
lattice pylons 
were considered.  
However, the 
benefits were 
marginal and 
would result in an 
additional amount 
of pylons in 
Section B.  

Whilst efforts 
have been made 
to synchronise 
the overhead 
lines, the final 
route has been 
selected to align 
to the south of 
Sarre and to be 
as direct as 
possible avoiding 
sharp changes of 
direction.  

Efforts have been 
made to 
synchronise 
overhead line 
alignments by 
aligning the PC 
route parallel and 
as close to the 
retained PY route. 

The selection of 
low height lattice 
pylons for Section 
D has been taken 
forward in part 
due to their 
consistent 
appearance and 
similar height with 
existing 
infrastructure.   

Rule 7  Undergrounding 
was considered 
for Section A of 

Undergrounding 
was considered 
for Section B of 

Undergrounding 
was considered 
for Section C of 

Undergrounding 
was considered 
for Section D of 
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Holford Rule Application to the final route 

Section A Section B Section C Section D 

 the final route. 
However, it is 
considered that 
the final route is 
sensitively 
designed and 
carefully routed 
within the existing 
landscape. No 
part of Section A 
is required to be 
placed 
underground.  

the final route. 
However, it is 
considered that 
the final route is 
sensitively 
designed and 
carefully routed 
within the existing 
landscape. No 
part of Section B 
is required to be 
placed 
underground.  

the final route. 
However, it is 
considered that 
the final route is 
sensitively 
designed and 
carefully routed 
within the existing 
landscape. No 
part of Section C 
is required to be 
placed 
underground.  

the final route. 
However, it is 
considered that 
the final route is 
sensitively 
designed and 
carefully routed 
within the existing 
landscape. No 
part of Section D 
is required to be 
placed 
underground.  

Supplementary 
Note 1 

 

Section A of the 
final route avoids 
properties and 
settlements 
where possible on 
grounds of 
general amenity.  

Section A routes 
to the north of 
residential 
properties in 
Broad Oak and 
Sturry. 

Section B of the 
final route avoids 
properties and 
settlements 
where possible on 
grounds of 
general amenity.  

Section B routes 
to the north of 
residential 
properties in 
Hersden and 
Upstreet. 

Section C of the 
final route avoids 
properties and 
settlements 
where possible on 
grounds of 
general amenity.  

Section C routes 
to the south of 
residential 
properties in 
Sarre.  

Section D of the 
final route avoids 
properties and 
settlements 
where possible on 
grounds of 
general amenity.  

By taking the 
most direct route, 
Section D routes 
to the south of 
Monkton and 
Minster.  

Supplementary 
Note 2 

 

Where possible 
the final route in 
Section A 
minimises the 
effect on SLAs 
and AHLV.  

Where possible 
the final route in 
Section B 
minimises the 
effect on SLAs 
and AHLV. 

Where possible 
the final route in 
Section C 
minimises the 
effect on SLAs 
and AHLV. 

There are no 
SLAs or AHLV 
within Section D. 

Supplementary 
Note 3 

 

The chosen pylon 
type for the final 
route in Section A 
is the standard 
lattice pylon.  

The Pylon Design 
Options Reports 
(Volume 7, 
Document 7.8) 
found that this 
pylon type would 
perform best in 
Section A with 
fewer landscape 
and visual effects.  

The chosen pylon 
type for the final 
route in Section B 
is the standard 
lattice pylon.  

The Pylon Design 
Options Reports 
(Volume 7, 
Document 7.8) 
found that this 
pylon type would 
perform best in 
Section B with 
fewer landscape 
and visual effects. 

The chosen pylon 
type for the final 
route in Section C 
is the standard 
lattice pylon.  

The Pylon Design 
Options Reports 
(Volume 7, 
Document 7.8) 
found that this 
pylon type would 
perform best in 
Section C with 
fewer landscape 
and visual effects. 

The chosen pylon 
type for the final 
route in Section D 
is the low height 
lattice pylon.  

The Pylon Design 
Options Reports 
(Volume 7, 
Document 7.8) 
found that this 
pylon type would 
perform best in 
Section D with 
fewer landscape 
and visual effects. 
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4.9 Summary 

4.9.1 This section of the Planning Statement has described the process through which the 
proposed development has progressed and the design principles applied at each 
stage of the project development process.   

4.9.2 In summary, the development of the Richborough Connection project has been 
guided by the following steps: 

 Need Case: to confirm the need to develop the high voltage transmission system 
to provide a secure connection for new power generation/interconnectors. 

 Strategic Options Report: to develop and assess strategic options that would 
meet the identified need, including assessment of alternative technologies and 
selection of an option to take forward.  

 Route Corridor Study: to take account of environmental constraints and define 
potential areas of land or ‘route corridors’ for the new overhead line and identify 
the most appropriate option to meet the need.  

 Non-statutory pre-application consultation: to obtain the views of statutory bodies, 
other agencies and the general public on the potential route corridor. 

 Preferred Connection Option and Route Corridor Report: to develop the 
connection detail within the preferred route corridor and to consult on this.  

 EIA Scoping Report: to outline the approach and scope of the Environmental 
Impact Assessment for the Richborough Connection project.  

 Non-statutory/statutory pre-application consultation: to consult statutory bodies, 
other agencies and the general public on the details of the application for 
development consent. 

 Consultation Report: review of representations received during statutory pre-
application consultation. 

 Change control: consideration of suggestions to amend the proposed 
development following 2014 engagement on proposed draft route and statutory 
pre-application consultation (February – March 2015).    

4.9.3 Throughout all of these steps, National Grid has applied the principles contained 
within guidance provided in The Holford Rules, NPS EN-1 and NPS EN-5 as well as 
following their adopted approach to the design and routeing of new electricity 
transmission lines which is considered to provide a transparent design development 
process for both project teams and stakeholders.  

4.9.4 The proposed development submitted as part of the application for DCO is 
considered to offer a solution which meets both the principles of national policy and 
National Grid’s obligations under the Electricity Act. 
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5 NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT 

5.1 Context 

5.1.1 In deciding an application for a DCO, Section 104 of the Act requires the SoS to have 
regard to any NPS which applies to the application, except in a limited number of 
specified circumstances. 

5.1.2 NPS EN-1 was designated in July 2011. EN-1 sets out national policy for energy 
infrastructure and is relevant to the proposed development. Paragraph 1.1.1  of EN-
1 states that: 

“It [EN-1] has effect, in combination with the relevant technology-specific NPS, on 
the decisions by the Infrastructure Planning Commission (IPC) on application for 
energy developments that fall within the scope of the NPSs.  For such applications 
this NPS, when combined with the relevant technology-specific energy NPS, 
provides the primary basis for decision by the IPC.”12 

5.1.3 The NPS EN-5 was designated in July 2011.  EN-5 is the technology specific NPS 
for electricity networks and overhead lines.    

5.1.4 NPSs EN-1 and EN-5, taken together, provide the primary basis for decisions taken 
by the SoS on applications it receives for electricity networks infrastructure, and in 
turn the Richborough Connection project.  

5.1.5 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the Government’s planning 
policies for England and how these are expected to be applied.  The weight of the 
NPPF relating to NSIPs is clarified in paragraph 3 of the NPPF: 

“This Framework does not contain specific policies for nationally significant 
infrastructure projects for which particular considerations apply.  These are 
determined in accordance with the decision-making framework set out in the 
Planning Act 2008 and relevant national policy statements for major infrastructure, 
as well as any other matters that are considered both important and relevant (which 
may include the National Planning Policy Framework).  National policy statements 
form part of the overall framework of national planning policy, and are a material 
consideration in decisions in planning applications.” 

5.1.6 The NPPF is therefore a relevant consideration in decision making for NSIPs. 

5.1.7 The Government introduced Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) to supplement the 
NPPF in March 2014.  The PPG provides information that may be considered 
‘important’ and ‘relevant’ to the proposed development.  

5.1.8 Section 38 (6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 provides the 
principal basis in law for the determination of planning applications, namely that they 
must be determined in accordance with the development plan unless material 
considerations indicate to the contrary.  This provision does not apply to applications 
for development consent under the Planning Act 2008.  Local Plan policies may, 
however, be a material consideration in the determination of applications for 

                                                

 

12 Section 128 of the Localism Act 2011 abolished the IPC, with the National Infrastructure Directorate of PINS 
taking its place. All decisions on NSIPs are taken, following an Examining Authority recommendation, by the SoS.  
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development consent and the Secretary of State must have regard to any ‘local 
impact report’ submitted by a relevant local planning authority. 

5.1.9 Relevant local plan policies are considered in Section 7 of this document. 

5.1.10 Appendix A to this Planning Statement provides a table demonstrating how the DCO 
submission is compliant with the requirements of NPS EN-1.  Appendix B provides 
a table demonstrating how the DCO submission is compliant with requirements of 
NPS EN-5.   

5.2 Overarching National Policy Statement for energy (EN-1) 

5.2.1 Paragraph 2.2.20 of EN-1 states that it is critical that the UK continues to have secure 
and reliable supplies of electricity as it makes the transition to a low carbon economy.  
To manage the risks to achieve security of supply this means ensuring that: 

 there is sufficient capacity (including a greater proportion of low carbon 
generation) to meet demand at all times, including a safety margin of spare 
capacity to accommodate unforeseen fluctuations in supply or demand;  

 there are reliable associated supply chains to meet demand as it arises;  

 there is a diverse mix of technologies and fuels (including primary fuels imported 
from a wide range of countries); and 

 there are effective price signals, so that market participants have sufficient 
incentives to react in a timely way to minimise imbalances between supply and 
demand. 

5.2.2 UK Government objectives for energy and climate change will require further 
diversification of the UK’s energy sources and much greater use of renewable and 
other low carbon forms of generation.  Paragraph 3.3.12 of EN-1 recognises 
interconnection as a technology which can be used to compensate for the 
intermittency of renewable generation.  

5.2.3 Paragraph 3.7.2 of the NPS states that: “existing transmission and distribution 
networks will have to evolve and adapt in various ways to handle increases in 
demand” and paragraph 3.7.1 notes that “much of the new electricity infrastructure 
that is need will be located in places where there is no existing network" recognising 
that generation is now occurring in a variety of locations.   

5.2.4 Part four of EN-1 sets out general policies in accordance with which applications 
relating to energy infrastructure are to be decided that do not relate only to the need 
for new energy infrastructure (covered in Part three of EN-1) or to particular physical 
impacts of construction or operation (covered in Part five of EN-1 and technology-
specific NPS).  The following assessment principles in Part four are relevant to the 
proposed development: 

 environmental statement; 

 habitats and species regulations; 

 alternatives; 

 criteria for ‘good design’ for energy infrastructure;  

 climate change adaptation; 

 pollution control and other environmental regulatory regimes; 
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 safety; 

 common law, nuisance and statutory nuisance;  

 health; and 

 security considerations. 

Section 6.2 of this document sets out how the DCO application is in accordance with 
the applicable ‘assessment principles’, set out above. 

5.2.5 Part 5 of EN-1 identifies ‘generic impacts’ of any of the types of energy infrastructure 
projects covered by the energy NPSs, which must be considered in an ES 
accompanying a DCO. The following generic impacts are relevant to the proposed 
development, either in part or in full: 

 air quality and emissions;  

 biodiversity and geological conservation; 

 civil and military aviation and defence interests;  

 dust, odour, artificial light, smoke, steam and insect infestation;  

 flood risk;  

 historic environment;  

 landscape and visual; 

 land use including open space, green infrastructure & Green Belt;  

 noise and vibration;  

 socio-economic;  

 traffic and transport;  

 waste management; and 

 water quality and resources. 

5.2.6 Section 6.3 of this document sets out how the DCO application has considered 
‘generic impacts’ and is in accordance with the requirements of Part 5 of EN-1. 

5.3 National Policy Statement for electricity networks infrastructure 
(EN-5) 

5.3.1 EN-5 states that the Examining Authority should start its assessment of applications 
for DCOs covered by EN-5 on the basis that need has been demonstrated. 

5.3.2 Paragraph 1.1.1 of EN-5 recognises that the “new electricity generating infrastructure 
that the UK needs to move to a low carbon economy while maintaining security of 
supply will be heavily dependent on the availability of a fit for purpose and robust 
electricity network”.  The network will need to be able to support a more complex 
system of supply and demand than present, and cope with generation occurring in 
more diverse locations.  

5.3.3 EN-5 does not seek to direct applicants towards particular sites or routes for 
electricity networks infrastructure (paragraph 2.2.1).  Paragraph 2.2.2 recognises that 
the general location of electricity network projects is often determined by the location, 
or anticipated location, of a particular generating station relating to the existing 
network.  On other occasions the requirement may be associated with the need for 
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more strategic reinforcement of the network.  However, EN-5 notes that in neither 
circumstance is it necessarily the case that the connection should be via the most 
direct route owing to factors including environmental aspects and engineering 
considerations (paragraph 2.2.2).  

5.3.4 Part two of EN-5 sets out the basis for assessing applications for DCOs and 
technology-specific topic areas that should be addressed by a scheme promoter 
through their own assessment work.   

5.3.5 The following assessment principles in Part two relevant to the proposed 
development are:  

 factors influencing site selection by applicants; 

 climate change adaptation; 

 consideration of good design; and 

 Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs). 

5.3.6 These topic areas are considered in Section 6.2 of this document.   

5.3.7 Part two of EN-5 also provides additional technology-specific advice on the impacts 
of electricity networks for the following ‘generic impacts’: 

 biodiversity and geological conservation; 

 landscape and visual; and 

 noise and vibration.  

5.3.8 Section 6.3 of this document sets out how the DCO application has considered the 
technology-specific advice provided in EN-5 for ‘generic impacts’.  

5.4 National Planning Policy Framework 

5.4.1 Paragraph six of the NPPF states that “the purpose of the planning system is to 
contribute to the achievement of sustainable development”.  Paragraph 93 
recognises that planning plays a key role in “supporting the delivery of renewable 
and low carbon energy and associated infrastructure.” 

5.4.2 Paragraph 17 identifies 12 core land-use planning principles which provide the 
overarching role of the planning system in England.  Where applicable, the core 
planning principles and other relevant paragraphs of the NPPF have been 
considered relating to the ‘assessment principles’ in the Planning Statement. 

5.4.3 The Government introduced PPG to supplement the NPPF in March 2014.  PPG is 
an online resource which is updated by the Government as required. PPG has 
been considered where relevant in the DCO application.   
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6 NATIONAL POLICY ASSESSMENT 

6.1 Introduction 

6.1.1 The following section of this document sets out how the DCO application is in 
accordance with national policy including NPS EN-1, NPS EN-5 and the NPPF. 

6.1.2 Section 6.2 is structured around the ‘assessment principles’ from EN-1 and EN-5 
identified as relevant to the proposed development and sets out how these have 
been addressed in the DCO application. 

6.1.3 Section 6.3 is structured around the ‘generic impacts’ from EN-1 and EN-5 identified 
as relevant to the proposed development and sets out how these have been 
addressed in the DCO submission.  

6.1.4 Section 6.4 includes relevant considerations of the NPPF and sets out how these 
have been addressed in the DCO application.   

6.1.5 For reference, Table 6.1 sets out where each of the relevant ‘assessment principles’ 
and ‘generic impacts’ from NPS EN-1 and NPS EN-5 are considered in this Planning 
Statement and in other DCO submission documents.  

Table 6.1 Requirements of NPS EN-1 and EN-5 and location in the Planning Statement and 
the DCO submission 

Requirement of 
NPS EN-1 

Requirement of 
NPS EN-5  

Location in 
Planning Statement 

Location in DCO 
submission 

ASSESSMENT PRINCIPLES 

Environmental 
statement 

 Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.1 – 
6.2.5 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement 

Habitats and species 
regulations 

 Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.6 – 
6.2.10 

Volume 5 , Document 5.5 No 
Significant Effects Report 

Alternatives  Section 4 

Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.11 – 
6.2.14 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 2 and Volume 5, 
Document 5.5 No Significant 
Effects Report 

Criteria for good 
design 

Factors influencing 
site selection by 
applicants  

Consideration of 
good design 

Section 4 

Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.15 – 
6.2.25 

Volume 7, Document 7.1 
Planning Statement, Section 4 

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 2 

Volume 5 , Document 5.4.7 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 7B 
Holford Rules and Visual 
Amenity Principles 
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Requirement of 
NPS EN-1 

Requirement of 
NPS EN-5  

Location in 
Planning Statement 

Location in DCO 
submission 

Volume 7 , Document 7.8 
Pylon Design Options Report 

Climate change 
adaptation 

Climate change 
adaptation 

Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.26 – 
6.2.34 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 13 Water 
Environment, paragraph 
13.5.60 – 13.5.61   

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 14 Geology, Soils 
and Agriculture, paragraph 
14.6.23 

Pollution control and 
other environmental 
regulatory regimes 

 Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.35 – 
6.2.40 

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 11 Noise and 
Vibration, Chapter 12 Air 
Quality and Chapter 13 Water 
Environment 

Volume 7 , Document 7.2, 
Details of other Consents and 
Licenses 

Safety  Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.41 – 
6.2.45 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.3 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 3C 
Construction Environmental 
Management Plan 

Health Electric and Magnetic 
Fields (EMF) 

Section 6.2  

Paragraph 6.2.46 – 
6.2.50 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 10 Traffic and 
Transport 

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 11 Noise and 
Vibration, section 11.7, and 
11.14  

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 12 Air Quality, 
section 12.2, and 12.7 

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 14 Geology, Soils 
and Agriculture, section 14.14  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15 Socio-economics 
and Recreation 
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Requirement of 
NPS EN-1 

Requirement of 
NPS EN-5  

Location in 
Planning Statement 

Location in DCO 
submission 

Volume 5 , Document 5.7 
Electric and Magnetic Fields 
Report 

Common law 
nuisance and 
statutory nuisance 

 Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.51 – 
6.2.54 

Volume 5 , Document 5.6 
Statement of Statutory 
Nuisance 

Security 
considerations 

 Section 6.2 

Paragraph 6.2.55 – 
6.2.57 

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
paragraphs 3.4.24, 3.4.27, 
3.4.35, and 3.4.52 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.3 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 3C  
Construction Environmental 
Management Plan 

GENERIC IMPACTS 

Air quality and 
emissions 

 Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.2 – 
6.3.8 

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 12 Air Quality  

Volume 5, Document 5.4.12A, 
Appendix 12A Dust Risk 
Assessment 

Volume 5 , Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 10, section 10.12 and 
Document 5.4.10A, Appendix 
10A Transport Assessment   

Biodiversity and 
geological 
conservation 

Biodiversity and 
geological 
conservation 

Section 6.3  

Paragraph 6.3.9 – 
6.3.33 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 9 Biodiversity  

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 14 Geology, Soils 
and Agriculture 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.3C 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 3C 
Construction Environmental 
Management Plan 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.3E 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 3E 
Biodiversity Mitigation 
Strategy 
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Requirement of 
NPS EN-1 

Requirement of 
NPS EN-5  

Location in 
Planning Statement 

Location in DCO 
submission 

Civil and military 
aviation and defence 
interests 

 Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.34 – 
6.3.37 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 15 Socio-economics 
and Recreation 

Dust, odour, artificial 
light and insect 
infestation 

 Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.38 – 
6.3.44 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 12 Air Quality 

Volume 5 Document 5.4.12 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 12A 
Dust Risk Assessment 

Volume 5, Document 5.6 
Statement of Statutory 
Nuisance 

Flood risk  Section 6.3  

Paragraph 6.3.45 – 
6.3.51 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 13 Water 
Environment 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 13A 
Flood Risk Assessment 

Historic environment  Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.52 – 
6.3.63 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 8 Historic 
Environment 

Landscape and visual Landscape and visual Section 4 

Section 6.3 

6.3.64 – 6.3.85 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 6 Landscape 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 7 Visual 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.6D 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 6D 
NBS Landscape Specification 
for Planting 

Land use including 
open space, green 
infrastructure and 
Green Belt 

 Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.86 – 
6.3.92 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 14 Geology, Soils 
and Agriculture 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 15 Socio-economics 
and Recreation 
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Requirement of 
NPS EN-1 

Requirement of 
NPS EN-5  

Location in 
Planning Statement 

Location in DCO 
submission 

Noise and vibration Noise and vibration Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.99 – 
6.3.108 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 11 Noise and 
Vibration 

Socio-economic  Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.109 – 
6.3.116 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 15 Socio-economics 
and Recreation 

Traffic and transport  Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.117 – 
6.3.122 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 10 Traffic and 
Transport 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.10 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 10A 
Transport Assessment 

Waste  Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.123 – 
6.3.128 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.3C 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 3C 
Construction Environmental 
Management Plan 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.3D 
Environmental Statement 
Appendices, Appendix 3D 
Outline Waste Management 
Plan 

Water quality and 
environment 

 Section 6.3 

Paragraph 6.3.129 – 
6.3.136 

Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Environmental Statement, 
Chapter 13 Water 
Environment 

Volume 5, Document 5.4.3 
and 5.4.13 Environmental 
Statement Appendices, 
Appendix 13A Flood Risk 
Assessment and Appendix 
13B Supporting Water Quality 
Baseline Information 

6.1.6 The following sections of this chapter address in detail the ‘assessment principles’ 
and the ‘generic impacts’ from EN-1 and EN-5 identified as relevant to the proposed 
development and set out how these have been addressed in the DCO application. 

6.2 Assessment principles 

6.2.1 This section of the Planning Statement sets out how the DCO application addresses 
each of the relevant assessment principles as set out in EN-1 and the technology-
specific assessment principles as set out in EN-5.  
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Environmental statement 

6.2.2 Section 4.2 of NPS EN-1 sets out the policy requirements for the ‘environmental 
statement’.  Paragraph 4.2.1 of EN-1 states, as confirmed in the Infrastructure 
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009, that all proposals 
for DCO that are subject to the European Environmental Impact Assessment 
Directive (2011/92/EU) must be accompanied by an environmental statement (ES) 
which sets out the aspects of the environment potentially significantly affected by the 
project. 

6.2.3 The DCO is accompanied by an ES. The ES considers the potential effects, including 
benefits, of the proposed development.  In accordance with paragraph 4.2.2 of EN-
1, the ES sets out information on the likely significant social, environmental and 
economic effects of the proposed development and shows how any likely effects 
would be avoided or mitigated. 

6.2.4 The scope of the ES was agreed with stakeholders and a Scoping Opinion Report 
issued by the SoS dated September 2014. The following effects are assessed in the 
ES:   

 Landscape (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6); 

 Visual (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 7); 

 Historic Environment (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8); 

 Biodiversity (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9);  

 Traffic and Transport (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 10); 

 Noise and Vibration (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11);  

 Air Quality (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12);  

 Water Environment (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 13);  

 Geology, Soils and Agriculture (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14);  

 Socio-economics and Recreation (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15); and 

 Cumulative Effects (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 16).  

6.2.5 In accordance with EN-1 and the Directive, the ES assesses the likely significant 
effects of the proposed development, covering direct effects and any indirect, 
secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long term, permanent and temporary, 
positive and negative effects at all stages of the project (construction, operation and 
decommissioning and the inter-relationship). 

Habitats and species regulations 

6.2.6 Section 4.2 of NPS EN-1 sets out habitats and species regulations policy 
requirements relating to the proposed development.  Paragraph 4.3.1 of EN-1 states 
that prior to granting development consent, the Examining Authority must, under the 
Habitats and Species Regulations, consider whether the project may have significant 
effects on a European protected site, or on any site to which the same protection is 
applied as a matter of policy. 

6.2.7 Volume 5, Document 5.5 of the DCO application contains a report to inform the 
Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) in the form of a No Significant Effects Report 
(NSER). The HRA information was prepared based on a three stage process, which 
included European and Ramsar site screening, test for likely significant effects (LSE) 
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and Appropriate Assessment. The potentially significant effects of the proposed 
development have been assessed alone as well as in-combination with other 
relevant plans or projects to consider whether there is need for an Appropriate 
Assessment to be carried out. 

6.2.8 Initial screening to determine which European sites could potentially be affected by 
the proposed development was based on a 10km search area around the proposed 
development. This identified the following European sites: 

 Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay Special Protection Area (SPA); 

 Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay Ramsar; 

 Thanet Coast Special Area of Conservation (SAC);  

 Stodmarsh Bay SAC;  

 Stodmarsh SPA; 

 Stodmarsh Ramsar; 

 Blean Complex SAC;  

 The Swale SPA;  

 The Swale Ramsar; and 

 Tankerton Slopes and Swalecliffe SAC.  

6.2.9 With regard to the European sites listed above, Volume 5, Document 5.5 includes 
an assessment of: 

 Effects resulting from construction phase disturbance; 

 Effects resulting from operational phase disturbance/displacement;  

 Effects resulting from collision risk;  

 Effects resulting from pollution; and  

 In combination effects. 

6.2.10 The report to support the HRA assessment in the form of a NSER concludes that in 
relation to each European site considered as part of the screening exercise, from the 
baseline information and consultation responses received that there are no likely 
significant effects on the European site(s), either alone or in combination with other 
plans or projects and therefore no further assessment is required.  Overall it is 
considered that the proposed development will not have a significant effect on any 
European site of nature conservation importance. 

Alternatives 

6.2.11 Section 4.2 of NPS EN-1 sets out policy requirements relating to ‘alternatives’.  
Paragraphs 4.41 – 4.4.3, 5.3.7, 5.7.13 and 5.9.10 of EN-1 sets out for NPS policy to 
consider alternatives to the proposed development.  Paragraph 4.4.2 identifies that: 

 Applicants are obliged to include in their ES, as a matter of fact, information about 
the main alternatives they have studied.  This should include an indication of the 
main reasons for the applicant’s choice, taking into account the environmental, 
social and economic effects and including, where relevant, technical and 
commercial feasibility; 
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 In some circumstances there are specific legislative requirements notably under 
the Habitats Directive to consider alternatives; and 

 In some circumstances, the relevant energy NPS may impose a policy 
requirement to consider alternatives. 

6.2.12 National Grid has taken significant time and care in developing the proposed 
development. This has been informed by environmental, socio-economic, technical 
and cost considerations.  The proposed development has been developed in an 
iterative manger, informed by the above considerations and through consultation with 
key stakeholders, local residents and persons with an interest in land.   

6.2.13 Full details of the main alternatives considered at each of the stages of the proposed 
development and the rationale for National Grid’s decision making is presented in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 2 of the ES.  National Grid’s approach in 
considering alternatives is in full accordance with the provisions of EN-1. 

6.2.14 Given that the HRA information submitted with the DCO application (Volume 5, 
Document 5.5) concludes an Appropriate Assessment is not required, the proposed 
development is not required to consider alternatives under the Habitats Directive (as 
per paragraph 4.4.2 of EN-1).    

Criteria for “good design” for energy infrastructure  

6.2.15 Section 4.5 of EN-1 provides NPS good design criteria policy relating to the proposed 
development.  Paragraph 4.5.1 notes that applying good design criteria to energy 
infrastructure should produce: 

“sustainable infrastructure sensitive to place, efficient in use of natural resources and 
energy used in their construction and operations, matched by an appearance that 
demonstrates good aesthetic as far as possible.” 

6.2.16 Paragraph 4.5.2 notes that through good design, many of the other policy objectives 
in the NPS can be met through embedded mitigation.  

6.2.17 Paragraph 4.5.3 accepts that the nature of much energy infrastructure development 
will often be limited to the extent to which it is able to contribute to the enhancement 
of the quality of the area.  

6.2.18 This section of the Planning Statement also considers the technology-specific topic 
areas of ‘factors influencing site selection by applicants’ and ‘consideration of good 
design’ as set out in EN-5.  

6.2.19 National Grid’s design principles for the proposed development are provided in 
Section 4 of this document.  The proposed development has adopted an approach 
to routeing of new electricity transmission lines which is considered to provide a 
transparent design development process for both project teams and stakeholders   

6.2.20 The Holford Rules have been critical to inform the route corridor for the proposed 
development as well with studies which have formed party of the design development 
process.  Whilst the nature of the proposed development provides limited choice in 
its physical appearance, throughout the design development of the project, National 
Grid has used opportunities to demonstrate good design in terms of siting relative to 
existing landscape character and landform, in accordance with paragraph 4.5.3 of 
EN-1.   

6.2.21 National Grid’s process for selecting pylon design (Volume 7, Document 7.8) found 
that there would be a pylon type which performs better than others for each Section 
of the proposed route in terms of landscape and visual effects.  In Section A, C and 
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the first part of Section B, standard lattice pylons would perform with fewer adverse 
environmental effects. Low height lattice pylons have been found to perform slightly 
better in Section D.  The design of the proposed development therefore includes the 
best performing pylons. 

6.2.22 The design of the proposed development accords with the requirements placed on 
National Grid imposed by the Electricity Act relating to having regard to the built and 
natural environment.  

6.2.23 National Grid considered the use of three types of pylon for the Richborough 
Connection project.  The consideration of alternatives has adhered to the Holford 
Rules and the selection of standard lattice pylons and low height lattice pylons 
responds to environmental and economic considerations, as confirmed in Section 4 
of this document.  

6.2.24 As set out in Section 4 of this document, the Holford Rules have been applied to the 
selection and assessment of the potential route corridor options and route options for 
the proposed development, namely the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, 
Document 7.4), Route Corridor Study (Volume 7, Document 7.5), Preferred 
Connection Option and Route Corridor Report (Volume 7, Document 7.6) and 
Connections Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7). National Grid has sought 
to minimise landscape and visual amenity effects in routeing of the proposed 
overhead line by adopting the Holford Rules.  

6.2.25 The proposed development submitted as part of the application for DCO is 
considered to offer a solution which meets both the principles of national policy and 
National Grid’s obligations under the Electricity Act.  The proposed development 
meets the requirements of EN-1 and EN-5 for good design.  

Climate change adaptation 

6.2.26 Section 4.8 of EN-1 sets out climate change policy relating to the proposed 
development. EN-1 sets out how applicants and the Examining Authority should 
consider the effects of climate change when developing and consenting energy 
infrastructure.  

6.2.27 This section of the Planning Statement also considers the technology specific topic 
areas of ‘climate change adaptation’ as set out in EN-5. 

6.2.28 Paragraph 2.4.1 of EN-5 requires applicants to “set out to what extent the proposed 
development is expected to be vulnerable and, as appropriate, how it would be 
resilient to flooding…effects of wind and storms on overhead lines, higher average 
temperatures leading to increased transmission losses and earth movement of 
subsidence caused by flooding or drought (for underground cables).” 

6.2.29 Current projections around the impact of climate change in the UK forecast extremes 
of heavy rain and drought weather and more occurrences of high wind.  Overhead 
line design is driven by wind, ice and wind-on-ice loadings. 

6.2.30 In accordance with paragraph 4.8.5 of EN-1 relevant topic chapters of the ES include 
an assessment of the potential effects of climate change on the results of the 
assessment, which take into account possible change to future baseline.  

6.2.31 Paragraph 4.8.8 of EN-1 states that the Examining Authority should be satisfied that 
there are not features of the design of new energy infrastructure critical to its 
operation which may be seriously affected by more radical changes to the climate 
beyond that projected in the latest set of UK climate projections.   
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6.2.32 National Grid is required to plan the design and operation of the proposed 
development over its design lifetime of 80 years and to take the impacts of climate 
change over this period into account as part of the design process.  The Flood Risk 
Assessment submitted with the DCO application (Volume 5, Volume 5.3.13A 
Environmental Statement Appendices) includes climate change scenarios in 
modelling potential flood risk and mitigation proposed.  

6.2.33 The potential effect of climate change on the future baseline for the proposed 
development is assessed in each relevant topic chapter of the ES and in the FRA.  A 
‘worst case scenario’ using the high emissions scenario (UKCIP) has been applied 
by National Grid in the assessment of the proposed development.  The topic chapters 
of the ES have based their climate change assessments on the latest UK Climate 
Projects13.  This approach accords with the requirements of Paragraph 4.8.11 of EN-
1 which states that “any adaptation measures should be based on the latest available 
UK Climate Projections, the Government’s latest UK Climate Change Risk 
Assessment when available and in consultation with the EA.” 

6.2.34 It is considered that the assessment undertaken by National Grid is in accordance 
with the requirements of EN-1 and EN-5. 

Pollution control and other environmental regulatory regimes 

6.2.35 Section 4.7 of EN-1 sets out pollution control and other environmental regulatory 
regime policy relating to the proposed development.  Paragraph 4.10.7 of EN-1 
states that the Examining Authority should be satisfied that a DCO can be granted 
taking full account of environmental impacts.  Relating to any potentially polluting 
development, the Examining Authority should be satisfied that: 

 The relevant pollution control authority is satisfied that potential releases can be 
adequately regulated under the pollution control framework; and 

 The effects of existing sources of pollution in and around the site are not such 
that the cumulative effects of pollution when the proposed development is added 
would make that development unacceptable, particularly relating to statutory 
environmental quality limits.  

6.2.36 In the preparation of the ES, relevant topic chapters have assessed the likely 
requirement for environmental permits and other consents, in particular ES Chapter 
11 (Noise and Vibration); Chapter 13 (Water Environment); and Chapter 14 
(Geology, Soils and Agriculture), see Volume 5, Document 5.2.  National Grid has 
liaised with the regulatory authorities involved.  

6.2.37 With regards to pollution control and other environmental regulatory regimes, the 
following consents, licences, and permits (as detailed in Volume 7, Document 7.2) 
are expected to be required: 

 Approvals from relevant highway authorities and relevant planning authorities 
pursuant to the requirements contained in the development consent order. 

 Registration(s) by the Environment Agency under regulation 21 of the Hazardous 
Waste (England and Wales) Regulations 2005. 

                                                

 

13 UKCIP, UK Climate Projections 
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 Permits from the Environment Agency pursuant to the Environmental Permitting 
(England and Wales) Regulations 2010. 

 Consent(s) from the Environment Agency for structures in, under or over a main 
river pursuant to section 109 of the Water Resources Act 1991. 

 Consent(s) from the relevant drainage board to alter ordinary watercourses 
pursuant to section 23 of the Land Drainage Act 1991. 

 Consent(s) from the relevant local authority pursuant to section 61 of the Control 
of Pollution Act 1974. 

6.2.38 With regards to pollution control and other environmental regulatory regimes, the 
following consent may be required dependent on particular circumstances: 

 Consent(s) from the relevant sewerage undertaker to discharge waste water to a 
sewer pursuant to section 118 of the Water Industry Act 1991. 

6.2.39 National Grid is seeking to agree with each body the principles against which 
applications for the consents, licences, and permits should be considered, in order 
that all relevant issues may be explored during the Examination of its application for 
development consent. As detailed in Section 2.9 of this document, National Grid is 
in discussion with all bodies. 

6.2.40 In light of the assessments made within the relevant ES topic chapters, it is concluded 
that the proposed development is in accordance with the requirements of Section 
4.10 of EN-1 concerning pollution control and other regulatory regimes.  

Safety 

6.2.41 Section 4.11 of EN-1 sets out safety policy relating to the proposed development.  
Paragraph 4.11.1 of EN-1 identifies that the Health and Safety Executive as 
responsible for matters relating to safety and the enforcement of a range of 
occupational health and safety legislation, some of which is relevant to the 
construction, operation and decommissioning of energy infrastructure.  

6.2.42 National Grid takes its responsibilities relating to health and safety for the 
construction and operation of its infrastructure very seriously.  Overhead lines are 
required to be designed, constructed and operated to meet the requirements set out 
in the Electricity Safety, Quality and Continuity Regulations 2002.  Overhead lines 
must also meet the Electricity Supply Industry’s own standards which govern the 
minimum clearances to be provided between the conductors, roads, trees and other 
features. 

6.2.43 Each transmission pylon has property signs, individual number plates and a safety 
warning. In order to discourage access by unauthorised persons, steel lattice 
transmission pylons are also provided with anti-climbing devices.  Once a line is 
constructed National Grid writes annually to all whose land is crossed by overhead 
lines, reminding them of the need for care in the use of ladders, tall machinery and 
other equipment.  

6.2.44 Relating to a minimum distance between the overhead lines and homes, UK law does 
not prescribe any minimum distance between overhead lines and homes.  However, 
National Grid has to ensure that all overhead lines are designed and built to comply 
with all relevant health and safety legislation.  

6.2.45 In addition to this, a series of safety measures have been identified within the 
Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3C). 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 68 January 2016 

 

Health 

6.2.46 Section 4.13 of EN-1 sets out NPS health policy relating to the proposed 
development.  This section of the Planning Statement also considers the technology-
specific topic area of ‘Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMF)’ as required by Part two of 
EN-5.  

6.2.47 Paragraph 4.13.2 of EN-1 states that where the proposed development has an effect 
on human beings, the ES should assess these effects for each element of the project, 
identifying any adverse health impacts and identifying measures to avoid, reduce or 
compensate these impacts as appropriate. Paragraph 5.11.9 states that consent 
should not be granted unless it can be demonstrated that the proposed development 
would avoid or can mitigate significant adverse impacts on health and quality of life 
from noise. Paragraph 2.10.15 of EN-5 requires applicants to demonstrate 
compliance with current guidance on EMF. 

6.2.48 National Grid has carried out an assessment of those aspects of the proposed 
development which may have the potential for adverse impacts on health. The 
proposed development has been designed to minimise as far as possible adverse 
effects during construction. Once operational it is not considered that the proposed 
development would have any adverse impacts upon health. In particular, effects and 
their assessment are included within the following sections of the ES: 

 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 10 Traffic and Transport, assesses the 
potential effects of the proposed development on local communities, pedestrians, 
motorists and users of public rights of way; 

 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11 Noise and Vibration, assesses the 
potential effects on background noise levels and as a result of any vibrations 
during construction;  

 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12 Air Quality, assesses the potential 
effects of the proposed development on local air quality;  

 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14 Geology, Soils and Agriculture, 
assesses the potential effects of the proposed development on geology, soils and 
agricultural land within the Order limits; and 

 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15 Socio-economics and Recreation, 
assesses the effects on employment, amenity, local services, land use and 
business interests.  

6.2.49 It is considered that any adverse impact on health would be avoided, mitigated and 
minimised through effective management and control.  

6.2.50 An EMF Report (Volume 5, Document 5.7) has been submitted with the DCO. The 
report finds that all the EMF produced by the proposed development would be below 
the relevant exposure limits, and the proposed development would comply with policy 
concerning optimum phasing. It is concluded that there would be no significant EMF 
effects from the proposed development and the requirements of EN-1 and EN-5 are 
met.  

Common law nuisance and statutory nuisance 

6.2.51 Section 4.14 of EN-1 sets out NPS common law nuisance and statutory nuisance 
policy relating to the proposed development.  Paragraph 4.14.2 of EN-1 states that a 
DCO application should consider how possible sources of statutory nuisance under 
section 79(1) of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 may be mitigated or limited.  
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6.2.52 Volume 5, Document 5.6, Statement of Statutory Nuisance describes the relevant 
nuisances defined in the Environmental Protection Act 1990, as a result of the 
proposed development. Statutory nuisances relevant to the proposed development 
are identified below; effects and their assessment are included within the following 
sections of the ES: 

 Volume 5, Document 5.2 Chapter 11 Noise and Vibration, assesses the 
potential effects on background noise levels and as a result of any vibrations 
during construction; and 

 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12 Air Quality, assesses air quality, 
including dust from earthworks.  

6.2.53 Several measures have been implemented into the design of the proposed 
development through Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3C Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).  These include restrictions to working 
hours, selection of quieter plant to comply with EU Directives, use of acoustic screens 
proper maintenance of all plant and equipment, maintenance of access tracks and 
access routes to prevent tyre generated noise and vibration and noise and or 
vibration monitoring where required.  The design and routing of the proposed 
overhead line has ensured that no significant effects are predicted to occur due to 
operational noise.  

6.2.54 A dust risk assessment has been undertaken in accordance with best practice 
guidance which forms part of Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 12A.  Mitigation 
has been recommended based on the risk rating of the site, derived from the Institute 
of Air Quality Management’s Best Practice Guidance for Construction Dust.  

Security considerations 

6.2.55 Section 4.15 of EN-1 sets out NPS security considerations policy relating to the 
proposed development.  EN-1 notes that DECC have the overall responsibility for 
security of the energy sector.  Paragraph 4.15.2 states that the Government’s policy 
is to:  

“ensure that, where possible, proportionate protective security measures are 
designed into new infrastructure projects at an early stage in the project 
development.  Where applications for development consent for infrastructure 
covered by this NPS relate to potentially ‘critical’ infrastructure, there may be national 
security considerations.” 

6.2.56 National Grid is a provider of critical infrastructure across the UK. In this role, National 
Grid maintains regular dialogue with a range of organisations with responsibility for 
both local and national crime prevention and security.  In addition to this, a series of 
security measures have been identified within the Construction Environmental 
Management Plan (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3C). 

6.2.57 It is considered that the proposed development meets the requirements of this 
section of the NPS. 

6.3 Generic impacts 

6.3.1 This section of the Planning Statement sets out how the DCO application addresses 
each of the relevant generic impacts as set out in EN-1 and the technology-specific 
generic impacts as set out in EN-5.  

  



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 70 January 2016 

 

Air quality and emissions 

6.3.2 Section 5.2 of EN-1 sets out NPS air quality and emissions policy relating to the 
proposed development.  Paragraph 5.26 states that where the proposed 
development is “likely to have adverse effect on air quality the applicant should 
undertake an assessment of the impacts of the proposed project as part of the ES.”   

6.3.3 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12 provides National Grid’s assessment of air 
quality relating to the proposed development.  Chapter 12 reports on why there are 
no likely significant adverse effects of the proposed development with respect to air 
quality and emissions.  

6.3.4 EN-1 advises that relating to air quality the ES should describe: 

 any significant air emissions, their mitigation and any residual effects 
distinguishing between the project stages and taking account of any significant 
emissions from any road traffic generated by the proposed development;  

 the predicted absolute emission levels of the proposed development, after 
mitigation methods have been applied;  

 existing air quality levels and the relative change in air quality from existing levels; 
and 

 any potential eutrophication impacts. 

6.3.5 Paragraph 5.2.11 of EN-1 states that the Examining Authority should consider 
whether mitigation measures are needed for operational and construction emissions 
over and above any which may form part of the proposed development. Several 
embedded mitigation measures relating to air quality and emissions will be 
implemented as a requirement of the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C).  Measures will include the following: 

 Plan site layout so that machinery and dust causing activities are located away 
from receptors, as far as possible;  

 No bonfires and burning of waste materials; and 

 Ensure vehicles entering and leaving sites are convered to prevent escape of 
materials during transport.  

6.3.6 A dust risk assessment has been undertaken in accordance with Best Practice 
Guidance which forms part of Volume 5, Document 5.4.12, Appendix 12A.  
Mitigation has been recommended based on the risk rating of the site, derived from 
the Institute of Air Quality Management’s Best Practice Guidance for Construction 
Dust. 

6.3.7 Assessment of each of the following potential effects has led to the conclusion that 
they are not likely to be significant: 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from construction traffic:  Review of the 
predicted construction movements indicates that the worst case two way 
movements would be below criteria stipulated in best practice guidance, therefore 
further assessment was not required; 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from operational traffic:  Once constructed, 
operational traffic will consist of infrequent inspections in light vehicles, therefore 
vehicle emissions during the operational phase are not considered further in the 
assessment; and 
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 Effects on air quality of emissions from construction works:  A dust risk 
assessment has been undertaken in order to define appropriate dust effect 
mitigation measures.  These measures have been incorporated into the CEMP 
(Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3C). Given that these appropriate 
measures have been incorporated into the project (through the CEMP), there 
would be no significant air quality effects as a result of construction works. 

6.3.8 The proposed development accords with the requirements of the NPS for air quality 
and emissions.  Further assessment of air quality and emissions have been scoped 
out of the ES as reported in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12.  Embedded 
mitigation measures during construction and operation of the proposed development 
have been recommended to address all effects on air quality and emissions.  

Biodiversity and geological conservation 

6.3.9 Section 5.3 of EN-1 sets out NPS biodiversity and geological conservation policy 
relating to the proposed development.  Biodiversity and geological conservation is 
one of the generic effects identified in Part two of EN-5 with additional guidance 
provided which should inform the applicant’s assessment.   

6.3.10 In accordance with section 5.3 of EN-1, Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9 
Biodiversity and Chapter 14 Geology, soil and agriculture identify the range of 
international, national and local sites of ecological and geological conservation 
importance which are in proximity or crossed by the proposed development.  The ES 
Chapters assess effects of the proposed development on these designations.   

6.3.11 Statutory protected sites  within 10km of the Order limits scoped in to the ES for their 
ornithological interest are: 

 Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay SPA; 

 Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay Ramsar; 

 Stodmarsh SPA; and 

 Stodmarsh Ramsar. 

6.3.12 Stodmarsh SAC is scoped in to the EIA for terrestrial interest.   National Grid has 
prepared a report to support the Habitat Regulations Assessment in the form of a No 
Significant Effects Report (NSER) (Volume 5, Document 5.5 ) which is submitted 
with the DCO application and reports on the screening process.  The NSER 
considers international statutory designated sites within 10km of the Order limits.  
The ES finds that collision risk to the SPA populations is considered to be not 
significant, given the limited effects of the proposed development to the SPA bird 
population.   The ES finds that there would be no direct land take from the SAC as a 
result of the proposed development, and therefore no biodiversity effects of the 
proposed development.  

6.3.13 One nationally designated site is present at West Blean and Thornden Woods Site 
of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), a 762.5ha area of ancient and semi-natural 
woodland and conifer plantation within the ancient Blean Forest woodland.  There 
are no geologically designated SSSI within the Order limits.  

6.3.14 As reported in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9, Section 9.12, 1.49ha of the 
SSSI is located within the Order limits in Section A. The ES finds that within the 
construction of the proposed development, approximately 0.21ha of habitat within 
the northern section of the SSSI would be directly affected, resulting from works to 
allow for the temporary diversion of the 132kV PX route (to be removed) and 
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vegetation management to ensure statutory clearance is achieved. Where possible, 
diversion works have been micro sited outside of the SSSI.  To allow for these works, 
0.18ha of woodland within the SSSI would be coppiced and any scrub vegetation cut 
to the ground level and removed. The Arboricultural Impact Assessment (Volume 5, 
Document 5.3.3 , Appendix 3I) identifies that this ancient woodland has previously 
been managed for conservation through coppice and consequently the trees are 
suitable to be returned to this management practice.  The diversion works would 
require a reduction in height of the vegetation along the north western boundary of 
Lynne Wood where the SSSI is at its thinnest point.  

6.3.15 All works within the SSSI would be covered by a detailed method statement (Method 
Statement Lynne Wood as set out in Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy Appendix 
3E, Volume 5, Document 5.4.3) outlining the sensitive method of works and 
mitigation measures incorporated to avoid negative effects on the SSSI. 

6.3.16 All works within the SSSI would be covered under a detailed site specific, method 
statement (Method Statement PC5 Lynne Wood, Annex 3E.2, Appendix 3E 
within Volume 5, Document 5.4.3E) outlining the sensitive method of works and 
mitigation measures incorporated to avoid negative effects on the SSSI and prevent 
damage and minimise disturbance to the soils, ground flora, seed bank and ancient 
woodland coppice stools. The boundary between Lynne Wood and Beecham Wood 
would be reinforced by the planting of native broadleaved species (species detailed 
in Appendix 6D, NBS Landscape Specification within Volume 5, Document 
5.4.6D, specification mix E) to compensate for the loss of mature woodland canopy 
habitat used by terrestrial invertebrates and bats from coppicing works. The 
strengthening of the boundary would result in improved connectivity within the SSSI.   

6.3.17 Inclusive of the environmental measures described above and detailed in Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3E there would be no permanent habitat loss to the SSSI. The overall 
effects of the proposed development on the SSSI are assessed as not significant.  

6.3.18 There are no Regionally Important Geological Sites (RIGS) within the Order Limits. 
Chislet Colliery Tip RIGS is located approximately 120m to the south of the Order 
limits (to the south of Section B).  The Scoping Opinion requested additional 
justification for the scoping out of potential effects on this receptor, and accordingly 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14 considers the potential effects on the RIGS.  

6.3.19 The RIGS consists of residual colliery spoil deposits, which are partly covered by an 
industrial estate. The proposed development would not involve any activities with the 
potential to disturb or affect the ground at Chislet Colliery RIGS.  The installation and 
removal of pylons would have no potential to have any ground instability effects that 
could affect the receptor.  The intervening geological conditions comprise of London 
Clay and therefore the potential for contamination effects on the RIGS are 
discounted. Access to the RIGS would not be affected by the proposed development 
as it would be necessary to maintain access to the overlying and adjacent industrial 
units.  

6.3.20 There are 18 non-statutory sites within 2km of the Order limits. The following four are 
scoped in for assessment:  1) River Great Stour (Ashford to Fordwich); 2) Little Hall 
and Kemberland Woods and Pastures; 3) Chislet Marshes, Sarre Penn and Preston 
Marshes; and 4) Ash Level and South Richborough Pasture. 

6.3.21 The following priority habitats have been recorded within the Order limits: coastal and 
floodplain grazing marsh, reedbed, rivers, ponds, hedgerows and lowland mixed 
deciduous woodland, including ancient and semi natural woodland.  Species include 
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bats, badgers, and birds (breeding and wintering) dormice, great crested newts, 
(specified) invertebrates (aquatic and terrestrial) otters, reptiles and water voles.  

6.3.22 The design of the proposed development has sought to avoid impact on LWS but it 
is inevitable that a linear project of this scale would affect some designated sites.  
National Grid has therefore proposed a number of embedded mitigation measures, 
containing both generic measures and those specific to each working area and 
species contained in the Appendix 3E Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy within 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3E.  

6.3.23 The ES includes an assessment of effects on ancient woodland, veteran trees and 
native woodland, contained in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9, Section 9.17.  
In total, 4.24ha of woodland within the Order limits (including woodland areas 
assessed under other designations) would require management consisting of 
coppicing, pollarding or pruning, resulting in temporary disturbance, and 4.79ha 
removed for construction activities and then replanted.  Of this 1.18ha of ancient 
listed woodland would be managed and 0.11ha removed.  In line with available 
guidance the management or temporary removal of woodland cover within the 
ancient woodland would not alter its ancient woodland status and any loss of tree 
cover would be temporary.   

6.3.24 There would be no permanent loss of area cover and the disturbance would not 
cause permanent damage or affect the status of the habitat. The overall effect from 
the proposed development on this receptor is not significant.  

6.3.25 The assessment contained in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9 and Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 14 include effect on all scoped-in receptors against 
predicted future baseline conditions during construction, operation and 
decommissioning of the proposed development.  

6.3.26 During the construction of the new overhead line and dismantling of the existing 
PX132kV overhead line, the ES has concluded that there is the potential for direct 
and indirect effects on identified wildlife sites, habitats and species.  Effects would 
mostly occur as a result of habitats being removed or disturbed to allow construction 
of the proposed development.  The assessment has identified a need to obtain 
derogation licensing for European Protected Species (EPS) from Natural England 
(NE) in respect of bats, great crested newts and dormice and draft applications for 
all three have been accepted by Natural England.  Temporary movement of reptiles 
at two sites, and displacement of water voles in selected locations may be required 
to ensure that populations are maintained and legislation is complied with.     

6.3.27 Upon completion of the proposed development, effects on designations from 
occasional maintenance of the overhead line would be limited and mitigated through 
standard best practice measures embedded within the proposed development.  

6.3.28 Section 2.7 of EN-5 sets out electricity networks infrastructure technology-specific 
considerations for biodiversity and geological conservation. The advice in EN-5 
relates primarily to effects of overhead lines on bird populations. Paragraph 2.72 of 
EN-5 states that it is necessary to consider whether the proposed line would cause 
problems, particularly for large birds in colliding with overhead lines. 

6.3.29 Bird surveys have been undertaken to obtain more information about which bird 
species use internationally designated sites within close proximity of the proposed 
development site and regular flight lines of birds in the local area.  Preliminary 
modelling of collision risk has helped to inform the decision to use the low height 
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lattice pylon in Section D of the eastern extent of the proposed development to 
reduce bird collision risk.  

6.3.30 Collision risk effects are further minimised by the implementation of conspicuously 
marking the earthwires with bird diverters of a type previously demonstrated to be 
effective in other locations; a technique recommended in the guidance provided in 
paragraph 2.75 in EN-5.  Diverters are planned to be deployed in two areas, near 
Monkton Reservoir and in the eastern part of the Ash Level.   

6.3.31 Assessment of the effects on bird populations has identified a need to ensure that 
the timing of the construction works with the potential to create most disturbance in 
the Ash Level, will avoid key winter months (December – February), when the 
greatest numbers of golden plover and lapwing are present.  

6.3.32 Further to this, National Grid expects that the implementation of the Landscape and 
Habitat Enhancement Scheme (Volume 5, Document 5.8) – which includes 
environmental enhancement schemes – would deliver new hedges and woodland 
planting throughout the broad area of the proposed development.  

6.3.33 In summary, measures to avoid and reduce the effects on wildlife sites, habitats and 
species have included reducing the amount of land affected during construction 
works to reduce the loss of any valuable habitats, timing the construction works with 
the potential for most disturbance so they take place when species are not present 
and recreating habitats once construction works are complete with the aim, where it 
is possible, of biodiversity gain.  All such measures are included in the CEMP 
(Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3C), and the Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy 
(BMS)  (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3E).  Consequently, no significant 
effects on Biodiversity receptors scoped into the assessment would result.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements of EN-1 and EN-5 for 
biodiversity and geological conservation.   

Civil and military aviation and defence interests 

6.3.34 Section 5.4 of EN-1 sets out NPS civil and military aviation and defence interests 
policy relating to the proposed development.  EN-1 identifies the importance of UK 
airspace for both civilian and military aviation interests.  Paragraph 5.4.2 states that 
it is essential that the safety of UK aerodromes, aircraft and airspace is not adversely 
affected by new energy infrastructure and identifies the potential economic and social 
benefits, particularly at the regional and local level of aerodromes.  

6.3.35 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15 Socio-economics and Recreation identifies 
Maypole Airfield as a potentially sensitive receptor to the proposed development. As 
required by paragraph 5.4.10 of EN-1, the ES considers the potential effects of the 
proposed development on the aerodrome.    

6.3.36 Maypole Airfield, is located in the north of Section B and outside of the Order limits. 
The receptor would not experience any significant direct effects during construction.  
During operation, due to the airfield operating a circuit height of 800 feet and, coupled 
with the Civil Aviation Authority response to Scoping, the receptor would not 
experience any significant direct or indirect amenity effects. 

6.3.37 The proposed development accords with the requirements of the NPS for civil and 
military and defence interests.  The assessment in Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15 concludes that the receptor would not experience any significant direct 
or indirect amenity effects as a result of the proposed development.  
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Dust, odour, artificial light, smoke and insect infestation 

6.3.38 Section 5.5 of EN-1 sets out NPS dust, odour, artificial light, smoke and insect 
infestation policy relating to the proposed development.  EN-1 identifies the potential 
for the release of a range of emissions such as odour, dust, steam, smoke, artificial 
light and infestation of insects during the construction, operation and 
decommissioning of energy infrastructure.  Paragraph 5.6.4 states that, where 
relevant, the applicant should assess the potential for these emissions (where 
relevant) to have detrimental impact on amenity as part of the ES. 

6.3.39 The Statement of Statutory Nuisance (Volume 5, Document 5.6) which 
accompanies the DCO application describes the potential relevant nuisances during 
the construction, operation and decommissioning of the proposed development.  
Issues associated with artificial light, smoke and insect infestation were not included 
within the scope of the ES.  

6.3.40 The potential effect of dust and emissions from the proposed development has been 
considered as part of the DCO application.  A Dust Risk Assessment is detailed at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.12, Appendix 12A, a Statement of Statutory Nuisance is 
set out in Volume 5, Document 5.6, and Volume 5, Document 5.2 Chapter 12 
consider potential effects on air quality.   

6.3.41 The Dust Risk Assessment has been undertaken in accordance with Best Practice 
Guidance which forms part of Volume 5, Document 5.4.12, Appendix 12A.  
Mitigation has been recommended based on the risk rating of the site, derived from 
the Institute of Air Quality Management’s Best Practice Guidance for Construction 
Dust. 

6.3.42 Several embedded mitigation measures relating to air quality and emissions will be 
implemented as a requirement of the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C). Measures will include the following: 

 Plan site layout so that machinery and dust causing activities are located away 
from receptors, as far as possible;  

 No bonfires and burning of waste materials; and 

 Ensure vehicles entering and leaving sites are converted to prevent escape of 
materials during transport.  

6.3.43 Assessment of each of the following potential effects has led to the conclusion that 
they are not likely to be significant: 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from construction traffic:  Review of the 
predicted construction movements indicates that the worst case two way 
movements would be below criteria stipulated in best practice guidance, therefore 
further assessment was not required; 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from operational traffic:  Once constructed, 
operational traffic will consist of infrequent inspections in light vehicles, therefore 
vehicle emissions during the operational phase have not been considered further 
in the assessment; and 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from construction works:  A dust risk 
assessment has been undertaken in order to define appropriate dust effect 
mitigation measures.  These measures have been incorporated into the CEMP 
(Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3C). Given that these appropriate 
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measures have been incorporated into the project (through the CEMP), there 
would be no significant air quality effects as a result of construction works. 

6.3.44 The proposed development accords with the requirements of the NPS for dust, 
odour, artificial light, smoke, steam and insect infestation. Embedded mitigation 
measures during construction and operation of the proposed development have been 
recommended to address all effects on air quality and emissions.  

Flood risk 

6.3.45 Section 5.7 of EN-1 sets out NPS flood risk policy relating to the proposed 
development.  Paragraph 5.7.4 of EN-1 states that “applications for energy projects 
of 1 hectare or greater in Flood Zone 1 in England…and all proposals for energy 
projects located in Flood Zones 2 and 3 in England…should be accompanied by a 
flood risk assessment (FRA).”  

6.3.46 Parts of the proposed development are located in Flood Zones 2 and 3, specifically 
the low-lying marshes and levels towards the eastern end of the proposed 
development and along the Sarre Penn / Nethergong Penn valley and in the River 
Great Stour valley in the vicinity of Canterbury.  National Grid has therefore 
undertaken an FRA to support the DCO application (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13, 
Appendix 13A).  The FRA has been prepared in accordance with the minimum 
requirements required by paragraph 5.7.4 of EN-1 and has screened all potential 
sources of flooding in and around the Order limits and considered flood risks 
associated with the construction, operation and decommissioning of the proposed 
development.   

6.3.47 National Grid’s assessment is supported further by the Water Chapter of the ES 
(Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 13). The requirement for the FRA to consider 
the impact of climate change is considered in Section 6.2.18 – 6.2.26 of this 
document.  

6.3.48 EN-1 requires a sequential approach to the layout and design when allocating land 
for development and land use types within development sites.  The route of the 
proposed development avoids the majority of the River Great Stour floodplain and 
instead is set back from the river. Due to the location of the two substations, the route 
has to cross the River Stour at some point and the proposed route does so in an 
Area Benefiting from Defences (ABD) from Flood Zone 3.  

6.3.49 Given the nature of the development connecting Richborough to Canterbury North 
Substations and that where possible, the route and associated temporary 
construction infrastructure are sited in areas of lower flood risk, the FRA finds that 
the Sequential Test is passed.  

6.3.50 Extensive sections of the route benefit from flood defences, particularly the marshes 
and levels of the lower Stour Valley.  The FRA found that the permanent 
infrastructure associated with the proposed development are not considered to be at 
risk from flooding, nor do they pose an increased risk of flooding to others.  On this 
basis, the operational elements of the proposed development were found to have a 
negligible impact on flood risk. 

6.3.51 The FRA concludes that the proposed development, with the mitigation measures 
described above in place, would not be subject to an unacceptable level of flood risk, 
nor would it increase flood risk elsewhere. The proposed development would be safe, 
without increasing flood risk elsewhere.  The proposed development therefore 
accords with the NPS for flood risk.  
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Historic environment 

6.3.52 Section 5.8 of EN-1 sets out NPS policy relating to Historic Environment, and notes 
that the construction, operation and decommissioning of energy infrastructure has 
the potential to result in adverse impacts on the historic environment.  

6.3.53 Paragraph 5.8.2 of EN-1 defines the historic environment as:  

“All aspects of the environment resulting from the interaction between people and 
places through time, including all surviving physical remains of past human activity, 
whether visible, buried or submerged, and landscaped and planted or managed 
flora.” 

6.3.54 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8 of the ES provides the assessment of the 
proposed development relating to the historic environment.  In accordance with 
paragraph 5.8.8 of EN-1, the chapter provides a description of the significance of the 
heritage assets affected by the proposed development and an assessment of the 
heritage asset according to the proposed development’s impact. The assessment 
has included consideration of the Historic Environment Record.  

6.3.55 The ES has considered the potential effect of the proposed development on 
archaeological remains and the historic character of the landscape.  It has also 
considered receptors protected by legislation including listed buildings and 
scheduled ancient monuments and areas protected by local policy including 
conservation areas.  

6.3.56 Paragraph 5.8.14 of EN-1 states that the Examining Authority should have a 
presumption in favour of the conservation of designated heritage assets, and the 
more significant the designated heritage asset, the greater the presumption in favour 
of its conservation.  Substantial harm to, or loss of designated assets of the highest 
significance, should be wholly exceptional (including Scheduled Monuments, 
registered battlefields, grade I and II* listed buildings, grade I and II* registered parks 
and gardens and World Heritage Sites). 

6.3.57 EN-1 does not provide a specific definition of either ‘harm’ or ‘substantial harm’.  As 
set out in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8, Section 8.8.12, the context in which 
‘substantial harm’ is discussed relates primarily to loss of significance equivalent to 
that arising from the destruction or partial demolition of a heritage asset. 

6.3.58 The historic environment baseline includes the Canterbury World Heritage Site 
(WHS), located within the urban centre of Canterbury, approximately 900m west of 
the Order limits in Section A.  The WHS includes heritage assets which are also 
protected under other designations including a number of Listed Buildings and 
Scheduled Monuments.  In Section D, the remains of the Grade I Listed Scheduled 
Saxon Shore fort, Roman port and associated features (commonly referred to as 
Richborough Castle) is located approximately 200m outside of the Order limits but 
approximately 1.25km from the nearest pylon.  There are a number of Grade II, 
Grade II* and Grade I Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and non-designated 
heritages assets within / within the vicinity of the Order limits. 

6.3.59 An assessment has been carried out to a methodology reflecting Historic England 
guidance on the assessment of significance of heritage assets and taking into 
account the requirements of the NPS EN-1. The assessment has considered the 
contribution of setting to the significance of heritage assets, including the following 
aspects of setting of receptors: 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 78 January 2016 

 

 The physical surroundings of the asset, including its relationship with other 
assets;  

 The way the asset is appreciated; and 

 The assets’ association and patterns of use. 

6.3.60 The assessment finds that change in the setting of the Canterbury WHS and 
Richborough Castle receptors of high significance, are assessed as of negligible 
magnitude, giving rise to a slight effect which will be not significant.  No harm would 
arise to the significance of the assets. 

6.3.61 Operational effects of the proposed development on the Grade II Listed Tile Lodge 
Farmhouse, located on the northern bank of Nethergong Penn, are assessed as 
significant given the proximity of pylon PC15 and its visual prominence to views of 
the asset from the south.  Mitigation measures embedded within the scheme would 
reduce the operational effect of the proposed development on Tile Lodge 
Farmhouse.  

6.3.62 The proposed development accords with the requirements of the NPS for historic 
environment.  The ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8) concludes that the 
effects of the proposed development on all of the identified heritage assets, aside 
from Tile Lodge Farm, are found to be not significant. Whilst the assessment 
concludes that effect on Tile Lodge Farm is significant in EIA terms, however it is 
considered that it would not result in substantial harm as set out in paragraph 5.8.14 
of EN-1 – the proposed development would not result in loss of significance 
equivalent to that arising from the asset’s destruction or partial demolition.  

6.3.63 In summary, the design of the proposed scheme has taken account of the potential 
for the scheme to affect historic environment receptors.  The proposed 
development does not have a significant adverse effect in relation to the historic 
environment, when considering the effect of the scheme either in relation to 
multiple heritage assets or in combination with other recent changes within the area 
affected.  The proposed development is therefore in accordance with the provisions 
of EN-1 for historic environment.  

Landscape and visual 

6.3.64 Section 5.9 of EN-1 sets out NPS landscape and visual policy relating to the 
proposed development.   

6.3.65 Paragraph 5.9.5 of EN-1 states that the applicant should carry out a landscape and 
visual assessment and report it in the ES.  The applicant’s assessment should 
include the effects during construction of the proposed development and the 
operational effects of the proposed development relating to landscape components 
and landscape character. Landscape and visual is also one of the generic effects 
identified in Part two of EN-5 with additional guidance provided which should inform 
the applicant’s assessment.   

6.3.66 There is a close relationship between effects on the landscape and effects on views 
and these two assessments are often reported together in an ES.  The proposed 
development is of linear nature and the landscape and visual effects are presented 
in separate chapters to distinguish between these effects.  Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Chapter 6 relating to landscape effects and Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 
7 relating to visual effects consider, in combination, this generic impact. 
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6.3.67 In terms of landscape and visual, EN-5 states that the ES should set out details of 
how consideration has been given to undergrounding as a way of mitigating such 
impacts. Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 2 provides a summary of the Strategic 
Options Report and Connection Options Report which considered connection options 
available for the proposed development including sub-sea cables and 
undergrounding.  

6.3.68 EN-5 emphasises that the Holford Rules should be followed by developers when 
designing their proposals.  Section 4.8 of this document clearly demonstrates how 
the Holford Rules have been followed in designing the proposed development and 
this is not discussed further.  

Landscape  

6.3.69 Paragraph 5.9.8 of EN-1 states the existing character of the local landscape, its 
current quality, how highly it is valued and its capacity to accommodate change are 
all factors that need to be considered in judging the impact of a project on landscape.  

6.3.70 Paragraph 5.9.9 of EN-1 states that National Parks, the Broads and Areas of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONBs) have been confirmed as having the highest 
status of protection relating to landscape and scenic beauty.  The proposed 
development is not within close proximity of any National Parks, the Broads or 
AONBs.   

6.3.71 The Kent Downs AONB lies 4.7km away from the proposed development at 
Patrixbourne and the Volume 5, Document 5.2 Chapter 6 of the ES provides an 
assessment of potential landscape effects on this receptor. The assessment 
concludes that there would be potential for indirect effects in terms of the quality of 
far reaching views from higher land of the Kent Downs AONB resulting from the 
introduction of the 400kV pylons, which would be larger than those on the existing 
PX route. However, the presence of the existing 132kV overhead lines would reduce 
the sensitivity of the landscape to the proposed development.  The landscape 
character of the AONB would not be adversely affected by the proposed 
development given its distance from the Order limits, screening by intervening 
landform and built development. There would be negligible effects on the natural 
beauty and tranquillity of the AONB.  

6.3.72 Outside national designations there are local landscapes that may be highly valued 
and protected by local designations.  However, paragraph 5.9.14 of EN-1 notes that 
local landscape designations should not be used in themselves to refuse consent.  

6.3.73 The landscape chapter of the ES has considered effects on locally designated 
landscape identified within proximity of the proposed development, including: 

 Section A: Canterbury Area of High Landscape Value (AHLV) Blean Woods SLA, 
Sturry conservation area, LCA 28 Stour Valley Slopes, LCA 33 Stour Valley 
(Sturry and Fordwich), LCA 25 Broad Oak Valley, LCA 38 Hoath Farmlands, 
ancient woodlands at Lynne Wood, Den Grove Wood and Kemberland Wood.  

 Section B: Wantsum Channel AHLV, Lodge conservation area, Hoath 
conservation area, Rushbourne conservation area, LCA 4 Nethergong Sarre 
Penn Inlet, LCA 29 Stour Valley Slopes Westbere, LCA 38 Hoath Farmlands, 
ancient and semi-natural deciduous woodland. 

 Section C: Wantsum Channel AHLV, Sarre conservation area, LCA 3 Chislet 
Arable Belt, LCA Former Wantsum North Shore, LCA Former Wantsum Channel. 
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 Section D: LCA Ash Level, LCA Former Wantsum North Shore, LCA Former 
Wantsum Channel. 

 Other landscape features including a variety of habitats, grazing marshes, 
grassland, hedgerows, river valleys and farmland. Other landscape features 
including a variety of habitats: such as grazing marshes, grassland, hedgerows, 
river valleys and farmland. 

6.3.74 In order to minimise the landscape impact associated with the proposed 
development, National Grid has embedded mitigation within the design of the 
Richborough Connection project as set out in the schedule of mitigation (Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3B).  Several measures would be implemented as a 
requirement of the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3C) including 
topsoil bunding stockpiled around the edges of construction compounds, fencing and 
inspections to oversee landscape works.  

6.3.75 The proposed development accords with the requirements of the NPS for landscape. 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6 concludes that the proposed development 
would have a limited number of significant adverse impacts upon the landscape.  
However, through careful d esign and adoption of appropriate mitigation measures it 
is considered that the proposed development would minimise harm to the landscape. 

Visual 

6.3.76 Paragraph 5.9.18 recognises that all proposed energy infrastructure is likely to have 
visual effects for many receptors around proposed sites and states that the 
Examining Authority must:  

“…judge whether the visual effects on sensitive receptors such as local residents, 
and other receptors, such as visitors to the local area, outweigh the benefits of the 
project.” 

6.3.77 The ES assessment has identified and assessed the likely significant effects on 
views of the construction works, including the removal of the existing PX route, and 
the effects of operation and enduring presence of the proposed PC route supported 
by lattice pylons and its decommissioning.   

6.3.78 Potential visual receptors have been identified from which the proposed development 
would be seen: 

 public viewpoints, including Public Rights of Way (PRoWs) and other recreation 
routes, users of public open space, attractions and outdoor recreation facilities; 

 private viewpoints, including residential properties and places where people work; 
and 

 transport routes where there are views from private vehicles and forms of public 
transport.  

6.3.79 The assessment finds that during the construction of the proposed development, the 
majority of receptors assessed would experience either a low adverse or negligible 
effect on views which is not significant.  There would however be some temporary 
significant visual effects to a number of properties route wide; the traveller site and 
Sea Cadets facility on Vauxhall Road in Section A; Nethergong Campsite and PRoW 
crossing over the Nethergong and Sarre Penn in Section B; a section of PRoW in 
Section C; and PRoW in Section D.  However, construction activities associated with 
the proposed 400kV overhead line and removal of the PX route would be short term 
with the identified visual receptors experiencing only temporary adverse effects. 
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6.3.80 The assessment finds that there would be some adverse and some beneficial effects 
on visual receptors during operation of the proposed development.  The removal of 
the PX route would result in a benefit to visual amenity, particularly to those receptors 
within close proximity to the existing overhead line to be removed.  There would 
however be some significant visual effects during operation on a number of 
properties route wide; the traveller site and Sea Cadets facility on Vauxhall Road in 
Section A; Nethergong Campsite and PRoW crossing over the Nethergong and Sarre 
Penn in Section B; a section of PRoW in Section C; and a short section of PRoW in 
Section D.   

6.3.81 Embedded mitigation for landscape in the DCO includes replacement tree and 
hedgerow planting following construction works, and other planting proposed to 
minimise adverse visual effects resulting from the proposed development.  The 
embedded mitigation measures set out in the schedule of mitigation (Volume 5, 
Document 5.4, Appendix 3B) are separate to the enhancement measures proposed 
in the Landscape and Habitat Enhancement Scheme (Volume 5, Document 5.8), 
which includes landscape works offered to land owners to further reduce the adverse 
residual effects on landscape character and views of the proposed development.  
Such mitigation is consistent with the guidance provided in paragraph 5.9.23 of EN-
1 and 2.8.11 of EN-5 which states that landscaping off site can mitigate the impact 
of development and provide guidance on its implementation.  

6.3.82 Paragraph 2.8.10 of EN-5 highlights the main opportunities for mitigating potential 
visual impacts of electricity networks.  Of these opportunities, the Statement of 
Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1) sets out the process National Grid has gone 
through to consider reinforcement options to the existing electricity infrastructure 
network rather than building of an entirely new line.  In order to minimise the overall 
visual impact of the proposed development,  

6.3.83 Paragraph 2.8.10 of EN-5 also requires selection of the most suitable type and design 
of support structure for the proposed overhead line.  The Pylons Design Options 
Report (Volume 7, Document 7.8), as summarised in section 4.6 of this document, 
sets out that when appraising the most suitable pylon types, National Grid found that 
the standard lattice pylon performs with fewer adverse environmental effects in 
Sections A, C and the first part of Section B whilst low height lattice pylons perform 
slightly better in the second part of Section B and overall in Section D.   

6.3.84 It was concluded that the benefits of low height lattice pylons to the east of Section 
B are marginal and are outweighed by the additional number of pylons that would 
have been required and the use of the standard lattice pylon continuously through 
Sections A-C without a change of pylon type along that part of the route. 

6.3.85 The proposed development accords with the requirements of the NPS for visual. 
Whilst there are some significant visual effects arising from of the project, it is 
considered that the benefits of the project outweigh the impacts on receptors.  
Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 7 demonstrates that through careful design, 
adoption of appropriate mitigation measures as it is considered that the proposed 
development would minimise visual harm to receptors. 

Land use including open space, green infrastructure and Green Belt 

6.3.86 Section 5.10 of EN-1 sets out NPS land use including open space, green 
infrastructure and Green Belt policy relating to the proposed development.  EN-1 
provides general guidance on how the ES should assess the effects of the proposed 
development on existing and proposed land uses including any effects that may 
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preclude a new development or a use proposed in the development plan.  This 
section also identifies that applicants should seek to minimise the impacts on the 
best and most versatile (BMV) agricultural land.  

6.3.87 Paragraph 5.10.9 of EN-1 highlights the need to consider minerals safeguarding 
issues, stating that “applicants should safeguard any mineral resources on the 
proposed site as far as possible, taking into account the long-term potential of the 
land use after any future decommissioning has taken place”. 

6.3.88 Paragraph 5.10.23 off EN-1 refers specifically to the potential sterilisation of land and 
states “Where a project has a sterilising effect on land use (for example in some 
cases under transmission lines) there may be scope for this to be mitigated though, 
for example, using or incorporating the land for nature conservation or wildlife or for 
parking and storage in employment areas”. 

6.3.89 There are no Green Belt policies allocated within the vicinity of the proposed 
development.  Accordingly, the Green Belt policy requirements of EN-1 are not 
considered any further in this Planning Statement.  

6.3.90 Potential effects of the proposed development in relation to agricultural land are 
considered in the geology, soils and agriculture assessment at Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Chapter 14 while potential effects on other non-agricultural land uses are 
considered within the socio-economic assessment at Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15.  

6.3.91 The geology, soils and agriculture assessment concludes that the temporary 
sterilisation of mineral resource during construction would be negligible and not 
significant.  During operation sterilisation would be restricted to working stand-offs 
around pylons and the footprint of other infrastructure.  In addition, the assessment 
outlines that the removal of the 132kV PX route will counter balance some of the 
sterilisation and to this end effects on the mineral resource during operation are 
considered to be negligible and not significant.  

6.3.92 In relation to agricultural land, the assessment identifies approximately 115 ha of 
agricultural land which is required for construction of the proposed development. The 
quality of the land disturbed or temporarily used is summarised in Table 6.2 overleaf. 
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Table 6.2 Agricultural Land Classification  

 Grade of Agricultural Land (ha) 

 1 2 3a 3b 4 Total 

Working 
areas 

2.8 22.2 8.2 5.4 7 45.6 

Access  2.8 30.3 15.6 10.4 11 70.1 

New towers 
(PC and PY 
diversion) 

0.02 0.34 0.26 0.18 0.28 1.08 

Removed 
(PX route) - 
gain 

- 0.15 0.15 0.08 0.15 0.53 

Total 
permanent 

0.02 0.19 0.11 0.11 0.13 0.56 

 BMV 0.32  non-BMV 0.24  

Total 
temporary 

5.6 52.5 23.76 15.8 18 115.7 

 BMV 81.9  non-BMV 33.8  

Notes: The areas of ALC grades were estimated based on LandIS NATMAP data. 
The development also uses 7ha of non-agricultural and urban land. 

6.3.93 The data shows that temporary land take during construction includes greater than 
20 ha of BMV agricultural land.  Mitigation measures to ensure that land is restored 
to the same agricultural quality is considered to lead to a minor effect on the 
agricultural land temporarily taken, which is not significant.  

6.3.94 During the operational phase the amount of agricultural land used for infrastructure 
or temporarily used for maintenance is less than 20 ha of BMV agricultural land and 
the assessment draws no significant effects during this phase of the proposed 
development.  

6.3.95 In relation to non-agricultural land use the assessment considered the potential 
effects of the construction and operation of the proposed development on a number 
of existing employment sites and future allocations or land uses.  This included an 
existing employment site on Vauxhall Road, planned strategic development sites at 
Sturry and Broad Oak and Hersden, the proposed Sturry Link Road, South East 
Water proposals for a new reservoir north west of Broad Oak, Thanet solar farm, 
Discovery Park Masterplan and the new electricity substation and converter station 
at Richborough.  

6.3.96 As far as reasonably practical, the proposed development has been designed to 
avoid or minimise any direct impacts on these land uses during construction and 
operation with a number of changes made through the design review process in 
response to comments and concerns (see Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 2).  

6.3.97 It is not considered that the proposed development would sterilise or limit future 
development on the sites considered as part of the assessment.  For the majority of 
the land uses the assessment concludes no significant adverse effects during either 
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construction or operation.  Only one site was identified as having the potential to 
experience direct effects, the Vauxhall Road employment site within which pylon PC2 
is located.  Design review looked to move the position of this pylon but due to other 
constraints it could only be moved slightly towards the boundary of the site.  The land 
owners of this site would be directly compensated and it is considered that certain 
uses can continue up to and underneath the pylon.  Therefore, the assessment does 
not conclude any significant effect in terms of restricting future uses on this site.  

6.3.98 Paragraph 5.10.14 of EN-1 states that “the SoS should not grant consent for 
development on existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land”.  
The proposed development does affect any of these land uses during either 
construction or operation.  The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of the NPS for land use.  

Noise and vibration 

6.3.99 Section 5.11 of EN-1 sets out NPS noise and vibration policy relating to the proposed 
development.  Noise and vibration is one of the generic effects identified in Part 2 of 
EN-5 with additional guidance provided which has informed National Grid’s 
assessment of the proposed development as contained in Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 11. 

6.3.100 Paragraph 5.11.4 to 5.11.7 of EN-1 advise that where noise effects are likely to arise, 
the applicant should include a description of the noise generating aspects of the 
development; identification of receptors; the baseline; prediction of how the noise 
environment will change with the proposed development; an assessment of effects; 
and proposed mitigation.  

6.3.101 Sensitive receptors considered as part of the noise and vibration assessment were 
identified from a desk based assessment. 

6.3.102 Construction and operational noise measurement points were selected along the 
route of the proposed development, agreed with the Environment Health Officer for 
relevant local planning authorities.  Noise monitoring was undertaken at agreed 
locations with noise surveys undertaken and consultation with local planning 
authorities to establish the noise baseline.  

6.3.103 The construction of the proposed development will involve construction of access 
roads, bellmouths, culverts/temporary bridges and the overhead transmission line. 
The overhead line requires construction of pylon bases, erecting pylons and stringing 
of the overhead conductor wires.  Operational noise and vibration would be limited 
to conductor noise.  For the majority of its operation the line will operate quietly, 
however after prolonged spells of dry weather or during rainfall, an increase in noise 
may occur.  There are no vibration effects from the operation of the overhead line. 

6.3.104 Several measures have been implemented into the design of the proposed 
development through the schedule of mitigation (Volume 5, Document 5.4, 
Appendix 3B) and the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4, Appendix 3C) to manage 
noise and vibration effects during construction.  These include restrictions to working 
hours, selection of quieter plant to comply with EU Directives, use of acoustic screens 
close to housing and around site compounds, proper maintenance of all plant and 
equipment, maintenance of access tracks and access routes to prevent tyre 
generated noise and vibration and noise and or vibration monitoring where required.  
The design and routing of the proposed overhead line has ensured that no significant 
effects are predicted to occur due to operational noise. 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 85 January 2016 

 

6.3.105 Mitigation measures embedded within the scheme would reduce the noise and 
vibration effects of the proposed development on identified receptors.  The ES 
concludes that the majority of noise and vibration effects are not significant.  Whilst 
the assessment finds some moderate adverse noise effects from construction traffic, 
this would be short term and the impact on receptors would be temporary. The 
operational noise assessment indicates that there will be some moderate adverse 
noise effects due to operational noise during wet weather conditions. Wet weather 
conditions are predicted to occur for less than 5% of the time. 

6.3.106 The operational noise assessment has identified a receptor at Kemberland Farm at 
which a movement of the route to the north (5m) within the Limits of Deviation would 
result during wet conditions in the magnitude of the 400kV overhead line operational 
noise to be high at this location.  However, the planning permission for the caravan 
expires in January 2016 and given other applications on the site have been refused 
for similar uses, the assessment considers that this receptor would no longer be 
operational from January 2016.  

6.3.107 Paragraph 2.9.3 of EN-5 recognises that line noise in operation is generated when 
the conductor surface electric stress exceeds the inception level for corona 
discharge.  The pylon fittings of the proposed development have been designed and 
procured in accordance with National Grid’s functional and performance 
requirements, complying with performance requirements for corona inception and 
audible noise.  Testing has been carried out to ensure each fitting type conforms to 
the specification and the conductor has been designed to operate below level at 
which conductor surface electric stress exceeds the inception level for the corona 
discharge activity.  During the installation of conductors, care will be taken to ensure 
conductors are kept clean and free of surface contaminants during stringing. 

6.3.108 The proposed development accords with the requirements of EN-1 and EN-5 for 
noise and vibration.  Whilst there are some temporary noise and vibration effects of 
the project, it is considered that the benefits of the project outweigh the impacts on 
receptors. Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11 demonstrates that through careful 
design, adoption of appropriate embedded mitigation measures the proposed 
development would minimise noise and vibration harm to receptors.  

Socio-economic 

6.3.109 Section 5.12 of EN-1 sets out NPS socio-economic policy relating to the proposed 
development.  EN-1 advises on the assessment of socio-economic impacts at local 
and regional levels including reference to job creation and opportunities for provision 
of local services, effects on tourism, effects of the influx of workers and cumulative 
and in-combination effects.  

6.3.110 Paragraph 5.12.7 of EN-1 states that the Planning Inspectorate “may conclude that 
limited weight is to be given to assertions of socio-economic impacts that are not 
supported by evidence (particularly in view of the need for energy infrastructure as 
set out in this NPS)”.  

6.3.111 The socio-economic assessment contained within Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15 has considered the guidance within EN-1 in defining the scope of the 
assessment, and in particular reference was paid to section 5.12.3 which details 
some of the likely socio-economic effects that should be considered as part of any 
assessment.  The assessment has also considered the statement at paragraph 
5.12.7 of EN-1 in providing an assessment which can be quantified and evidenced 
wherever possible. 
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6.3.112 The assessment has considered both direct and indirect amenity effects on a number 
of receptors and includes reference to job creation, induced spend in the local area, 
effects on tourism, cumulative and in-combination effects.  Effects were considered 
during construction, operational and decommissioning phases of the proposed 
development.  

6.3.113 During construction the proposed development is expected to bring a number of 
scheme wide benefits in relation to the local and regional economies including 
approximately £48.75 million of net additional expenditure in the UK through civil 
engineering contracts, approximately 211 construction worker years and in the region 
of £2.3 million of additional spend within the local economy from non-local workers.  

6.3.114 Alongside this economic benefit, the assessment also identified a number of 
localised effects on recreational and business receptors during construction.  None 
of the direct or indirect amenity effects assessed were considered to be significant.  
Specifically, in relation to the effect on PRoW a hierarchy of mitigation has been 
identified and applied through the PRoW Management Plan which seeks to minimise 
disruption to users of the network wherever possible.  

6.3.115 Once operational the proposed development is expected to generate only a small 
number of jobs and the required workforce would be sourced from existing National 
Grid contracts.  Maintenance activities will give rise to some induced spend when 
contractors are undertaking work, however, this is concluded to be of negligible 
magnitude and not significant. 

6.3.116 It is concluded that the proposed development accords with the requirements of the 
EN-1 for socio-economic.  

Traffic and transport 

6.3.117 Section 5.13 of EN-1 sets out NPS traffic and transport policy relating to the proposed 
development.  Paragraph 5.13.1 of EN-1 recognises that the transport of materials, 
goods and personnel to and from a development during all project phases can have 
a variety of impacts including economic, social and environmental effects.  

6.3.118 Traffic and transport effects of the proposed development are considered Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 10; the Transport Assessment at Volume 5, Document 
5.4.10, Appendix 10A; and the Construction Traffic Management Plan (Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3G).  

6.3.119 Paragraph 5.13.11 of EN-1 states that requirements may be used by the Examining 
Authority where there is likely to be substantial HGV traffic to and from the site in a 
specified period during construction of a project.  The traffic assessment concludes 
that the proposed development would have some significant effects in terms of driver 
delay and vulnerable road user fear and intimidation.  The percentage increase in 
HGVs is significant both in the average and peak (worst-case) conditions around 
certain locations.  These effects are anticipated during the peak periods of 
construction when the volume of traffic associated with the development is at its 
greatest.  This would be for a relatively short period of time and would be controlled 
by provisions within the CTMP submitted with the DCO application (Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3G). 

6.3.120 During construction, the assessment concludes no other significant effects to users 
of the highway network, waterways or PRoW network.  
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6.3.121 Once operational there are expected to be negligible adverse effects associated with 
increases in road traffic.  This is due to the nature of the development and the 
generation of very few vehicular trips. 

6.3.122 The proposed development accords with the requirements of the NPS for traffic and 
transport.  Transport and traffic effects are temporary during construction of the 
project and embedded mitigation contained within the DCO will mitigate harm of the 
proposed development.   

Waste management 

6.3.123 Section 5.14 of EN-1 sets out NPS waste policy relating to the proposed 
development.  Paragraph 5.14.6 states that the applicant should set out the 
arrangements proposed for managing any waste produced and prepare a Site Waste 
Management Plan.   

6.3.124 National Grid has prepared an Outline Waste Management Plan (OWMP), provided 
at Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3D.  The OWMP includes information of 
the proposed waste recovery and disposal system for all waste generated by the 
construction of the proposed development, as required by paragraph 5.14.6 and 
ways through which the proposed development would minimise the volume of waste 
produced in line with current legislation and good practice.  

6.3.125 No hazardous waste would be produced during the construction, operation or 
decommissioning of the proposed development.  

6.3.126 Before a stage of the proposed development can commence, a Site Waste 
Management Plan would be prepared to include a detailed plan for the collection, 
segregation, treatment and disposal of waste in accordance with the measures set 
out in the OWMP. 

6.3.127 The OWMP accompanies the CEMP and presents the approach to and application 
of environmental management and mitigation for the construction of the proposed 
development. The CEMP, incorporates the findings and recommendations of the 
environmental statement, and aims to ensure that construction activities for the 
proposed development are carried out in accordance with current legislation and 
good practice for minimising the adverse effects of construction on the environment 
and the local community. 

6.3.128 The proposed development is considered to accord with the requirements of EN-1 
for waste.   

Water quality and resources 

6.3.129 Paragraph 5.15.1 states that infrastructure development can have adverse effects 
on water environments, whilst also recognising that during the construction, 
operation and decommissioning phases, infrastructure development can lead to 
increased demand for water, involve discharges to water and cause adverse 
ecological effects.  

6.3.130 Paragraph 5.15.2 of EN-1 states: 

“The applicant should undertake an assessment of the existing status of, and impacts 
of the proposed project, water quality, water resources and physical characteristics 
of the water environment.” 

6.3.131 Paragraph 5.15.3 requires an assessment to identify any areas protected under the 
Water Framework Directive (WFD) which may be impacted by the proposed 
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development.  Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 13 Water Environment provides 
this assessment for the proposed development.  

6.3.132 The ES chapter meets the assessment requirements outlined in EN-1 by identifying 
watercourses, water resources and water bodies crossed or close to the proposed 
development and assessing the impacts during and post construction and providing 
mitigation measures to reduce potential effects to these receptors. 

6.3.133 The ES has identified the water environment baseline for the proposed development, 
including the River Great Stour/Stour, the Sarre Penn, the Wantsum Channel and 
the extensive network of drainage ditches found in the Chislet, Monkton and Minster 
Marshes and Ash Level.  

6.3.134 The assessment has considered aquatic ecosystem receptors; water resources 
receptors; and people, property and infrastructure at risk of flooding.  The potential 
for adverse impacts during the operational phase of the proposed development were 
scoped out of the assessment given the nature of the project, other than routine 
maintenance which would be the same as for construction but of a lesser scale.  

6.3.135 WFD water bodies have been identified on the basis of their direct hydrological 
connectivity with the proposed Order Limits, i.e. where any part of their catchment 
area coincides with the potential development area.  In addition, a number of lake 
water bodies have been included, which are situated in the floodplain of the Great 
Stour downstream of Section A of the Order Limits around Canterbury North 
400/132kV Substation.   

6.3.136 The proposed development includes a number of embedded mitigation measures 
relating to the water environment, contained in the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 
5.4.3, Appendix 3C).  In combination with this mitigation, the assessment finds that 
all potential effects of the proposed development on the water environment have a 
potential significance of not significant.  The proposed development accords with the 
requirements of EN-1 for the water environment.      

6.4 NPPF 

6.4.1 The following section of this document identifies how the proposed development 
accords with the principles and policies of the NPPF.  Whilst the NPPF does not 
contain policies relating to electricity networks infrastructure, it does contain policy 
for conserving and enhancing the natural and historic environment which has been 
considered in developing the proposed development.  

Core planning principles 

6.4.2 Paragraph 17 of the NPPF identifies 12 core principles which provide the overarching 
role of the planning system.  The 12 planning principles are summarised below and 
specify that the planning system should: 

 be genuinely plan led, empowering local people to shape their surroundings; 

 not simply be about scrutiny, but instead be a creative exercise in finding ways to 
enhance and improve the places in which people live their lives; 

 proactively drive and support sustainable economic development to deliver the 
homes, business and industrial units, infrastructure and thriving local places that 
the country needs; 

 always seek to secure high quality design and a good standard of amenity for all 
existing and future occupants of land and buildings; 
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 take account of the different roles and character of different areas, promoting the 
vitality of main urban areas and protecting the Green Belt around them, 
recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside and supporting 
thriving rural communities;  

 support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate taking full 
account of flood risk and coastal change; 

 contribute to conserving and enhancing the natural environment and reducing 
pollution; 

 encourage the effective use of land by reusing land that has been previously 
developed, provided that it is not of high environmental value; 

 promote mixed use developments, and encourage multiple benefits from the use 
of land in urban and rural areas; 

 conserve heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their significance;  

 actively manage patterns of growth to make the fullest possible use of public 
transport, walking and cycling and focus significant development in locations 
which are or can be made sustainable; and 

 take account of and support local strategies to improve health, social and cultural 
wellbeing for all.  

6.4.3 The third core principle listed above, relating to the delivery of infrastructure that the 
country needs, goes on to identify that there is a need for the planning system to 
“support the transition to a low carbon future in a changing climate.”  The need for 
the proposed development is, as set out in Volume 7, Document 7.3, to facilitate 
the development of the Nemo Link which will provide greater opportunities for the UK 
to trade in wider European power markets by exporting energy and to take advantage 
of energy generated by renewable sources in Europe.  This will assist the UK in 
meeting its renewable energy targets.  The proposed development provides a 
connection for the Nemo Link at Richborough which would provide a 1GW electricity 
interconnector at Richborough.  There is currently no high voltage electricity 
transmission infrastructure in the immediate vicinity of the proposed location of 
Richborough.  

Transport and traffic 

6.4.4 Paragraph 32 of the NPPF states that development should only be refused on 
transport grounds ‘where the residual cumulative impacts of development are 
severe’.  As set out in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 10, the construction of the 
proposed development would introduce increased transportation of people, plant and 
materials.  Transport and traffic effects of the proposed development would be 
temporary in nature and associated with the construction of temporary access roads, 
and pylon assembly (including foundations and erection of structures).  National Grid 
propose to keep construction traffic on highways to a minimum through the 
construction of temporary access roads along the route of the proposed 
development.  

6.4.5 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 10 concludes that the impacts of traffic 
movements will not be significant and will be temporary in nature and as such, it is 
considered that the proposed development is in accordance with Paragraph 32 of 
the NPPF.  Where there is the potential for specific localised adverse effects, 
appropriate mitigation measures have been identified. 
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6.4.6 Paragraph 72 of the NPPF states planning policy “should protect and enhance public 
rights of way and access.”  As set out in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, the 
proposed development will cross a number of public rights of way (PRoW). A PRoW 
Management Plan is contained at Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3H of the 
DCO application and states that during construction, National Grid will seek to keep 
footpaths open wherever possible.  However, in the interests of health and safety, it 
would be necessary to temporarily close or divert some PRoW during the 
construction works.  Although cycleway have been identified within proximity of the 
proposed development these will remain unaffected by the Richborough Connection 
project.  

6.4.7 It is considered that the proposed development accords with important and relevant 
paragraphs of the NPPF relating to transport and traffic. 

Requiring good design 

6.4.8 Paragraph 56 of the NPPF states that “the Government attached great importance 
to the design of the built environment.  Good design is a key aspect of sustainable, 
is indivisible from good planning, and should contribute positively to making places 
better for people.”   

6.4.9 Paragraph 60 also states that “planning policies and decisions should not attempt to 
impose architectural styles or particular tastes and they should not stifle innovation, 
originality or initiative through unsubstantiated requirements to conform to certain 
development forms or styles.”  

6.4.10 National Grid’s design principles for the proposed development are provided in 
Section 4 of this document.  The Holford Rules have been used to inform the route 
corridor for the proposed development along with studies which formed part of the 
design development process.  The design of the proposed development accords with 
the requirements placed on National Grid imposed by the Electricity Act relating to 
having regard to the built and natural environment.  

6.4.11 National Grid considered the use of three types of pylon for the Richborough 
Connection project.  The consideration of alternatives has adhered to the Holford 
Rules and the selection of standard lattice pylons and low height lattice pylons 
responds to environmental and economic considerations, as confirmed in Section 4 
of this document.  

6.4.12 It is considered that the proposed development accords with important and relevant 
paragraphs of the NPPF requiring good design. 

Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal 
change 

6.4.13 Paragraph 99 of the NPPF states that “new development should be planned to avoid 
increased vulnerability to the range of impacts arising from climate change.  When 
new development is brought forward in areas which are vulnerable, care should be 
taken to ensure that risks can be managed through suitable adaptation measures, 
including the planning of green infrastructure.” 

6.4.14 Paragraphs 6.2.26 – 6.2.34 of this document set out how National Grid has 
considered meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal change 
through developing the proposed development. 
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6.4.15 Current projections around the impact of climate change in the UK forecast extremes 
of heavy rain and drought weather and more occurrences of high wind.  Overhead 
line design is driven by wind, ice and wind-on-ice loadings 

6.4.16 The FRA submitted with the DCO application concludes that the proposed 
development, with mitigation proposed, would not be subject to an unacceptable 
level of flood risk. It would not increase flood risk elsewhere. 

6.4.17 It is considered that the proposed development accords with important and relevant 
paragraphs of the NPPF relating to meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding 
and coastal change. 

Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 

6.4.18 Paragraph 109 of the NPPF states that the planning system should contribute to and 
enhance the natural and local environment by: 

 “Protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, geological conservation interests 
and soils; 

 Recognising the wider benefits of ecosystems services; 

 Minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where 
possible, contributing to the Government’s commitment to halt the overall decline 
in biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological networks that are 
more resilient to current and future pressures;  

 Preventing both new and existing development from contributing to or being put 
at unacceptable risk from, or being adversely affected by unacceptable levels of 
soil, air, water or noise pollution or land instability; and 

 Remediating and mitigating despoiled, degraded, derelict, contaminated and 
unstable land, where appropriate.” 

6.4.19 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6 and Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 7 of 
the ES considers landscape and visual.  These chapters have concluded that there 
are no significant residual landscape or visual effects associated with the 
construction and operation of the proposed development.  

6.4.20 Paragraph 118 of the NPPF encourages local planning authorities to aim to conserve 
and enhance biodiversity in determining planning applications by protecting identified 
international and national site designations.  Development should be refused which 
could result in significant harm to biodiversity and which cannot be avoided or 
adequately mitigated or compensated.  

6.4.21 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9 of the ES identifies international, national and 
local designations which are in proximity of the proposed development.  As 
summarised in Sections 6.3.9 – 6.3.33 of this document, the ES assessment 
identifies that there are potential direct effects on some identified designations during 
construction and potential impacts during operation of the proposed development 
would be limited to effects on birds.  Measures to avoid and reduce the effects on 
designations are proposed within the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4, Appendix 
3C) and the BMS (Volume 5, Document 5.4, Appendix 3E). 

6.4.22 Paragraph 123 of the NPPF states that planning decisions should aim to “mitigate 
and reduce to a minimum adverse impacts…on health and quality of life arising from 
noise from new development.”  
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6.4.23 The DCO application includes an Electric and Magnetic Fields Report which 
considers EMF effects resulting from the proposed development (Volume 5, 
Document 5.8).  The EMF Report concludes that the proposed development would 
be fully compliant with Government policy relating to EMF; all the fields produced 
would be below the relevant exposure limits. 

6.4.24 Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11 contains the assessment of the noise and 
vibration effects associated with the construction, operation and decommissioning of 
the proposed development.  As outlined in 6.3.99 – 6.3.108, the overall conclusion is 
that the construction and operation of the proposed development would not have any 
significant adverse effects. 

6.4.25 It is considered that the proposed development accords with important and relevant 
paragraphs of the NPPF relating to conserving and enhancing the natural 
environment. 

Conserving and enhancing the historic environment 

6.4.26 Paragraph 128 of the NPPF requires applicants to “describe the significance of any 
heritage assets affected, including the contribution made by their setting”.  Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8 has assessed the effect of the proposed development 
on features of heritage value and interest during construction, operation and 
decommissioning.  

6.4.27 The assessment has identified that the proposed development would have significant 
adverse effects on the Grade II Listed Tile Lodge Farmhouse as a result of a change 
in its setting.  These effects would be greatest during construction of the new 
overhead line and would reduce on completion of construction work and through the 
maturing of mitigation planting. Any potential harm caused to the significance of the 
asset would not constitute substantial harm.  

6.4.28 The assessment finds that change in the setting of the Canterbury WHS and 
Richborough Castle receptors of high significance, are assessed as of negligible 
magnitude, giving rise to a slight effect which would not be significant.  No harm 
would arise to the significance of the assets. 

6.4.29 Operational effects of the proposed development on the Grade II Listed Tile Lodge 
Farmhouse, located on the northern bank of Nethergong Penn, are assessed as 
significant given the proximity of pylon PC15 and its visual prominence to views of 
the asset from the south.  Mitigation measures embedded within the scheme would 
reduce the operational effect of the proposed development on Tile Lodge 
Farmhouse.  

6.4.30 The ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8) concludes that the effects of the 
proposed development on all of the identified heritage assets, aside from Tile Lodge 
Farm, are found to be not significant.  Whilst the assessment concludes that the effect 
on Tile Lodge Farm is significant in EIA terms, it is considered that it would not result 
in substantial harm.  Any harm or minor harms are considered to be outweighed by 
the wider benefits of the proposal. 
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6.5 Summary 

6.5.1 The Richborough Connection project has been subject to a comprehensive 
assessment against National Planning Policy in the form of EN-1, EN-5, the National 
Planning Policy Framework and where relevant Planning Practice Guidance.  
Appendix A and Appendix B of this document provide signposting to documents 
within the DCO submission that demonstrates compliance with the requirements of 
EN-1 and EN-5.  

6.5.2 It is considered that the assessment demonstrates that National Grid has developed 
the proposed development in accordance with the requirements of EN-1 and EN-5 
and that the proposed development is, therefore, in accordance with the relevant 
NPSs. 

6.5.3 Furthermore, taking into account the findings of the ES, there are not considered to 
be any adverse impacts which would conflict with the NPPF.  The proposed 
development is therefore considered to be in accordance with national planning 
policy.  
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7 LOCAL PLANNING POLICY 

7.1 Context 

7.1.1 Although an application for a DCO is not subject to Section 38 (6) of the Planning 
and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, Local Development Plans are a material 
planning consideration. 

7.1.2 At the local level, the proposed development has been considered against the 
following policy documents:  

 Kent County Council Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2013 – 2030 (Submission 
version 2015).  

 Kent County Council Existing Local Plan Saved Policies (2007).  

 Kent County Council Local Flood Risk Management Strategy (2013) (KCC Local 
Flood Risk Management Strategy 2013). 

 Kent County Council Environmental Strategy (2011) (Kent Environment 
Strategy). 

 Kent Downs Management Plan 2014 – 2019 (2014) (Kent Downs Management 
Plan).  

 Saved Policies of the Canterbury District Local Plan 2006 (2009) (CDLP 2009 
Saved Policies).  

 Draft Canterbury Local Plan Amendments (November 2015) (CDLP 
Amendments 2015).  

 Thanet Local Plan 2006 Saved Policies (2009) (TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies).  

 Draft Thanet Local Plan to 2031 (2015) (TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015).  

 Dover District Council Core Strategy (2010) (DDC CS 2010).  

 Dover District Council Local Plan Saved Policies (2002) (DDC LP Saved 
Policies 2002).  

 Dover District Council Land Allocations Local Plan (2015). 

7.2 Local Policy Assessment 

7.2.1 An assessment of the proposed development against adopted and saved local 
policies of relevance has been undertaken and is provided in Table 7.1 below. 
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Table 7.1 Summary of Local Planning Policies  

 

 

 

Issue Local Policy Policy Reference Assessment 

Good Design CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy BE1 – The Built Environment and 
Good Design Principles  

Policy BE3 – Design Statements, 
Development Briefs and Sustainability 
Statements 

National Grid’s design principles for the proposed 
development are provided in Section 4 of this document.  
Consistent with local planning policies, National Grid has 
sought to design the proposed development in an iterative 
manner taking into account environmental, socio-
economic, technical and costs factors, its statutory 
obligations, technical requirements and comments from 
stakeholders and the public through the development 
stages of the project.  

Whilst the design of the proposed development is 
constrained by technical and operational requirements 
which limit the choices in terms of physical appearance, 
National Grid has adopted established design principles 
including the Holford Rules which assist in minimising 
landscape and visual effects.  

The proposed development responds positively to its 
physical and socio-economic context, demonstrated by the 
design process of the proposed development. The North 
Corridor was selected over the South Corridor following an 
assessment against a range of environmental features 
including designated sites, listed buildings, settlements, 
and topography and landscape character. The preferred 
route in the North Corridor was selected in line with the 
principles of the Holford Rules as well as considering 
environmental constraints, socio-economic, technical and 
costs factors including feedback received.  

As addressed in the landscape and visual chapters of the 
ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6 and Chapter 7), 
it is recognised that the proposed development would have 
an impact on the surrounding environment.  However, both 
temporary and permanent impacts have been subject to 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy DBE1 – Sustainable Design and 
Construction 

Policy DBE3 – Principles of Design 

TDC LP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy D1 – Design Principles 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy SP28 – Quality Development 

Policy QD01 – General Design Principles 
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  careful analysis, design and mitigation to minimise any 
adverse landscape impact and visual impact.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to good design. 

Climate 
Change 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy CC2 – Reducing Carbon Emissions 
From New Development 

As part of the design process for the proposed 
development, National Grid investigated whether future 
climate change might require new designs for overhead 
lines.  

The potential effect of climate change on the proposed 
development has been assessed in relevant topic chapters 
of the ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11 Noise 
and Vibration, Chapter 13 Water and Chapter 14 
Geology, Soils and Agriculture) and in the FRA.  A ‘worst 
case scenario’ using the high emissions scenario (UKCIP) 
has been applied by National Grid in the assessment of the 
proposed development.   

The relevant topic chapters of the ES have based their 
assessments on adaping to and mitigating against climate 
change.  The proposed development accords with the 
requirements of local planning policy relating to climate 
change. 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy SP30 – Climate Change 

Landscape 
and Visual – 
AONB 

Landscape 
and Visual – 
Landscape 
Character 

Landscape 
and Visual – 
Trees and 
Ancient 
Woodland 

CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy R6 – Protected Countryside 

Policy R7 – Areas of High Landscape Value 

Policy BE1 – The Built Environment and Good 
Design Principles 

Policy BE10 – Historic Landscapes, Parks and 
Gardens 

Policy NE5 – Trees, Woodlands and 
Hedgerows 

 

Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty 

The Kent Downs AONB lies 4.7km away from the proposed 
development at Patrixbourne and the Volume 5, 
Document 5.2 Chapter 6 of the ES provides an 
assessment of potential landscape effects on this receptor. 
The assessment concludes that there would be potential for 
indirect effects in terms of the quality of far reaching views 
from higher land of the Kent Downs AONB resulting from 
the introduction of the 400kV pylons, which would be larger 
than those on the existing PX route. However, the presence 
of the existing 132kV overhead lines would reduce the 
sensitivity of the landscape to the proposed development.  
The landscape character of the AONB would not be 
adversely affected by the proposed development given its 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy DBE3 – Principles of Design 
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Policy LB1 – Kent Downs Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty  

Policy LB2 – Areas of High Landscape Value 

Policy LB4 – Landscape Character Areas 

Policy LB10 – Trees, Hedgerows and 
Woodland 

distance from the Order limits, screening by intervening 
landform and built development. There would be negligible 
effects on the natural beauty and tranquillity of the AONB. 

Landscape Character and Visual Assessment 

The landscape chapter of the ES has considered effects on 
locally designated landscape identified within proximity of 
the proposed development, including: 

 Section A: Canterbury Area of High Landscape Value 
(AHLV) Blean Woods SLA, Sturry conservation area, 
LCA 28 Stour Valley Slopes, LCA 33 Stour Valley 
(Sturry and Fordwich), LCA 25 Broad Oak Valley, LCA 
38 Hoath Farmlands, ancient woodlands at Lynne 
Wood, Den Grove Wood and Kemberland Wood.  

 Section B: Wantsum Channel AHLV, Lodge 
conservation area, Hoath conservation area, 
Rushbourne conservation area, LCA 4 Nethergong 
Sarre Penn Inlet, LCA 29 Stour Valley Slopes 
Westbere, LCA 38 Hoath Farmlands, ancient and 
semi-natural deciduous woodland. 

 Section C: Wantsum Channel AHLV, Sarre 
conservation area, LCA 3 Chislet Arable Belt, LCA 
Former Wantsum North Shore, LCA Former Wantsum 
Channel. 

 Section D: LCA Ash Level, LCA Former Wantsum 
North Shore, LCA Former Wantsum Channel. 

 Other landscape features including a variety of 
habitats, grazing marshes, grassland, hedgerows, 
river valleys and farmland.  

The landscape chapter of the ES (Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Chapter 6) concludes that the proposed development 
will not have a significant adverse impact upon landscape 
character.  

In order to minimise the landscape impact associated with 
the proposed development, National Grid has embedded 
mitigation within the design of the proposed development.  

TDC LP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy D1 – Design Principles 

Policy D2 – Landscaping 

Policy CC1 – Development in the Countryside 

Policy CC2 – Landscape Character Areas 

Policy CC7 – Rural Lanes 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy SP22 – Protection and Enhancement of 
Thanet’s Historic Landscapes 

Policy QD01 – General Design Principles 

DDC LP Saved 
Policies 2002 

Policy CO8 – Development which would 
adversely affect a hedgerow 

DDC CS 2010 Policy CP7 – Green Infrastructure Network 

Policy DM15 – Protection of the Countryside 

Policy DM16 – Landscape Character 

Kent Environment 
Strategy 

VE Priority 9 
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Several measures will be implemented as a requirement of 
the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4, Appendix 3C).  

The visual chapter of the ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 7) finds that during the construction of the 
proposed development, the majority of receptors assessed 
would experience a low adverse or negligible effects on 
views which is not significant. There would however be 
some significant visual effects to a number of properties 
route wide; the traveller site and Sea Cadets facility on 
Vauxhall Road in Section A; Nethergong Campsite and 
PRoW crossing over the Nethergong and Sarre Penn in 
Section B; a section of PRoW in Section C; and PRoW in 
Section D. However, construction activities associated with 
the proposed 400kV overhead line and removal of the PX 
route would be short term with the identified visual 
receptors experiencing only temporary adverse effects.  

There would be some adverse and some beneficial effects 
on visual receptors during operation of the proposed 
development. The removal of the PX route would result in 
a benefit to visual amenity, particularly to those receptors 
within close proximity to the existing overhead line. There 
would however be some significant visual effects on a 
number of properties route wide; the traveller site and Sea 
Cadets facility on Vauxhall Road in Section A; Nethergong 
Campsite and PRoW crossing over the Nethergong and 
Sarre Penn in Section B; a section of PRoW in Section C; 
and a short section of PRoW in Section D. 

Embedded mitigation for landscape in the DCO includes 
replacement tree and hedgerow planting following 
construction works, and other planting proposed to 
minimise adverse visual effects resulting from the proposed 
development.  The embedded mitigation measures set out 
in the schedule of mitigation (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3B) are separate to the enhancement measures 
proposed in the Landscape and Habitat Enhancement 
Scheme (Volume 5, Document 5.8), which includes 
landscape works offered to land owners to further reduce 

Kent Downs 
Management Plan 

Policy LLC2 – Landform and Landscape 
Character 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

    
Final 99 January 2016 

 

the adverse residual effects on landscape character and 
views of the proposed development.  

The visual chapter of the ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 7) demonstrates that through careful design, 
adoption of appropriate mitigation measures that the 
proposed development would minimise visual harm to 
receptors. 

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to landscape 
character. 

Trees and Ancient Woodland 

The ES includes an assessment of effects on ancient 
woodland, veteran trees and native woodland, contained in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9, Section 9.17.  In 
total, 4.24ha of woodland within the Order limits (including 
woodland areas assessed under other designations) would 
require management consisting of coppicing, pollarding or 
pruning, resulting in temporary disturbance, and 4.79ha 
removed for construction activities and then replanted. Of 
this 1.18ha of ancient listed woodland would be managed 
and 0.11ha removed.  In line with available guidance the 
management or temporary removal of woodland cover 
within the ancient woodland would not alter its ancient 
woodland status and any loss of tree cover would be 
temporary.   

There would be no permanent loss of area cover and the 
disturbance would not cause permanent damage or affect 
the status of the habitat. The overall effect from the 
proposed development on this receptor is not significant.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to trees and 
ancient woodland. 

Historic 
Environment 

CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy BE7 – Conservation Areas The Historic Environment ES chapter (Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 8) has assessed the effect of the 
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– Listed 
Buildings 

Historic 
Environment 
– 
Conservation 
Areas 

Historic 
Environment 
– Archaeology 

 

Policy BE10 – Historic Landscapes, Parks and 
Gardens 

Policy BE14 – Archaeology 

Policy BE15 – Archaeology 

proposed development on a baseline of heritage assets. 
This has included the Canterbury WHS, the remains of the 
Grade I Listed scheduled Saxon Shore fort, Roman port 
and associated features (commonly known as Richborough 
Castle) and a number of Grade II, Grade II* and Grade I 
Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and non-designated 
heritage assets within / within the vicinity of the proposed 
development.  

The Chapter provides a description of the significance of 
the heritage assets affected by the proposed development 
and an assessment of the heritage asset according to the 
proposed development’s impact. The assessment has 
included consideration of the Historic Environment Record. 

The assessment finds that change in the setting of the 
Canterbury WHS, is assessed as of negligible magnitude, 
giving rise to a slight effect which will be not significant.  No 
harm would arise to the significance of the asset. 

Listed Buildings 

The ES has considered the potential effect of the proposed 
development on archaeological remains and the historic 
character of the landscape.  It has also considered 
receptors protected by legislation including listed buildings.  

An assessment has been carried out to a methodology 
reflecting Historic England guidance on the assessment of 
significance of heritage assets.  

The assessment finds that change in the setting of the 
Canterbury WHS and Richborough Castle receptors of high 
significance, are assessed as of negligible magnitude, 
giving rise to a slight effect which will be not significant.  No 
harm would arise to the significance of the assets. 

Operational effects of the proposed development on the 
Grade II Listed Tile Lodge Farmhouse, located on the 
northern bank of Nethergong Penn, are assessed as 
significant given the proximity of pylon PC15 and its visual 
prominence to views of the asset from the south.  Mitigation 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy HE1 – Historic Environment and 
Heritage Assets 

Policy HE2 – World Heritage Site and Buffer 
Zone 

Policy HE3 – Significant Views of the City and 
World Heritage Sites 

Policy HE4 – Listed Buildings 

Policy HE5 – Development Affecting and 
Changes to Listed Buildings 

Policy HE11 – Archaeology 

Policy HE13 – Historic Landscapes, Parks 
and Gardens 

TDC LP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy HE11 – Archaeological Assessment 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy HE01 – Archaeology 

Policy HE02 – Development in Conservation 
Areas 

Policy HE03 – Local Heritage Assets 

Policy HE04 – Historic Parks and Gardens 

DDC CS 2010 Policy DM19 – Historic Parks and Gardens 
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measures embedded within the scheme would reduce the 
operational effect of the proposed development on Tile 
Lodge Farmhouse.  

The ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8) concludes 
that the effects of the proposed development on all of the 
identified heritage assets, aside from Tile Lodge Farm, are 
found to be not significant. Whilst the assessment 
concludes that effect on Tile Lodge Farm is significant in 
EIA terms, however it is considered that it would not result 
in substantial harm – the proposed development would not 
result in loss of significance equivalent to that arising from 
the asset’s destruction or partial demolition.  

The proposed development does not have a significant 
adverse effect in relation to listed buildings, when 
considering the effect of the scheme either in relation to 
multiple heritage assets or in combination with other recent 
changes within the area affected.   

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to listed buildings. 

Conservation Areas 

The ES (Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8) has 
assessed the nature of and effects of the proposed 
development on the Sturry Conservation Area, Tile Lodge 
Conservation Area, Chislet, Chitty and Hollow Street 
Conservation Area, the Sarre Conservation Area, Monkton 
Conservation Area and the Minster Conservation Area.  

The assessment identifies that the proposed development 
would cause harm to the significance of the following 
designated conservation areas: 

 Sturry conservation area. 

 Tile Lodge conservation area. 

 Chislet Conservation Area. 
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However, in all cases, any harm would be less than 
substantial.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to conservation 
areas. 

Archaeology 

An Archaeological Mitigation Written Scheme of 
Investigation (WSI) (see Volume 5, Document 5.4.3F, 
Appendix 3F) sets out a scheme of archaeological 
investigation which is intended to mitigate the adverse 
effects of the construction of the proposed development.  
This has been prepared in consultation with KCC’s Historic 
Environment Team. 

The WSI comprises four principal elements: 

 a statement of the aims and objectives of the 
investigative works, including an archaeological 
research agenda (Section 3); 

 a description of the scope of the proposed investigative 
work (Section 4);  

 standards for completion of the proposed investigative 
work, any post excavation analysis of artefactual 
material and dissemination of the results (Section 5); 
and 

 project management procedures (Sections 6 and 7). 

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to archaeology. 

Biodiversity – 
Effects on 
SSSI 

CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

 

 

Policy NE1 – Protected Species 

Policy NE2 – Enhancing Biodiversity 

Policy NE5 – Trees, Woodland and 
Hedgerows 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9 Biodiversity 
identifies the range of international, national and local sites 
of ecological importance which are in proximity or crossed 
by the proposed development.  The ES Chapter assess 
effects of the proposed development on these 
designations.   
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Biodiversity – 
RIGS (geology 
perspective) 

Biodiversity – 
Ancient 
Woodland and 
Veteran Trees 

 

 

 

 

 

There are ten internationally designated sites of ecological 
importance in close proximity of the proposed development 
which are assessed in the ES: 

 Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay Special Protection Area 
(SPA); 

 Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay Ramsar; 

 Thanet Coast Special Area of Conservation (SAC);  

 Stodmarsh Bay SAC;  

 Stodmarsh SPA; 

 Stodmarsh Ramsar; 

 Blean Complex SAC;  

 The Swale SPA;  

 The Swale Ramsar; and 

 Tankerton Slopes and Swalecliffe SAC.  

Of the identified sites, Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay 
SPA/Ramsar, Stodmarsh SAC, Stodmarsh SPA were 
taken forward for assessment in the ES.  National Grid has 
prepared a report to support the Habitat Regulations 
Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.5) which is 
submitted with the DCO application and reports on the 
screening process.  The ES finds that collision risk to the 
SPA populations is considered to be not significant, given 
the limited effects of the proposed development to the SPA 
bird population.   The ES finds that there would be no direct 
land take from the SAC as a result of the propose 
development, and therefore no biodiversity effects of the 
proposed development.  

Effects on SSSI 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy LB5 – Sites of International 
Conservation Importance 

Policy LB6 – Sites of Special Scientific Interest 

Policy LB7 – Locally Designated Sites 

Policy LB9 – Protection, Mitigation, 
Enhancement and Increased Connectivity for 
Species and Habitats of Principal Importance 

Policy LB10 – Trees, Hedgerows and 
Woodland 

Policy LB13 – River Corridors 

TDC LP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy NC3 – Local Wildlife Sites 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy SP23 – Green Infrastructure 

Policy SP24 – Biodiversity Enhancements 

Policy SP25 – Protection of European Sites, 
Sites of Special Scientific Interest and 
National Nature Reserves 

DDC CS 2010 Policy DM15 – Protection of the Countryside 

Policy CP7 – Green Infrastructure Network 
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DDC LP Saved 
Policies 2002 

Policy CO8 – Development which would 
adversely affect a hedgerow 

One nationally designated site is present at West Blean and 
Thornden Woods Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), 
a 762.5ha area of ancient and semi-natural woodland and 
conifer plantation within the ancient Blean Forest 
woodland.  There are no geologically designated SSSI 
within the Order limits.  

As reported in Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9, 
Section 9.12, 1.49ha of the SSSI is located within the 
Order limits in Section A. The ES finds that within the 
construction of the proposed development, approximately 
0.21ha of habitat within the northern section of the SSSI 
would be directly affected, resulting from works to allow for 
the temporary diversion of the 132kV PX route (to be 
removed) and vegetation management to ensure statutory 
clearance is achieved. Where possible, diversion works 
have been micro sited outside of the SSSI.  To allow for 
these works, 0.18ha of woodland within the SSSI would be 
coppiced and any scrub vegetation cut to the ground level 
and removed. The Arboricultural Impact Assessment 
(Volume 5, Document 5.3.3 , Appendix 3I) identifies that 
this ancient woodland has previously been managed for 
conservation through coppice and consequently the trees 
are suitable to be returned to this management practice.  
The diversion works would require a reduction in height of 
the vegetation along the north western boundary of Lynne 
Wood where the SSSI is at its thinnest point.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to SSSI. 

Effects on RIGS 

There are no Regionally Important Geological Sites (RIGS) 
within the Order Limits. Chislet Colliery Tip RIGS is located 
approximately 120m to the south of the Order limits (to the 
south of Section B).  The Scoping Opinion requested 
additional justification for the scoping out of potential effects 
on this receptor, and accordingly Volume 5, Document 
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5.2, Chapter 14 considers the potential effects on the 
RIGS.  

The RIGS consists of residual colliery spoil deposits, which 
are partly covered by an industrial estate. The proposed 
development would not involve any activities with the 
potential to disturb or affect the ground at Chislet Colliery 
RIGS.  The installation and removal of pylons would have 
no potential to have any ground instability effects that could 
affect the receptor.  The intervening geological conditions 
comprise of London Clay and therefore the potential for 
contamination effects on the RIGS are discounted. Access 
to the RIGS would not be affected by the proposed 
development as it would be necessary to maintain access 
to the overlying and adjacent industrial units.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to RIGS. 

Local Wildlife Sites 

There are 12 Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) in close proximity 
of the Order limits, five of which are within the Order limits: 

 Park Rough / Joiner’s Wood LWS; 

 Chislet Marshes, Sarre Penn and Preston Marches 
LWS;  

 River Great Stour (Ashford to Fordwich) LWS;  

 Little Hall and Kemberland Woods and Pastures LWS; 
and 

 Ash Level and South Richborough Pasture LWS. 

Priority and legally protected habitats within proximity of the 
proposed development include lowland meadow, grazing 
marsh, reedbed, rivers, ponds, hedgerows, lowland mixed 
deciduous woodland including ancient and semi natural 
woodland.  Species include bats, badgers, and birds 
(breeding and wintering) dormice, great crested newts, 
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(specified) invertebrates (aquatic and terrestrial) otters, 
reptiles and water voles.  

The design of the proposed development has sought to 
avoid impact on LWS but it is inevitable that a linear project 
of this scale would affect some designated sites.  National 
Grid has therefore proposed a number of embedded 
mitigation measures, containing both overriding generic 
measures and those specific to each working area and 
species contained in Volume 5, Document 5.4 of the ES.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to LWS. 

Trees and Ancient Woodland 

The ES includes an assessment of effects on ancient 
woodland, veteran trees and native woodland, contained in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9, Section 9.17.  In 
total, 4.24ha of woodland within the Order limits (including 
woodland areas assessed under other designations) would 
require management consisting of coppicing, pollarding or 
pruning, resulting in temporary disturbance, and 4.79ha 
removed for construction activities and then replanted. Of 
this 1.18ha of ancient listed woodland would be managed 
and 0.11ha removed.  In line with available guidance the 
management or temporary removal of woodland cover 
within the ancient woodland would not alter its ancient 
woodland status and any loss of tree cover would be 
temporary.   

There would be no permanent loss of area cover and the 
disturbance would not cause permanent damage or affect 
the status of the habitat. The overall effect from the 
proposed development on this receptor is not significant.  

However, there would be no permanent loss of area cover 
and the disturbance would not cause permanent damage 
or affect the status of the habitat. The overall effect from the 
proposed development on lowland, mixed deciduous 
woodland is not significant.  
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The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to trees and 
ancient woodland. 

Traffic and 
Transport 

CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy C1 – The Canterbury District Transport 
Action Plan 

Traffic and transport effects of the proposed development 
are considered within Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 
10; the Transport Assessment at Volume 5, Document 
5.4.10, Appendix 10A; and the Construction Traffic 
Management Plan (CTMP) (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3G).  

The traffic assessment concludes that the proposed 
development would have some significant effects in terms 
of driver delay and vulnerable road user fear and 
intimidation.  The percentage increase in HGVs is 
significant both in the average and peak (worst-case) 
conditions around certain locations.  These effects are 
anticipated during the peak periods of construction when 
the volume of traffic associated with the development is at 
its greatest.  This would be for a relatively short period of 
time and would be controlled by provisions within the CTMP 
submitted with the DCO application (Volume 5, Document 
5.4.3, Appendix 3G). 

During construction, the assessment concludes no other 
significant effects to users of the highway network, 
waterways or PRoW network.  

Once operational there are expected to be negligible 
adverse effects associated with increases in road traffic.  
This is due to the nature of the development and the 
generation of very few vehicular trips. 

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of local planning policy for traffic and transport.  Transport 
and traffic effects are temporary during construction of the 
project and embedded mitigation contained within the DCO 
will mitigate harm of the proposed development.   

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy T1 – Transport Strategy 

Policy T17 – Transport Assessments and 
Travel Plans 

TDC LP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy TR3 – Provision of Transport 
Infrastructure 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy TP01 – Transport Assessments and 
Travel Plans 

DDC CS 2010 Policy DM12 – Road Hierarchy and 
Development 
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Noise and 
Vibration 

CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy C40 – Potential Polluting Development The noise and vibration chapter of the ES (Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 11) includes an assessment of 
construction and operational noise and vibration effects of 
the proposed development on identified receptors.  

The construction of the proposed development will involve 
construction of access roads, bellmouths, 
culverts/temporary bridges and the overhead transmission 
line. The overhead live requires construction of pylon 
bases, erecting pylons and stringing of the overhead 
conductor wires.  Operational noise and vibration would be 
limited to conductor noise.  For the majority of its operation 
the line will operate quietly, however after prolonged spells 
of dry weather or during rainfall, an increase in noise may 
occur.  There are no vibration effects from the operation of 
the overhead line. 

Several measures have been implemented into the design 
of the proposed development through the schedule of 
mitigation (Volume 5, Document 5.4, Appendix 3B) and 
the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4, Appendix 3C) to 
manage noise and vibration effects during construction.  
These include restrictions to working hours, selection of 
quieter plant to comply with EU Directives, use of acoustic 
screens close to housing and around site compounds, 
proper maintenance of all plant and equipment, 
maintenance of access tracks and access routes to prevent 
tyre generated noise and vibration and noise and or 
vibration monitoring where required.  The design and 
routing of the proposed overhead line has ensured that no 
significant effects are predicted to occur due to operational 
noise. 

Mitigation measures embedded within the scheme would 
reduce the noise and vibration effects of the proposed 
development on identified receptors.  The ES concludes 
that the majority of noise and vibration effects are not 
significant.  Whilst the assessment finds some moderate 
adverse noise effects from construction traffic, this would 
be short term and the impact on receptors would be 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy QL12 – Potentially Polluting 
Development 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy SE01 – Potentially Polluting 
Development 
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temporary. The operational noise assessment indicates 
that there will be some moderate adverse noise effects due 
to operational noise during wet weather conditions. Wet 
weather conditions are predicted to occur for less than 5% 
of the time. 

The operational noise assessment has identified a receptor 
at Kemberland Farm at which a movement of the route to 
the north (5m) within the Limits of Deviation would result 
during wet conditions in the magnitude of the 400kV 
overhead line operational noise to be high at this location.  
However, the planning permission for the caravan expires 
in January 2016 and given other applications on the site 
have been refused for similar uses, the assessment 
considers that this receptor would no longer be operational 
from January 2016.  

The pylon fittings of the proposed development have been 
designed and procured in accordance with National Grid’s 
functional and performance requirements, complying with 
performance requirements for corona inception and audible 
noise.  Testing has been carried out to ensure each fitting 
type conforms to the specification and the conductor has 
been designed to operate below level at which conductor 
surface electric stress exceeds the inception level for the 
corona discharge activity.  During the installation of 
conductors, care will be taken to ensure conductors are 
kept clean and free of surface contaminants during 
stringing. 

Whilst there are some temporary noise and vibration effects 
of the project, it is considered that the benefits of the project 
outweigh the impacts on receptors. Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Chapter 11 demonstrates that through careful design, 
adoption of appropriate embedded mitigation measures the 
proposed development would minimise noise and vibration 
harm to receptors.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to noise and 
vibration.  
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Air Quality CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy C39 – Air Quality The ES found that there would be no likely significant 
adverse effects of the proposed development with respect 
to air quality and emissions.  

Assessment of each of the following potential effects has 
led to the conclusion that they are not likely to be significant: 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from construction 
traffic:  Review of the predicted construction 
movements indicates that the worst case two way 
movements would be below criteria stipulated in best 
practice guidance, therefore further assessment was 
not required. 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from operational 
traffic: Once constructed, operational traffic will consist 
of infrequent inspections in light vehicles, therefore 
vehicle emissions during the operational phase have 
not been considered further in the assessment. 

 Effects on air quality of emissions from construction 
works:  A dust risk assessment has been undertaken 
in order to define appropriate dust effect mitigation 
measures. These measures have been incorporated 
into the CEMP (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3C). Given that these appropriate 
measures have been incorporated into the project 
(through the CEMP), there would be no significant air 
quality effects as a result of construction works. 

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to air quality. 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy DBE3 – Principles of Design 

Policy QL12 – Potentially Polluting 
Development 

TDC LP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy EP5 - Local Air Quality Monitoring 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy SE05 – Air Quality 

Water 
Environment 

CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy C31 – Flooding and Coastal Defence The ES has identified the water environment baseline for 
the proposed development, including the River Great 
Stour/Stour, the Sarre Penn, the Wantsum Channel and the 
extensive network of drainage ditches found in the Chislet, 
Monkton and Minster Marshes and Ash Level.  

The assessment has considered aquatic ecosystem 
receptors; water resources receptors; and people, property 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy CC4 – Flood Risk 

Policy CC5 – Flood Zones 

Policy CC11 – Sustainable Drainage Systems 
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Policy CC12 – Water Quality and infrastructure at risk of flooding.  The potential for 
adverse impacts during the operational phase of the 
proposed development were scoped out of the assessment 
given the nature of the project, other than routine 
maintenance which would be the same as for construction 
but of a lesser scale.  

WFD water bodies have been identified on the basis of their 
direct hydrological connectivity with the proposed Order 
Limits, i.e. where any part of their catchment area coincides 
with the potential development area.  In addition, a number 
of lake water bodies have been included, which are situated 
in the floodplain of the Great Stour downstream of Section 
A of the Order Limits around Canterbury North 400/132kV 
Substation.   

The proposed development includes a number of 
embedded mitigation measures relating to the water 
environment, contained in the CEMP (Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 3C).  In combination with this 
mitigation, the assessment finds that all potential effects of 
the proposed development on the water environment have 
a potential significance of not significant.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to water 
environment. 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy CC01 – Fluvial and Tidal Flooding 

Policy CC02 – Surface Water Management 

Policy SE01 – Potentially Polluting 
Development 

Policy SE04 – Groundwater Protection 

DDC LP 2002 Saved 
Policies 

Policy WE6 – Water Environment 

KCC Local Flood 
Risk Management 
Strategy 2013 

Policy 1 – Local Flood Risk Policy Areas 

Policy 3 – Areas with low local flood risk which 
are being managed effectively 

Geology, 
Soils and 
Agriculture 

CCC LP 20009 
Saved Policies 

Policy C40 – Potentially Polluting 
Development 

Potential effects of the proposed development in relation to 
agricultural land are considered in the geology, soils and 
agriculture assessment at Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 14 while potential effects on other non-agricultural 
land uses are considered within the socio-economic 
assessment at Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15.  

The geology, soils and agriculture assessment concludes 
that the temporary sterilisation of mineral resource during 
construction would be negligible and not significant.  During 
operation sterilisation would be restricted to working stand-

TDC Local Plan 2006 
Saved Policies 

Policy EP13 – Groundwater Protection Zones 

DDC CD 2010 Policy DM17 – Groundwater Source 
Protection 
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CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy EM12 – Agricultural Land 
offs around pylons and the footprint of other infrastructure.  
In addition, the assessment outlines that the removal of the 
132kV PX route will counter balance some of the 
sterilisation and to this end effects on the mineral resource 
during operation are considered to be negligible and not 
significant.  

In relation to agricultural land, the assessment identifies 
approximately 115 ha of agricultural land which is required 
for construction of the proposed development.  

In relation to non-agricultural land use the assessment 
considered the potential effects of the construction and 
operation of the proposed development on a number of 
existing employment sites and future allocations or land 
uses.  This included an existing employment site on 
Vauxhall Road, planned strategic development sites at 
Sturry and Broad Oak and Hersden, the proposed Sturry 
Link Road, South East Water proposals for a new reservoir 
north west of Broad Oak, Thanet solar farm, Discovery Park 
Masterplan and the new electricity substation and converter 
station at Richborough.  

As far as reasonably practical, the proposed development 
has been designed to avoid or minimise any direct impacts 
on these land uses during construction and operation with 
a number of changes made through the design review 
process in response to comments and concerns (see 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 2).  

It is not considered that the proposed development would 
sterilise or limit future development on the sites considered 
as part of the assessment.  For the majority of the land uses 
the assessment concludes no significant adverse effects 
during either construction or operation.  Only one site was 
identified as having the potential to experience direct 
effects, the Vauxhall Road employment site within which 
Pylon PC2 is located.  Design review looked to move the 
position of this pylon but due to other constraints it could 
only be moved slightly towards the boundary of the site.  
The land owners of this site would be directly compensated 
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and it is considered that certain uses can continue up to 
and underneath the pylon.  Therefore, the assessment 
does not conclude any significant effect in terms of 
restricting future uses on this site.  

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to geology, soils 
and agriculture. 

Socio-
Economics 
and 
Recreation 

CDLP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy ED1 – Protecting and Promoting the 
Economic Development of the District and the 
Priority Areas for Economic Regeneration 

The socio-economic assessment in the ES (Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 15) has considered both direct 
and indirect amenity effects on a number of receptors and 
includes reference to job creation, induced spend in the 
local area, effects on tourism, cumulative and in-
combination effects. Effects were considered during 
construction, operational and decommissioning phases of 
the proposed development. 

During construction the proposed development is expected 
to bring a number of scheme wide benefits in relation to the 
local and regional economies including approximately 
£48.75 million of net additional expenditure in the UK 
through civil engineering contracts, approximately 211 
construction worker years and in the region of £2.3 million 
of additional spend within the local economy from non-local 
workers.  

Alongside this economic benefit, the assessment also 
identified a number of localised effects on recreational and 
business receptors during construction. None of the direct 
or indirect amenity effects assessed were considered to be 
significant. Specifically, in relation to the effect on PRoW a 
hierarchy of mitigation has been identified and applied 
through the PRoW Management Plan which seeks to 
minimise disruption to users of the network wherever 
possible. 

Once operational the proposed development is expected to 
generate only a small number of jobs and the required 
workforce would be sourced from existing National Grid 
contracts. Maintenance activities will give rise to some 

CDLP Amendments 
2015 

Policy EMP1 – Employment Land Allocations 

Policy EMP12 – Agricultural Land 

Policy TV3 – Visitor Accommodation 

Policy HD1 – Housing Allocations 

TDC LP 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy EC1 – Land Allocated for Economic 
Development 

TDC Preferred 
Options DLP 2015 

Policy SP02 – Economic Growth 

DDC CD 2010 Policy DM2 – Protection of Employment Land 
and Buildings 
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induced spend when contractors are undertaking work, 
however, this is concluded to be of negligible magnitude 
and not significant. 

The route of the proposed development has been designed 
to avoid housing allocations at Sturry / Broad Oak and 
North of Hersden as allocated in Policy HD1, Table H2 of 
the CDLP Amendments 2015.   

The proposed development accords with the requirements 
of identified local planning policy relating to socio-
economics and recreation. 
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7.3 Summary 

7.3.1 Paragraph 4.15 of EN-1 confirms that other matters which the SoS may consider 
both important and relevant to decision making includes Development Plan 
documents. The same paragraph confirms that in the event of a conflict, the NPS will 
prevail for the purpose of SoS decision making given the national significance of the 
infrastructure. 

7.3.2 It is clear that although there are no explicit policies which reference the proposed 
development, the Richborough Connection project is broadly consistent in being in 
accordance with the objectives of those plans with regard to minimising adverse 
effects arising from construction and operational activities.  
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8 CONCLUSION 

8.1.1 The proposed development is required to provide the necessary electricity 
transmission infrastructure, to facilitate the development of the Nemo Link which will 
provide greater opportunities for the UK to trade in wider European power markets 
by exporting energy and to take advantage of energy generated by renewable 
sources in Europe.  This will assist the UK in meeting its renewable energy targets.   

8.1.2 This Planning Statement has considered the compliance of the proposed 
development as a whole with the requirements of relevant planning policy.  

8.1.3 There is significant policy support for the proposed development in NPSs EN-1 and 
EN-5, which together form the primary basis against which the Richborough 
Connection project should be assessed.  As identified in NPS EN-5, in the UK moving 
to a low carbon economy whilst maintaining security of supply will be heavily 
dependent on the availability of a fit for purpose and robust electricity network. 

8.1.4 Significant time and effort has been invested by National Grid in consulting and 
refining the proposed development prior to making the DCO submission.  National 
Grid has sought to limit any adverse impacts where possible, as demonstrated when 
considered against the ‘assessment principles’ and ‘generic impacts’ from EN-1 and 
EN-5.   

8.1.5 Whilst recognising that local planning policy may be a material consideration in the 
determination of applications for development consent, it is clear that although there 
are no explicit policies which reference the proposed development, the Richborough 
Connection project is broadly consistent with the objectives of local plan policies with 
regard to minimising adverse effects arising from construction and operational 
activities.  

8.1.6 The Act requires that an application for development consent should be decided in 
accordance with EN-1 and EN-5, unless the adverse impact of the proposed 
development would outweigh its benefits. It is the conclusion of this document that 
the proposed development is in accordance with the NPSs and provides significant 
benefits in supporting the security of the UK’s energy supply. 

8.1.7 Taking into account the conclusions of the ES, the principal residual effects will be 
temporary in nature, which is characteristic of construction activities. Mitigation has 
been embedded in to construction works to ensure that the adverse effects are 
controlled. 

8.1.8 It is not considered that there are any adverse effects which would outweigh the 
benefits of the proposed development. Overall, it is considered that the planning 
balance lies strongly in favour of the grant of development consent for the proposed 
development. 
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APPENDIX A – SIGNPOSTING FOR COMPLIANCE WITH NPS EN-
1 

Table for Compliance with NPS EN-1 

Para No. Requirement Location in DCO 
Submission  

Part 4: Assessment Principles  

4.2.1 All proposals for projects that are subject to the European 
Environmental Impact Assessment Directive must be 
accompanied by an Environmental Statement (ES) 
describing the aspects of the environment likely to be 
significantly affected by the project.  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 1, Sections 1.7 and 
1.8 set out the need and 
purpose of the Environmental 
Statement. Section 1.10 of 
this chapter sets out the 
structure of the Environmental 
Statement.  

4.2.1 The Directive specifically refers to effects on human beings, 
fauna and flora, soil, water, air, climate, the landscape, 
material assets and cultural heritage, and the interaction 
between them.  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15 (Socio-economics 
and Recreation), Chapter 9 
(Biodiversity), Chapter 14 
(Geology, soils and 
agriculture), Chapter 13 
(Water environment), Chapter 
12 (Air quality), Chapter 6 
(Landscape), Chapter 8 
(Historic environment). 

4.2.1 The Directive requires an assessment of the likely 
significant effects of the proposed project on the 
environment, covering the direct effects and any indirect, 
secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long-term, 
permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects at 
all stages of the project, and also of the measures 
envisaged for avoiding or mitigating significant adverse 
effects.  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 5 section 5.7 
provides an overview of 
assessment methodology and 
each topic chapter is set out in 
Chapter 6-15 and cumulative 
assessment in Chapter 16.  

4.2.2 The IPC will find it helpful if the applicant sets out 
information on the likely significant social and economic 
effects of the development, and shows how any likely 
significant negative effects would be avoided or mitigated. 
This information could include matters such as employment, 
equality, community cohesion and well-being.  

This is included in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 15 
(Socio-economics and 
Recreation). 

4.2.3 The ES should cover the environmental, social and 
economic effects arising from pre-construction, 
construction, operation and decommissioning of the project. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 5 sets out the 
approach to assessing these 
effects throughout each stage 
of the project development.  
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Para No. Requirement Location in DCO 
Submission  

4.2.4 When considering a proposal, the IPC should satisfy itself 
that likely significant effects, including any significant 
residual effects taking account of any proposed mitigation 
measures or any adverse effects of those measures, have 
been adequately assessed. In doing so the IPC should also 
examine whether the assessment distinguishes between 
the project stages and identifies any mitigation measures at 
those stages. 

All topic chapters of the ES 
address residual effects. For 
all chapters except Geology 
and Air Quality, soils and 
agriculture, see Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, section X.9 
onwards for the assessment of 
effects, including likely 
significant and residual effects. 

For Geology, soils and 
agriculture see Document 5.2, 
Chapter 14, section 14.10.  

For Air Quality see Document 
5.2, Chapter 14, section 12.7 

4.2.5 When considering cumulative effects, the ES should 
provide information on how the effects of the applicant’s 
proposal would combine and interact with the effects of 
other development (including projects for which consent has 
been sought or granted, as well as those already in 
existence).  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 16 
Cumulative Effects. 

4.2.6 The IPC should consider how the accumulation of, and 
interrelationship between, effects might affect the 
environment, economy or community as a whole, even 
though they may be acceptable when considered on an 
individual basis with mitigation measures in place.  

All topic chapters of the ES 
address inter-relationship of 
effects. For all chapters except 
Air Quality and Geology, soils 
and agriculture, see Volume 
5, Document 5.2,  section 
X.7.  
 
For Geology, soils and 
agriculture see Document 5.2, 
Chapter 14, section 14.8.  
 
For Air Quality, see 
Document 5.2, Chapter 12, 
section 12.7 

4.2.7 In some instances, it may not be possible at the time of the 
application for development consent for all aspects of the 
proposal to have been settled in precise detail. Where this 
is the case, the applicant should explain in its application 
which elements of the proposal have yet to be finalised, and 
the reasons why this is the case.  

This is described in 
Document 5.2, Chapter 3, 
paragraphs 3.1.6 – 3.1.16 
which sets out the extent of 
the Order limits and Limits of 
Deviation of the proposed 
development. 

4.2.8 Where some details are still to be finalised the ES should 
set out, to the best of the applicant’s knowledge, what the 
maximum extent of the proposed development may be in 
terms of site and plant specifications, and assess, on that 
basis, the effects which the project could have to ensure 
that the impacts of the project as it may be constructed 
have been properly assessed.  

This is described in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 3, 
paragraphs 3.1.6 – 3.1.16, 
which sets out the extent of 
the Order limits and Limits of 
Deviation of the proposed 
development. 

Habitats and Species Regulations 
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Para No. Requirement Location in DCO 
Submission  

4.3.1 Prior to granting a development consent order, the IPC 
must, under the Habitats and Species Regulations79, 
(which implement the relevant parts of the Habitats 
Directive and the Birds Directive in England and Wales) 
consider whether the project may have a significant effect 
on a European site, or on any site to which the same 
protection is applied as a matter of policy, either alone or in 
combination with other plans or projects.  

This is described in Volume 5, 
Document 5.5, No 
Significant Effects Report 
(Habitat Regulations 
Assessment Screening). 

4.3.1 The applicant should seek the advice of Natural England 
and/or the Countryside Council for Wales, and provide the 
IPC with such information as it may reasonably require to 
determine whether an Appropriate Assessment is required.  

This is described in Volume 5, 
Document 5.5, No 
Significant Effects Report 
(Habitat Regulations 
Assessment Screening). 

4.3.1 In the event that an Appropriate Assessment is required, 
the applicant must provide the IPC with such information as 
may reasonably be required to enable it to conduct the 
Appropriate Assessment. This should include information 
on any mitigation measures that are proposed to minimise 
or avoid likely effects.  

This is described in Volume 5, 
Document 5.5, No 
Significant Effects Report 
(Habitat Regulations 
Assessment Screening). 

Alternatives  

4.4 Applicants are obliged to include in their ES, as a matter of 
fact, information about the main alternatives they have 
studied. This should include an indication of the main 
reasons for the applicant’s choice, taking into account the 
environmental, social and economic effects and including, 
where relevant, technical and commercial feasibility.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.3, Chapter 2, 
Section 2.4. 

4.4 In some circumstances there are specific legislative 
requirements, notably under the Habitats Directive, for the 
IPC to consider alternatives. These should also be identified 
in the ES by the applicant.  

This is described in Volume 5, 
Document 5.5, No 
Significant Effects Report 
(Habitat Regulations 
Assessment Screening). 

Criteria for 'Good Design' for Energy Infrastructure  

4.5.1 Applying ‘good design’ to energy projects should produce 
sustainable infrastructure sensitive to place, efficient in the 
use of natural resources and energy used in their 
construction and operation, matched by an appearance that 
demonstrates good aesthetic as far as possible.  

Good design is described in 
the Planning Statement 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
Section 4;  Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Section 2.4 
and the Pylon Designs 
Option Report, Volume 7, 
Document 7.8.  Consideration 
of alternatives Volume 5, 
Document 5.3, Chapter 2, 
Section 2.4. 
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4.5.3 The IPC needs to be satisfied that energy infrastructure 
developments are sustainable and, having regard to 
regulatory and other constraints, are as attractive, durable 
and adaptable (including taking account of natural hazards 
such as flooding) as they can be.  

Good design is described in 
the Planning Statement 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
Section 4;  Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Section 2.4 
and the Pylon Designs 
Option Report, Volume 7, 
Document 7.8. 
 
FRA addresses the 
adaptability of the Proposed 
Development and is provided 
in Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 13 and Volume 5, 
Document 5.4, Appendix 
13A. 

4.5.3 In so doing, the IPC should satisfy itself that the applicant 
has taken into account both functionality (including fitness 
for purpose and sustainability) and aesthetics (including its 
contribution to the quality of the area in which it would be 
located) as far as possible.  

Good design is described in 
the Planning Statement 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
Section 4;  Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Section 2.4 
and the Pylon Designs 
Option Report, Volume 7, 
Document 7.8. 
. 

FRA addresses the 
adaptability of the Proposed 
Development and is provided 
in Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 13 and Volume 5, 
Document 5.4, Appendix 
13A. 

4.5.3 Whilst the applicant may not have any or very limited choice 
in the physical appearance of some energy infrastructure, 
there may be opportunities for the applicant to demonstrate 
good design in terms of siting relative to existing landscape 
character, landform and vegetation.  

This is described in Section 4 
of this document and in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 6, Section 6.6. 

 

4.5.3 Furthermore, the design and sensitive use of materials in 
any associated development such as electricity substations 
will assist in ensuring that such development contributes to 
the quality of the area.  

Though electricity substations 
specifically do not form part of 
the proposed development, 
good design, including 
associated development, is 
described in the Planning 
Statement Volume 7, 
Document 7.1, Section 4;  
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Section 2.4 and the Pylon 
Designs Option Report, 
Volume 7, Document 7.8 

4.5.3 For the IPC to consider the proposal for a project, 
applicants should be able to demonstrate in their application 
documents how the design process was conducted and 
how the proposed design evolved.  

Design evolution is described 
in the Planning Statement 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
Section 4. 

4.5.3 Where a number of different designs were considered, 
applicants should set out the reasons why the favoured 
choice has been selected.  

This is descried in the Pylon 
Designs Option Report 
Volume 7, Document 7.8. 
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Climate Changes Adaptation  

4.8.5 The ES should set out how the proposal will take account of 
the projected impacts of climate change. While not required 
by the EIA Directive, this information will be needed by the 
IPC.  

Climate change is discussed 
in the ES Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
paragraph 13.5.61 and 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 14, paragraph 
14.6.23. 

4.8.6 The IPC should be satisfied that applicants for new energy 
infrastructure have taken into account the potential impacts 
of climate change using the latest UK Climate Projections 
available at the time the ES was prepared to ensure they 
have identified appropriate mitigation or adaptation 
measures. This should cover the estimated lifetime of the 
new infrastructure.  

Climate change is discussed 
in the ES Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
paragraph 13.5.61 and 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 14, paragraph 
14.6.23. 

4.8.7 Applicants should apply as a minimum, the emissions 
scenario that the Independent Committee on Climate 
Change suggests the world is currently most closely 
following – and the 10%, 50% and 90% estimate ranges. 
These results should be considered alongside relevant 
research which is based on the climate change projections.  

Climate change is discussed 
in the ES Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
paragraph 13.5.61 and 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 14, paragraph 
14.6.23. 

4.8.8 The IPC should be satisfied that there are not features of 
the design of new energy infrastructure critical to its 
operation which may be seriously affected by more radical 
changes to the climate beyond that projected in the latest 
set of UK climate projections, taking account of the latest 
credible scientific evidence on, for example, sea level rise 
(for example by referring to additional maximum credible 
scenarios – i.e. from the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change or EA) and that necessary action can be 
taken to ensure the operation of the infrastructure over its 
estimated lifetime.  

This is addressed in the FRA 
for the Proposed 
Development, provided at 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13 
and Document 5.4, 
Appendix 13A. 

4.8.9 Where energy infrastructure has safety critical elements (for 
example parts of new fossil fuel power stations or some 
electricity sub-stations), the applicant should apply the high 
emissions scenario (high impact, low likelihood) to those 
elements.  

This is addressed in the FRA 
for the Proposed 
Development, provided at 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13 
and Document 5.4, 
Appendix 13A. 

4.8.11 Any adaptation measures should be based on the latest set 
of UK Climate Projections, the Government’s latest UK 
Climate Change Risk Assessment, when available and in 
consultation with the EA.  

Climate change is discussed 
in the ES Volume 5, 
Document 5.2 Chapter 13, 
section 13.5 and Document 
5.2, Chapter 14, section 14.6. 

Pollution control and other environmental regulatory regimes 

4.10.3 The IPC should work on the assumption that the relevant 
pollution control regime and other environmental regulatory 
regimes, including those on land drainage, water 
abstraction and biodiversity, will be properly applied and 
enforced by the relevant regulator. It should act to 
complement but not seek to duplicate them. 

Details of the other consents 
and licences expected to be 
required for the construction 
and operation of the scheme is 
set out in Volume 7, 
Document 7.2. 
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4.10.6 Working in close cooperation with EA and/or the pollution 
control authority, and other relevant bodies, such as the 
MMO, Natural England, IDBs, the IPC should be satisfied 
before consenting any potentially polluting developments 
that: the relevant pollution control authority is satisfied that 
potential releases can be adequately regulated under the 
pollution control framework; and the effects of existing 
sources of pollution in and around the site are not such that 
the cumulative effects of pollution when the proposed 
development is added would make that development 
unacceptable, particularly in relation to statutory 
environmental quality limits.  

Relevant topic chapters of the 
ES have assessed the likely 
requirement for environmental 
permits and other consents; 
National Grid has liaised with 
the regulatory authorities 
involved.  
 
These are described in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Chapter 11, Chapter 12 and 
Chapter 13. 

4.10.8 The IPC should not refuse consent on the basis of pollution 
impacts unless it has good reason to believe that any 
relevant necessary operational pollution control permits or 
licences or other consents will not subsequently be granted. 

Details of the other consents 
and licences expected to be 
required for the construction 
and operation of the scheme is 
set out in Volume 7, 
Document 7.2. 
 
Relevant topic chapters of the 
ES have assessed the likely 
requirement for environmental 
permits and other consents; 
National Grid has liaised with 
the regulatory authorities 
involved. These are described 
in Volume 5, Document 5.2 
Chapter 11, Chapter 12 and 
Chapter 13. 

Safety 

4.11.1 HSE is responsible for enforcing a range of occupational 
health and safety legislation some of which is relevant to 
the construction, operation and decommissioning of energy 
infrastructure. Applicants should consult with the Health and 
Safety Executive (HSE) on matters relating to safety. 

Volume 6, Document 6.1, 
sets out the HSE’s response 
to pre-application consultation. 

Health 

4.13.2 Where the proposed project has an effect on human beings, 
the ES should assess these effects for each element of the 
project, identifying any adverse health impacts, and 
identifying measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for 
these impacts as appropriate.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2.14, section 
14.14.   

 

4.13.2 The impacts of more than one development may affect 
people simultaneously, so the applicant and the IPC should 
consider the cumulative impact on health.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2.14, section 
14.14.   
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4.13.3 The direct impacts on health may include increased traffic, 
air or water pollution, dust, odour, hazardous waste and 
substances, noise, exposure to radiation, and increases in 
pests.  

Refer to Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, section 5.3 
which sets out matters scoped 
out of ES including EMF and 
Health Impact Assessment. 
 
Health matters may be picked 
up in particular topics of ES, 
including: Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 10 
(Traffic and Transport); 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 11 (Noise and 
Vibration); Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 12 
(Air Quality); Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 14 
(Geology, Soils and 
Agriculture); and Chapter 15 
(Socio-economics and 
Recreation). 
 
An EMF Report (Volume 5, 
Document 5.7).  
 

4.13.4 New energy infrastructure may also affect the composition, 
size and proximity of the local population, and in doing so 
have indirect health impacts, for example if it in some way 
affects access to key public services, transport or the use of 
open space for recreation and physical activity.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2.14, section  
14.14.   

4.13.5 The IPC will want to take account of health concerns when 
setting requirements relating to a range of impacts such as 
noise.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
section 11.7 and 11.13. 

Common Law Nuisance and Statutory Nuisance  

4.14.2 It is very important that, at the application stage of an 
energy NSIP, possible sources of nuisance under section 
79(1) of the 1990 Act and how they may be mitigated or 
limited are considered by the IPC so that appropriate 
requirements can be included in any subsequent order 
granting development consent. (See section 5.6 on Dust, 
odour, artificial light etc. and section 5.11 on Noise and 
vibration.)  
 
 
 
 

Potential nuisances are 
addressed in the Statement of 
Statutory Nuisance at Volume 
5, Document 5.6. 

Security 

4.15.2 Government policy is to ensure that, where possible 
proportionate protective security measures are designed 
into new infrastructure projects at an early stage in the 
project development.  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
paragraphs 3.4.24, 3.4.27, 
3.4.35, and 3.4.52 describe 
construction and operational 
security measures.  
 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
section 6.10 describes 
security considerations of the 
project. 
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Generic Impacts  

Air Quality and Emissions  

5.2.2 Any ES on air emissions will include an assessment of CO2 
emissions, but the policies set out in section 2, including the 
EU ETS, apply to these emissions.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12. 

5.2.7 The ES should describe any significant air emissions, their 
mitigation and any residual effects distinguishing between 
the project stages and taking account of any significant 
emissions from any road traffic generated by the project.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12, 
section 12.7. 

5.2.7 The ES should describe the predicted absolute emission 
levels of the proposed project, after mitigation methods 
have been applied.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12, 
section 12.7. 

5.2.7 The ES should describe existing air quality levels and the 
relative change in air quality from existing levels.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 12, 
section 12.5 

5.2.7 The ES should describe any potential eutrophication 
impacts.  

There are no potential 
eutrophication impacts 
associated with the proposed 
development. This is 
confirmed in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2. Chapter 12, 
table 12.1. 

5.2.11 The IPC should consider whether mitigation measures are 
needed both for operational and construction emissions 
over and above any which may form part of the project 
application. A construction management plan may help 
codify mitigation at this stage.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2. Chapter 12, 
section 12.7. 

5.2.13 The mitigations identified in section 5.13 on traffic and 
transport impacts will help mitigate the effects of air 
emissions from transport.  

See Volume 5, Document 
5.2, Chapter 10, section 10.6 
and Construction Traffic 
Management Plan (CTMP) 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3G. 

Biodiversity and Geological Conservation  

5.3.3 The applicant should ensure that the ES clearly sets out 
any effects on internationally, nationally and locally 
designated sites of ecological or geological conservation 
importance, on protected species and on habitats and other 
species identified as being of principal importance for the 
conservation of biodiversity. 

For species and habitats, this 
is provided at Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 9, 
section 9.5; and Document 
5.2, Chapter 14, section 14.5. 

5.3.4 The applicant should show how the project has taken 
advantage of opportunities to conserve and enhance 
biodiversity and geological conservation interests. 

Conservation details for 
biodiversity is described in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 9, section 9.6. 

5.3.4 As a general principle, and subject to the specific policies in 
Part 5.3 of NPS EN-1, development should aim to avoid 
significant harm to biodiversity and geological conservation 
interests, including through mitigation and consideration of 
reasonable alternatives; where significant harm cannot be 
avoided, then appropriate compensation measures should 
be sought. 

Mitigation for biodiversity is 
described in the Biodiversity 
Method Statements Volume 5, 
Document 5.4, Appendix 3C. 

5.3.9 For the purposes of considering development proposals 
affecting them, as a matter of policy the Government wishes 
SPAs to be considered in the same way as if they had 
already been classified. Listed Ramsar sites should, also as 
a matter of policy, receive the same protection.  

Sites included in the 
assessment are described in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 9, section 9.5. 
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5.3.18 The applicant should include appropriate mitigation 
measures as an integral part of the proposed development.  

Mitigation for biodiversity is 
described in the Biodiversity 
Method Statements Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C. 

5.3.18 The applicant should demonstrate that during construction, 
they will seek to ensure that activities will be confined to the 
minimum areas required for the works.  

Mitigation for biodiversity is 
described in the Biodiversity 
Method Statements  Volume 
5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C. 

5.3.18 The applicant should demonstrate that during construction 
and operation best practice will be followed to ensure that 
risk of disturbance or damage to species or habitats is 
minimised, including as a consequence of transport access 
arrangements.  

Mitigation for biodiversity is 
described in the Biodiversity 
Method Statements Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C. 

5.3.18 The applicant should demonstrate that habitats will, where 
practicable, be restored after construction works have 
finished.  

Mitigation for biodiversity is 
described in the Biodiversity 
Method Statements Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C. 

5.3.18 The applicant should demonstrate that opportunities will be 
taken to enhance existing habitats and, where practicable, 
to create new habitats of value within the site landscaping 
proposals.  

Mitigation for biodiversity is 
described in the Biodiversity 
Method Statements Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C. 

Civil and military aviation and defence interests 

5.4.2 UK airspace is important for both civilian and military 
aviation interests. It is essential that the safety of UK 
aerodromes, aircraft and airspace is not adversely affected 
by new energy infrastructure. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.11 highlights Maypole 
Airfield as a potentially 
sensitive receptor. 

5.4.2 Similarly, aerodromes can have important economic and 
social benefits, particularly at the regional and local level. 
Commercial civil aviation is largely confined to designated 
corridors of controlled airspace and set approaches to 
airports. However, civilian leisure and military aircraft may 
often fly outside of ‘controlled air space’. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.11 highlights Maypole 
Airfield as a potentially 
sensitive receptor. 

5.4.2 The approaches and flight patterns to aerodromes are not 
necessarily routine and can be irregular owing to a variety 
of factors including the performance characteristics of the 
aircraft concerned and the prevailing meteorological 
conditions. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.11 highlights Maypole 
Airfield as a potentially 
sensitive receptor. 

5.4.10 Where the proposed development may have an effect on 
civil or military aviation and/or other defence assets an 
assessment of potential effects should be set out in the ES 
(see Section 4.2). 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.11 highlights Maypole 
Airfield as a potentially 
sensitive receptor. 

5.4.11 The applicant should consult the MoD, CAA, NATS and any 
aerodrome – licensed or otherwise – likely to be affected by 
the proposed development in preparing an assessment of 
the proposal on aviation or other defence interests. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, table 15.2 sets 
out the response received to 
the Secretary of State’s 
consultation on the Scoping 
Opinion from the CAA, 
including reference to Maypole 
Airfield. 
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5.4.12 Any assessment of aviation or other defence interests 
should include potential impacts of the project upon the 
operation of CNS infrastructure, flight patterns (both civil 
and military), other defence assets and aerodrome 
operational procedures. It should also assess the 
cumulative effects of the project with other relevant projects 
in relation to aviation and defence. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.7 and table 15.27 state 
that there will be no direct or 
indirect effects on Maypole 
Airfield. 

5.4.14 The IPC should be satisfied that the effects on civil and 
military aerodromes, aviation technical sites and other 
defence assets have been addressed by the applicant and 
that any necessary assessment of the proposal on aviation 
or defence interests has been carried out. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.11 and table 15.27 
state that there will be no 
direct or indirect effects on 
Maypole Airfield. 

5.4.14 In particular, it should be satisfied that the proposal has 
been designed to minimise adverse impacts on the 
operation and safety of aerodromes and that reasonable 
mitigation is carried out. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.11 and table 15.21 
state that there will be no 
direct or indirect effects on 
Maypole Airfield. 

5.4.14 It may also be appropriate to expect operators of the 
aerodrome to consider making reasonable changes to 
operational procedures. When assessing the necessity, 
acceptability and reasonableness of operational changes to 
aerodromes, the IPC should satisfy itself that it has the 
necessary information regarding the operational procedures 
along with any 
demonstrable risks or harm of such changes, taking into 
account the cases put forward by all parties. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 15, paragraph 
15.12.7 and table 15.21 state 
that there will be no direct or 
indirect effects on Maypole 
Airfield. 

Dust, odour, artificial light, smoke, steam and insect infestation 

5.6.1 During the construction, operation and decommissioning of 
energy infrastructure there is potential for the release of a 
range of emissions such as odour, dust, steam, smoke, 
artificial light and infestation of insects. 

A dust risk assessment is 
detailed at Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.12, Appendix 
12A. 

5.6.1 All have the potential to have a detrimental impact on 
amenity or cause a common law nuisance or statutory 
nuisance under Part III, Environmental Protection Act 1990. 

A Statement of Statutory 
Nuisance is set out in Volume 
5, Document 5.6. 

5.6.3 For energy NSIPs of the type covered by this NPS, some 
impact on amenity for local communities is likely to be 
unavoidable. The aim should be to keep impacts to a 
minimum, and at a level that is acceptable. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 12, section 12.7 
identifies potentially affected 
by dust. 

5.6.4 The applicant should assess the potential for insect 
infestation and emissions of odour, dust, steam, smoke and 
artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity, as 
part of the Environmental Statement. 
 
In particular, the assessment provided by the applicant 
should describe: 
● the type, quantity and timing of emissions; 
● aspects of the development which may give rise to 
emissions; 
● premises or locations that may be affected by the 
emissions; 
● effects of the emission on identified premises or locations; 
and 
● measures to be employed in preventing or mitigating the 
emissions. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 12, section 12.7 sets 
out the assessment of air 
quality, including dust. 
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5.6.6 The applicant is advised to consult the relevant local 
planning authority and, where appropriate, the EA about the 
scope and methodology of the assessment. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 12, tables 12.3 and 
12.4 set out consultee 
responses to the Secretary of 
State consultation on the 
Scoping Opinion and the 
PEIR. 
 
Volume 6, Document 6.1, 
Table 21 sets out responses 
from statutory consultees 
during the period of statutory 
consultation.   

5.6.7 The IPC should satisfy itself that:  
● an assessment of the potential for artificial light, dust, 
odour, smoke, steam and insect infestation to have a 
detrimental impact on amenity has been carried out; and  
● that all reasonable steps have been taken, and will be 
taken, to minimise any such detrimental impacts. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 12 sets out the 
assessment of air quality, 
including dust. 

5.6.8 If the IPC does grant development consent for a project, it 
should consider whether there is a justification for all of the 
authorised project (including any associated development) 
being covered by a defence of statutory authority against 
nuisance claims. If it cannot conclude that this is justified, it 
should disapply in whole or in part the defence through a 
provision in the development consent order. 

A Statement of Statutory 
Nuisance is set out in Volume 
5, Document 5.6. 

5.6.9 Where it believes it appropriate, the IPC may consider 
attaching requirements to the development consent, in 
order to secure certain mitigation measures. 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 12, paragraph 
12.7.8, sets out that there will 
be no significant air quality 
effects. 

5.6.10 In particular, the IPC should consider whether to require the 
applicant to abide by a scheme of management and 
mitigation concerning insect infestation and emissions of 
odour, dust, steam, smoke and artificial light from the 
development. The IPC should consider the need for such a 
scheme to reduce any loss to amenity which might arise 
during the construction, operation and decommissioning of 
the development. A construction management plan may 
help codify mitigation at that stage. 
 

The CEMP is provided at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3C. 

Flood Risk  

5.7.4 Applications for energy projects of 1 hectare or greater in 
Flood Zone 1 in England or Zone A in Wales113 and all 
proposals for energy projects located in Flood Zones 2 and 
3 in England or Zones B and C in Wales should be 
accompanied by a FRA.  

This is addressed in the FRA 
for the proposed development, 
provided at Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13 
and Volume 5, Document 
5.4.13, Appendix 13A, 
section 5 includes summary 
assessment text for the FRA; 
section 6 of this document  
and the CEMP Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C include flood risk 
management (mitigation) 
measures. 

5.7.4 The minimum requirements for FRAs are that they should:  

5.7.4 be proportionate to the risk and appropriate to the scale, 
nature and location of the project;  

5.7.4 consider the risk of flooding arising from the project in 
addition to the risk of flooding to the project;  

5.7.4 take the impacts of climate change into account, clearly 
stating the development lifetime over which the assessment 
has been made;  

5.7.4 be undertaken by competent people, as early as possible in 
the process of preparing the proposal;  



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 128 January 2016 

 

Para No. Requirement Location in DCO 
Submission  

5.7.4 consider both the potential adverse and beneficial effects of 
flood risk management infrastructure, including raised 
defences, flow channels, flood storage areas and other 
artificial features, together with the consequences of their 
failure;  

5.7.4 consider the vulnerability of those using the site, including 
arrangements for safe access;  

5.7.4 consider and quantify the different types of flooding 
(whether from natural and human sources and including 
joint and cumulative effects) and identify flood risk reduction 
measures, so that assessments are fit for the purpose of 
the decisions being made;  

5.7.4 consider the effects of a range of flooding events including 
extreme events on people, property, the natural and historic 
environment and river and coastal processes;  

5.7.4 include the assessment of the remaining (known as 
‘residual’) risk after risk reduction measures have been 
taken into account and demonstrate that this is acceptable 
for the particular project; 

5.7.4 consider how the ability of water to soak into the ground 
may change with development, along with how the 
proposed layout of the project may affect drainage systems;  

5.7.4 consider if there is a need to be safe and remain 
operational during a worst case flood event over the 
development’s lifetime; 

5.7.4 be supported by appropriate data and information, including 
historical information on previous events. 

5.7.7 Applicants for projects which may be affected by, or may 
add to, flood risk should arrange pre-application discussions 
with the EA, and, where relevant, other bodies such as 
Internal Drainage Boards, sewerage undertakers, 
navigation authorities, highways authorities and reservoir 
owners and operators. 

5.7.7 Such discussions should identify the likelihood and possible 
extent and nature of the flood risk, help scope the FRA, and 
identify the information that will be required by the IPC to 
reach a decision on the application when it is submitted. 

This is addressed where 
relevant in the FRA for the 
proposed development, 
provided at Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13 
and Volume 5, Document 
5.4.13, Appendix 13A. 

5.7.8 If the EA has concerns about the proposal on flood risk 
grounds, the applicant should discuss these concerns with 
the EA and take all reasonable steps to agree ways in 
which the proposal might be amended, or additional 
information provided, which would satisfy the Environment 
Agency’s concerns. 

5.7.9 The IPC should be satisfied that where relevant: 

5.7.9 the application is supported by an appropriate FRA; 

5.7.9 the Sequential Test has been applied as part of site 
selection; 

5.7.9 a sequential approach has been applied at the site level to 
minimise risk by directing the most vulnerable uses to areas 
of lowest flood risk; 

5.7.9 the proposal is in line with any relevant national and local 
flood risk management strategy; 

5.7.9 priority has been given to the use of sustainable drainage 
systems (SuDs); 
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5.7.9 in flood risk areas the project is appropriately flood resilient 
and resistant, including safe access and escape routes 
where required, and that any residual risk can be safely 
managed over the lifetime of the development. 

5.7.10 The IPC will therefore need to be satisfied that the 
proposed drainage system complies with any National 
Standards published by Ministers under Paragraph 5(1) of 
Schedule 3 to the Flood and Water Management Act 2010.  

5.7.12 The IPC should not consent development in Flood Zone 3 
or Zone C (Wales) unless it is satisfied that the Sequential 
and Exception Test requirements have been met.  

5.7.16  For the Exception Test to be passed  

5.7.16  it must be demonstrated that the project provides wider 
sustainability benefits to the community that outweigh flood 
risk.  

5.7.16  The project should be on developable, previously 
developed land or, if it is not on previously developed land, 
that there are no reasonable alternative sites on 
developable previously developed land subject to any 
exceptions set out in the technology-specific NPSs.  

 A FRA must demonstrate that the project will be safe, 
without increasing flood risk elsewhere subject to the 
exception below and, where possible, will reduce flood risk 
overall.  

5.7.18 To satisfactorily manage flood risk, arrangements are 
required to manage surface water and the impact of the 
natural water cycle on people and property. 

5.7.20 Site layout and surface water drainage systems should 
cope with events that exceed the design capacity of the 
system, so that excess water can be safely stored on or 
conveyed from the site without adverse impacts.  

5.7.21 The surface water drainage arrangements for any project 
should be such that the volumes and peak flow rates of 
surface water leaving the site are no greater than the rates 
prior to the proposed project, unless specific off-site 
arrangements are made and result in the same net effect.  

5.7.23 Opportunities should be taken to lower flood risk by 
reducing the built footprint of previously developed sites and 
using SuDS.  

5.7.24 Essential energy infrastructure which has to be located in 
flood risk areas should be designed to remain operational 
when floods occur. 

5.7.24 In addition, any energy projects proposed in Flood Zone 3b 
the Functional Floodplain (where water has to flow or be 
stored in times of flood), or Zone C2 in Wales, should only 
be permitted if the development will not result in a net loss 
of floodplain storage, and will not impede water flows.  

5.7.25 Flood Warning and evacuation plans should be in place for 
those areas at an identified risk of flooding.  

5.7.25 The applicant should take advice from the emergency 
services when producing an evacuation plan for a manned 
energy project as part of the FRA.  

5.7.25 Any emergency planning documents, flood warning and 
evacuation procedures that are required should be 
identified in the FRA.  

Historic Environment  



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 130 January 2016 

 

Para No. Requirement Location in DCO 
Submission  

5.8.8 As part of the ES the applicant should provide a description 
of the significance of the heritage assets affected by the 
proposed development and the contribution of their setting 
to that significance.  

This is provided at Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 8, 
section 8.7, and sections 8.9 
and 9.10. 

5.8.8 As a minimum the applicant should have consulted the 
relevant Historic Environment Record and assessed the 
heritage assets themselves using expertise where 
necessary according to the proposed development’s 
impact.  

This is provided at Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 8, 
section 8.3. 

5.8.9 Where a development site includes, or the available 
evidence suggests it has the potential to include, heritage 
assets with an archaeological interest, the applicant should 
carry out appropriate desk-based assessment and, where 
such desk-based research is insufficient to properly assess 
the interest, a field evaluation.  

This is provided at Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 8, 
section 8.3. 

5.8.9 Where proposed development will affect the setting of a 
heritage asset, representative visualisations may be 
necessary to explain the impact.  

Appropriate visualisations are 
presented with the LVIA at 
Volume 5, Document 5.3, 
Figure 7.9.1-7.9.26 and 
discussed in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 8.   

5.8.10 The applicant should ensure that the extent of the impact of 
the proposed development on the significance of any 
heritage assets affected can be adequately understood 
from the application and supporting documents.  

A summary of the significance 
of effects is provided in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 8, section 8.9 and 
8.10. 

5.8.14 There should be a presumption (by the IPC) in favour of the 
conservation of designated heritage assets and the more 
significant the designated heritage asset, the greater the 
presumption in favour of its conservation should be. 
Substantial harm to or loss of designated assets of the 
highest significance, including Scheduled Monuments; 
registered battlefields; grade I and II* listed buildings; grade 
I and II* registered parks and gardens; and World Heritage 
Sites, should be wholly exceptional.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 8, 
section 8.6. 

5.8.15 Where the application will lead to substantial harm to or 
total loss of significance of a designated heritage asset the 
IPC should refuse consent unless it can be demonstrated 
that the substantial harm to or loss of significance is 
necessary in order to deliver substantial public benefits that 
outweigh that loss or harm.  

Tile Lodge Farm will 
experience a significant effect 
in EIA significance (see 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 8, paragraph 
8.10.40-8.10.47) but will not 
experience substantial harm 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
section 6.3. 

5.8.19 A documentary record of our past is not as valuable as 
retaining the heritage asset and therefore the ability to 
record evidence of the asset should not be a factor in 
deciding whether consent should be given.  

There are no assets due to be 
lost as a result of the proposed 
development. See Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 8, 
section 8.9 and 8.10. 
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5.8.20 Where the loss of the whole or a material part of a heritage 
asset’s significance is justified, the IPC should require the 
developer to record and advance understanding of the 
significance of the heritage asset before it is lost. The extent 
of the requirement should be proportionate to the nature 
and level of the asset’s significance. Developers should be 
required to publish this evidence and deposit copies of the 
reports with the relevant Historic Environment Record. They 
should also be required to deposit the archive generated in 
a local museum or other public depository willing to receive 
it. 

An approach to the 
implementation of a Written 
Scheme of Investigation is 
provided in the CEMP Volume 
5, Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C.  
 
An Archaeological Mitigation 
Written Scheme of 
Investigation is provided at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3F.  

5.8.21 Where appropriate, the IPC should impose requirements on 
a consent that such work is carried out in a timely manner in 
accordance with a written scheme of investigation that 
meets the requirements of this section and has been 
agreed in writing with the relevant Local Authority and that 
the completion of the exercise is properly secured.  

This is to be provided in the 
CEMP (Volume 5, Document 
5.4, Appendix 3C). 
 
An Archaeological Mitigation 
Written Scheme of 
Investigation is provided at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3F. 

Landscape and Visual  

5.9.5 The applicant should carry out a landscape and visual 
assessment and report it in the ES. 

This is provided in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 6 
and Chapter 7. 

5.9.5 The Landscape and visual assessment should include 
reference to any landscape character assessment and 
associated studies as a means of assessing landscape 
impacts relevant to the proposed project.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6, 
Section 6.3. 

5.9.5 The applicant’s assessment should also take account of 
any relevant policies based on these assessments in local 
development documents in England and local development 
plans in Wales.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6, 
section 6.2 and Chapter 7, 
section 7.2. 

5.9.6 The applicant’s assessment should include the effects 
during construction of the project and the effects of the 
completed development and its operation on landscape 
components and landscape character.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6, 
sections 6.9 and 6.10. 

5.9.7 The assessment should include the visibility and 
conspicuousness of the project during construction and of 
the presence and operation of the project and potential 
impacts on views and visual amenity. This should include 
light pollution effects, including on local amenity, and nature 
conservation.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 7, 
section 7.12. 

5.9.8 Landscape effects depend on the existing character of the 
local landscape, its current quality, how highly it is valued 
and its capacity to accommodate change. All of these 
factors need to be considered in judging the impact of a 
project on landscape.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6, 
section 6.10. 

5.9.8 Projects need to be designed carefully, taking account of 
the potential impact on the landscape. Having regard to 
siting, operational and other relevant constraints the aim 
should be to minimise harm to the landscape, providing 
reasonable mitigation where possible and appropriate.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.4.6, Appendix 
6D. 
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5.9.10 National Parks, the Broads and AONBs have been 
confirmed by the Government as having the highest status 
of protection in relation to landscape and scenic beauty. 
Nevertheless, the IPC may grant development consent in 
these areas in exceptional circumstances. consideration of 
such applications should include an assessment of:  
● the need for the development, including in terms of 
national considerations, and the impact of consenting or not 
consenting upon the local economy;  
● the cost of, and scope for, developing elsewhere outside 
the designated area or meeting the need for it in some other 
way, taking account of the policy on alternatives set out in 
section 4.4; and  
● any detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape 
and recreational opportunities, and the extent to which that 
could be moderated.  

There are no AONBs or 
National Parks within the 
Order limits, as stated in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 6, section 6.5. 

5.9.14 Where a local development document in England or a local 
development plan in Wales has policies based on 
landscape character assessment, these should be paid 
particular attention.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6, 
section 6.3. 

5.9.16 In reaching a judgment, the IPC should consider whether 
any adverse impact is temporary, such as during 
construction, and/or whether any adverse impact on the 
landscape will be capable of being reversed in a timescale 
that the IPC considers reasonable.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 6, 
sections 6.9 – 6.11. 

5.9.19 It may be helpful for applicants to draw attention, in the 
supporting evidence to their applications, to any examples 
of existing permitted infrastructure they are aware of with a 
similar magnitude of impact on sensitive receptors. This 
may assist the IPC in judging the weight it should give to 
the assessed visual impacts of the proposed development.  

The proposed development 
would be located within a 
landscape where overhead 
line infrastructure has been 
common place. This is 
discussed in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 6. 

5.9.22 Within a defined site, adverse landscape and visual effects 
may be minimised through appropriate siting of 
infrastructure within that site, design including colours and 
materials, and landscaping schemes, depending on the size 
and type of the proposed project. Materials and designs of 
buildings should always be given careful consideration.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 7, 
section 7.6. 

5.9.23 Depending on the topography of the surrounding terrain and 
areas of population it may be appropriate to undertake 
landscaping off site. For example, filling in gaps in existing 
tree and hedge lines would mitigate the impact when 
viewed from a more distant vista.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.4.6, Appendix 
6D. 

Land Use 

5.10.5 The ES (see section 4.2) should identify existing and 
proposed land uses near the project, any effects of 
replacing an existing development or use of the site with the 
proposed project or preventing a development or use on a 
neighbouring site from continuing.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
sections 15.3 and 15.4. 

5.10.5 Applicants should also assess any effects of precluding a 
new development or use proposed in the development plan.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
table 15.1. 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final 133 January 2016 

 

Para No. Requirement Location in DCO 
Submission  

5.10.6 Applicants should use any up-to-date local authority 
assessment or, if there is none, provide an independent 
assessment to show whether the existing open space, 
sports and recreational buildings and land is surplus to 
requirements.  

The proposals do not involve 
such land so it would be 
unnecessary to provide a 
surplus. Confirmed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
section 15.14. 

5.10.7 Applicants should seek to minimise impacts on the best and 
most versatile agricultural land (defined as land in grades 1, 
2 and 3a of the Agricultural Land Classification) and 
preferably use land in areas of poorer quality (grades 3b, 4 
and 5) except where this would be inconsistent with other 
sustainability considerations.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14, 
sections 14.16 and 14.17. 

5.10.7 Applicants should also identify any effects and seek to 
minimise impacts on soil quality taking into account any 
mitigation measures proposed.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14, 
sections 14.13 and 14.16. 

5.10.7 For developments on previously developed land, applicants 
should ensure that they have considered the risk posed by 
land contamination.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14, 
sections 14.14 and 14.15. 

5.10.8 Applicants should safeguard any mineral resources on the 
proposed site as far as possible, taking into account the 
long-term potential of the land use after any future 
decommissioning has taken place.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14, 
section 14.13. 

5.10.23 Where a project has a sterilising effect on land use (for 
example in some cases under transmission lines) there may 
be scope for this to be mitigated through, for example, using 
or incorporating the land for nature conservation or wildlife 
corridors or for parking and storage in employment areas.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 14, 
section 14.7. 

5.10.24 Rights of way, National Trails and other rights of access to 
land are important recreational facilities for example for 
walkers, cyclists and horse riders. The IPC should expect 
applicants to take appropriate mitigation measures to 
address adverse effects on coastal access, National Trails 
and other rights of way.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
section 15.10. 

Noise and Vibration  

5.11.4 The applicant should include a description of the noise 
generating aspects of the development proposal leading to 
noise impacts, including the identification of any distinctive 
tonal, impulsive or low frequency characteristics of the 
noise. 

This is described in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.7 and 11.13. 

5.11.4 The applicant should include identification of noise sensitive 
premises and noise sensitive areas that may be affected.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
section 11.5. 

5.11.4 The applicant should include the characteristics of the 
existing noise environment. 
 

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
section 11.5. 

5.11.4 The applicant should include a prediction of how the noise 
environment will change with the proposed development:  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.7 – 11.16. 

5.11.4 > in the shorter term such as during the construction period;  This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.7 – 11.12. 

5.11.4 > in the longer term during the operating life of the 
infrastructure;  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.13 – 11.16. 

5.11.4 > at particular times of the day, evening and night as 
appropriate.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.7 – 11.16. 
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5.11.4 The applicant should include an assessment of the effect of 
predicted changes in the noise environment on any noise 
sensitive premises and noise sensitive areas.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.7 – 11.16. 

5.11.4 The applicant should include measures to be employed in 
mitigating noise.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.9 and 11.15. 

5.11.5 The noise impact of ancillary activities associated with the 
development, such as increased road and rail traffic 
movements, or other forms of transportation, should also be 
considered.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.9 and 11.15. 

5.11.6 Operational noise, with respect to human receptors, should 
be assessed using the principles of the relevant British 
Standards and other guidance.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
section 11.2. 

5.11.6 For the prediction, assessment and management of 
construction noise, reference should be made to any 
relevant British Standards and other guidance which also 
give examples of mitigation strategies.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.9 and 11.15. 

5.11.7 The applicant should consult EA and Natural England (NE), 
or the Countryside Council for Wales (CCW), as necessary 
and in particular with regard to assessment of noise on 
protected species or other wildlife.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
section 11.4. 

5.11.7 The results of any noise surveys and predictions may 
inform the ecological assessment. The seasonality of 
potentially affected species in nearby sites may also need 
to be taken into account.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.12 and 11.16. 

5.11.9 The IPC should not grant development consent unless it is 
satisfied that the proposals will meet the following aims:  

 avoid significant adverse impacts on health and quality 
of life from noise; mitigate and minimise other adverse 
impacts on health and quality of life from noise; and 
where possible, contribute to improvements to health 
and quality of life through the effective management 
and control of noise. 

Potential effects on human 
beings and noise effects are 
addressed in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.7 – 11.16. 

5.11.12 Mitigation measures may include one or more of the 
following: engineering: reduction of noise at point of 
generation and containment of noise generated; lay-out: 
adequate distance between source and noise-sensitive 
receptors; incorporating good design to minimise noise 
transmission through screening by natural barriers, or other 
buildings; and administrative: restricting activities allowed 
on the site; specifying acceptable noise limits; and taking 
into account seasonality of wildlife in nearby designated 
sites.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 11, 
sections 11.9 and 11.15. 

Socio-economic Impacts 

5.12.2 Where the project is likely to have socio-economic impacts 
at local or regional levels, the applicant should undertake 
and include in their application an assessment of these 
impacts as part of the ES:  

This addressed by Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 15. 

5.12.3 This assessment should consider all relevant socio-
economic impacts, which may include:  

 the creation of jobs and training opportunities;  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
section 15.15 

5.12.3  the provision of additional local services and 
improvements to local infrastructure, including the 
provision of educational and visitor facilities;  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
section 15.11. 

5.12.3  effects on tourism;  This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
section 15.9. 
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5.12.3  the impact of a changing influx of workers during the 
different construction, operation and decommissioning 
phases of the energy infrastructure; 

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
section 15.15. 

5.12.3  cumulative effects.  
 

This is addressed by Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
section 15.16 

5.12.4 Applicants should describe the existing socio-economic 
conditions in the areas surrounding the proposed 
development and should also refer to how the 
development’s socio-economic impacts correlate with local 
planning policies.  

This is addressed by Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
sections 15.5 and 15.2.. 

5.12.5 Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other impacts, for 
example the visual impact of a development is considered 
in section 5.9 but may also have an impact on tourism and 
local businesses.  

This is addressed by Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 15, 
sections 15.9 and 15.16. 

Transport & Traffic 

5.13.3 If a project is likely to have significant transport implications, 
the applicant’s ES should include a transport assessment, 
using the NATA/Web TAG methodology stipulated in 
Department for Transport guidance, or any successor to 
such methodology.  

This is addressed in the 
Transport Assessment (TA) 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.10, 
Appendix 10A. 

5.13.3 Applicants should consult the Highways Agency and 
Highways Authorities as appropriate on the assessment 
and mitigation.  

This is addressed by Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 10, 
section 10.4. 

5.13.4 Where appropriate, the applicant should prepare a travel 
plan including demand management measures to mitigate 
transport impacts.  

The proposed development 
does not require a travel plan 
as discussed in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 10. 

5.13.4 The applicant should also provide details of proposed 
measures to improve access by public transport, walking 
and cycling, to reduce the need for parking associated with 
the proposal and to mitigate transport impacts.  

The proposed development 
currently includes no 
proposals to change the 
existing railway or bus 
services. This is confirmed in 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 10, section 10.6. 

5.13.6 A new energy NSIP may give rise to substantial impacts on 
the surrounding transport infrastructure and the IPC should 
therefore ensure that the applicant has sought to mitigate 
these impacts, including during the construction phase of 
the development.  

This is provided in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 10, 
section 10.6 and the CTMP at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3G. 

5.13.10 Water-borne or rail transport is preferred over road 
transport at all stages of the project, where cost-effective.  

An assessment is described in 
the TA at Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.10, Appendix 
10A. 

5.13.11 The IPC may attach requirements to a consent where there 
is likely to be substantial HGV traffic that:  
control numbers of HGV movements to and from the site in 
a specified period during its construction and possibly on 
the routing of such movements; make sufficient provision 
for HGV parking, either on the site or at dedicated facilities 
elsewhere, to avoid ‘overspill’ parking on public roads, 
prolonged queuing on approach roads and uncontrolled on-
street HGV parking in normal operating conditions; and 
ensure satisfactory arrangements for reasonably 
foreseeable abnormal disruption, in consultation with 
network providers and the responsible police force.  

Likely requirements are 
included in Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 10, 
section 10.6, the TA at 
Document 5.4.10, Appendix 
10A and the CTMP at 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3G. 

Waste 
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5.14.6 The applicant should set out the arrangements that are 
proposed for managing any waste produced and prepare a 
Site Waste Management Plan.  

This is provided in the Outline 
Waste Management Plan at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4, 
Appendix 3D. 

5.14.6 The arrangements described and Management Plan should 
include information on the proposed waste recovery and 
disposal system for all waste generated by the 
development, and an assessment of the impact of the 
waste arising from development on the capacity of waste 
management facilities to deal with other waste arising in the 
area for at least five years of operation.  

This is provided in the Outline 
Waste Management Plan at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3D. 

5.14.6 The applicant should seek to minimise the volume of waste 
produced and the volume of waste sent for disposal unless 
it can be demonstrated that this is the best overall 
environmental outcome.  

This is provided in the Outline 
Waste Management Plan at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3D. 

5.14.7 The IPC should consider the extent to which the applicant 
has proposed an effective system for managing hazardous 
and non-hazardous waste arising from the construction, 
operation and decommissioning of the proposed 
development. It should be satisfied that:  
>any such waste will be properly managed, both on-site 
and off-site; the waste from the proposed facility can be 
dealt with appropriately by the waste infrastructure which is, 
or is likely to be, available. Such waste arisings should not 
have an adverse effect on the capacity of existing waste 
management facilities to deal with other waste arisings in 
the area; and adequate steps have been taken to minimise 
the volume of waste arisings, and of the volume of waste 
arisings sent to disposal, except where that is the best 
overall environmental outcome.  

This is provided in the Outline 
Waste Management Plan at 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.3, 
Appendix 3D. 

Water Quality & Resources  

5.15.2 Where the project is likely to have effects on the water 
environment, the applicant should undertake an 
assessment of the existing status of, and impacts of the 
proposed project on, water quality, water resources and 
physical characteristics of the water environment as part of 
the ES or equivalent. 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
sections 13.9 – 13.11 and the 
FRA Document 5.4.13, 
Appendix 13A. 

5.15.2 The ES should in particular describe the existing quality of 
waters affected by the proposed project and the impacts of 
the proposed project on water quality, noting any relevant 
existing discharges, proposed new discharges and 
proposed changes to discharges. 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.5. 

5.15.3 The ES should in particular describe existing water 
resources affected by the proposed project and the impacts 
of the proposed project on water resources, noting any 
relevant existing abstraction rates, proposed new 
abstraction rates and proposed changes to abstraction 
rates (including any impact on or use of mains supplies and 
reference to Catchment Abstraction Management 
Strategies). 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.5. 

5.15.3 The ES should in particular describe existing physical 
characteristics of the water environment (including quantity 
and dynamics of flow) affected by the proposed project and 
any impact of physical modifications to these 
characteristics. 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.5. 
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5.15.3 The ES should in particular describe any impacts of the 
proposed project on water bodies or protected areas under 
the Water Framework Directive and source protection 
zones (SPZs) around potable groundwater abstractions. 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.5. 

5.15.6 The IPC should satisfy itself that a proposal has regard to 
the River Basin Management Plans and meets the 
requirements of the Water Framework Directive (including 
Article 4.7) and its daughter directives, including those on 
priority substances and groundwater. 

This is included in , Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.2. 

5.15.8 The IPC should consider whether mitigation measures are 
needed over and above any which may form part of the 
project application. (See sections 4.2 and 5.1.) A 
construction management plan may help codify mitigation at 
that stage. 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.6. 

5.15.9 The risk of impacts on the water environment can be 
reduced through careful design to facilitate adherence to 
good pollution control practice. For example, designated 
areas for storage and unloading, with appropriate drainage 
facilities, should be clearly marked. 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.12 and outlined in 
CEMP at Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C. 

5.15.10 The impact on local water resources can be minimised 
through planning and design for the efficient use of water, 
including water recycling. 

This is described in Volume 5 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.12 and outlined in 
CEMP at Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.3, Appendix 
3C. 
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Table for Compliance with NPS EN-5  

Para No. Requirements Location in DCO 
Submission Documents 

Factors influencing site selection by applicants 

2.2.2 The general location of electricity network projects is often 
determined by the location, or anticipated location, of a 
particular generating station and the existing network 
infrastructure taking electricity to centres of energy use. This 
gives a locationally specific beginning and end to a line. On 
other occasions the requirement for a line may not be directly 
associated with a specific power station but rather the result 
of the need for more strategic reinforcement of the network. 
In neither circumstance is it necessarily the case that the 
connection between the beginning and end points should be 
via the most direct route (indeed this may be practically 
impossible), as the applicant will need to take a number of 
factors, including engineering and environmental aspects, 
into account.  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 1, section 1.4, and 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 2 section 2.1 and 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
section 2.2 set out the need 
for the project. 
 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 2 section 2.4 sets 
out the consideration of 
alternatives. 

2.2.4 Where the network company does not own (or wish to own) 
the relevant land itself, it may reach a voluntary agreement 
that gives it either an easement over the land or at least a 
wayleave permission to use it during the tenure of the current 
owner or occupier. Where it does not succeed in reaching the 
agreement it wants, the company may, as part of its 
application to the IPC, seek to acquire rights compulsorily 
over the relevant land by means of a provision in the DCO. 
The applicant may also apply for the compulsory purchase of 
land: this is not normally sought where lines and cables are 
installed, but may occur where other electricity network 
infrastructure, such as a new substation, is required. The 
above issues may be relevant considerations when the 
electricity company is considering various potential routes. 

Volume 3, Document 3.1 
Statement of Reasons 
states the reasons for the 
use of powers of compulsory 
acquisition in the DCO 
including the steps taken to 
avoid the use of these 
powers. 

2.2.4 As well as having duties under section 9 of the Electricity Act 
1989, (in relation to developing and maintaining an 
economical and efficient network), developers will be 
influenced by Schedule 9 to the Electricity Act 1989 , which 
places a duty on all transmission and distribution licence 
holders, in formulating proposals for new electricity networks 
infrastructure, to “have regard to the desirability of preserving 
natural beauty, of conserving flora, fauna and geological or 
physiographical features of special interest and of protecting 
sites, buildings and objects of architectural, historic or 
archaeological interest; and … do what [they] reasonably can 
to mitigate any effect which the proposals would have on the 
natural beauty of the countryside or on any such flora, fauna, 
features, sites, buildings or objects.” 

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 1, section 1.2 
states National Grids duty to 
comply with Schedule 9.  
 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 2, section 2.2 sets 
out the duties under 
Schedule 9.  
 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
sections 4.1 - 4.2 also sets 
out the duties under 
Schedule 9. 

Climate Change Adaption  

2.4.1 Applicants should set out to whatf extent the proposed 
development is expected to be vulnerable, and, as 
appropriate, how it would be resilient to: flooding, particularly 
for substations that are vital for the electricity transmission 
and distribution network; effects of wind and storms on 
overhead lines; higher average temperatures leading to 
increased transmission losses; and earth movement or 

Volume 5, Document 
5.4.13, Appendix 13A, FRA 
addresses the issue of 
resilience to flooding. 
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subsidence caused by flooding or drought (for underground 
cables).  

2.4.2 Section 4.8 of EN-1 advises that the resilience of the project 
to climate change should be assessed in the Environmental 
Statement (ES) accompanying an application. For example, 
future increased risk of flooding would be covered in any FRA 
(see section 5.7 in EN-1).  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 
9, section 9.5 and 
Document 5.2, Chapter 13, 
section 13.5 and Document 
5.2, Chapter 14, section 
14.6.  

Discussed in FRA, Volume 
5, Document 5.4.13, 
Appendix 13A. 

Consideration of Good Design  

2.5.2 Proposals for electricity networks infrastructure should 
demonstrate good design in their approach to mitigating the 
potential adverse impacts which can be associated with 
overhead lines, particularly those set out in Sections 2.7 to 
2.10.  

Good design is described in 
the Planning Statement 
Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
section 4, the ES Volume 5, 
Document 5.2, Chapter 2, 
section 2.4 and the Pylon 
Designs Option Report, 
Document 7.8. 

Biodiversity and Geological Conservation  

2.7.1 & 2.7.2 Large birds such as swans and geese may collide with 
overhead lines associated with power infrastructure, 
particularly in poor visibility. Large birds in particular may also 
be electrocuted when landing or taking off by completing an 
electric circuit between live and ground wires. Even perching 
birds can be killed as soon as their wings touch energised 
parts. The applicant will need to consider whether the 
proposed line will cause such problems at any point along its 
length and take this into consideration in the preparation of 
the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and ES (see 
Section 4.2 of EN-1). Particular consideration should be 
given to feeding and hunting grounds, migration corridors and 
breeding grounds.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9 
and Volume 5, Document 
5.5, No Significant Effects 
Report (Habitat 
Regulations Assessment 
Screening). 

2.7.4 Careful siting of a line away from, or parallel to, but not 
across, known flight paths can reduce the numbers of birds 
colliding with overhead lines considerably.  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 2 summarises the 
Route Options reports which 
included consideration of 
The Holford Rules and  
Volume 5, Document 5.5, 
No Significant Effects 
Report (Habitat 
Regulations Assessment 
Screening). 

2.7.5 Making lines more visible by methods such as the fitting of 
bird flappers and diverters to the earth wire, which swivel in 
the wind, glow in the dark and use fluorescent colours 
designed specifically for bird vision can also reduce the 
number of deaths. The design and colour of the diverters will 
be specific to the conditions – the line and pylon/transmission 
tower specifications and the species at risk.  

This discussed in Pylon 
Design Options Report, 
Volume 7, Document 7.8 
section 5.6 and the Collision 
Risk Assessment. 
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Landscape and Visual  

2.8.4 The ES should set out details of how consideration has been 
given to undergrounding or sub-sea cables as a way of 
mitigating such impacts, including, where these have not 
been adopted on grounds of additional cost, how the costs of 
mitigation have been calculated.  

Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 2 summarises the 
Strategic Options report 
which considered connection 
options such as sub-sea 
cables and undergrounding. 

2.8.6 Holford Rules applicability.  
 

Volume 7, Document 7.1, 
section 4.8 sets out in detail 
how the Holford Rules have 
been applied to the 
proposed development by 
National Grid. 
 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 1 summarises the 
Route Corridor reports which 
included consideration of 
The Holford Rules.  
 
The rules are also 
considered in the 
assessments for Landscape 
and Visual Effects at 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 6, section 6.3 and 
Volume 5, Document 5.2, 
Chapter 7, section 7.3. 

2.8.10 The main opportunities for mitigating potential adverse 
landscape and visual impacts of electricity networks 
infrastructure are:  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.4.6, 
Appendix 6D. 

2.8.10 Consideration of network reinforcement options (where 
alternatives exist) which may allow improvements to an 
existing line rather than the building of an entirely new line.  

This is addressed in the 
Statement of Reasons at 
Volume 3, Document 3.1. 

2.8.10 Selection of the most suitable type and design of support 
structure (i.e. different lattice tower types, use of wooden 
poles etc.) in order to minimise the overall visual impact on 
the landscape.  

This addressed in Volume 7, 
Document 7.8, Pylon 
Design Options Report 
which is summarised in 
Document 7.1, section 4.6. 

2.8.11 Landscape schemes, comprising off-site tree and hedgerow 
planting are sometimes used for larger new overhead line 
projects to mitigate potential landscape and visual impacts, 
softening the effect of a new above ground line whilst 
providing some screening from important visual receptors. 
These can only be implemented with the agreement of the 
relevant landowner(s) and advice from the relevant statutory 
advisor may also be needed.  

This is addressed in the 
Landscape and Habitat 
Enhancement Scheme – 
Volume 5, Document 5.8.  

2.8.11 Screening, comprising localised planting in the immediate 
vicinity of residential properties and principal viewpoints can 
also help to screen or soften the effect of the line, reducing 
the visual impact from a particular receptor.  

Specific planting and other 
mitigation measures are 
outlined in Volume 5, 
Document 5.4.6, Appendix 
6D. 

Noise and Vibration  

2.9.8 & 2.9.9 While standard methods of assessment and interpretation 
using the principles of the relevant British Standards are 
satisfactory for dry weather conditions, they are not 
appropriate for assessing noise during rain, which is when 

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 
11, section 11.14. 
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overhead line noise mostly occurs, and when the background 
noise itself will vary according to the intensity of the rain. 
Therefore, an alternative noise assessment method to deal 
with rain-induced noise is needed, such as the one 
developed by National Grid as described in report 
TR(T)94,1993.  

2.9.12 Applicants should have considered the following measures:  

 The positioning of lines (see Section 2.8 
(landscape/visual impact)) to help mitigate noise;  

 Ensuring that the appropriately sized conductor 
arrangement is used to minimise potential noise;  

 Quality assurance through manufacturing and 
transportation to avoid damage to overhead line 
conductors which can increase potential noise effects;  

 Ensuring that conductors are kept clean and free of 
surface contaminants during stringing/installation.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 
11, sections 11.13-11.16. 

2.9.13 The ES should include information on planned maintenance 
arrangements.  

This is addressed in Volume 
5, Document 5.2, Chapter 
11, section 11.13. 

EMF  

2.10.10 
Before granting consent to an overhead line application, the 
IPC should satisfy itself that the proposal is in accordance 
with the ICNIRP (1998) guidelines.  

This is described in Volume 
5, Document 5.7, section 1. 

2.10.11 
The Government has developed with industry a voluntary 
Code of Practice, “Optimum Phasing of high voltage double-
circuit Power Lines – A Voluntary Code of Practice”26, 
published in February 2011 that defines the circumstances 
where industry can and will optimally phase lines with a 
voltage of 132kV and above. Applicant should demonstrate 
compliance with this.  

This is described in Volume 
5, Document 5.7, section 1. 

2.10.14 
The diagram at the end of section 2.10 shows a basic 
decision tree for dealing with EMFs from overhead power 
lines to which the IPC can refer.  

This is described in Volume 
5, Document 5.7, section 
1.2.6. 

2.10.15  The applicant should have considered the following factors:   

2.10.15 
Height, position, insulation and protection (electrical or 
mechanical as appropriate) measures subject to ensuring 
compliance with the Electricity Safety, Quality and Continuity 
Regulations 2002.  

This is described in Volume 
5, Document 5.7, section 1. 

2.10.15 
that optimal phasing of high voltage overhead power lines is 
introduced wherever possible and practicable in accordance 
with the Code of Practice to minimise effects of EMFs.  

This is described in Volume 
5, Document 5.7, section 
1.5.9. 

2.10.15 
Any new advice emerging from the Department of Health 
relating to Government policy for EMF exposure guidelines.  

This is described in Volume 
5, Document 5.7, section 
1.5. 

2.10.15 
Where it can be shown that the line will comply with the 
current public exposure guidelines and the policy on phasing, 
no further mitigation should be necessary.  

This is described in Volume 
5, Document 5.7, section 
1.6. 
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Table containing policy wording of relevant local planning policy documents 

Issue Local Policy Policy Reference Policy Wording 

Good Design CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Policy BE1 – The Built 
Environment and Good 
Design Principles  

The City Council will expect proposals of high quality design which respond to 
the objectives of sustainable development.  When considering any application for 
development the Council will have regard to the following considerations:  
a) The need for the development;  
b) Accessibility and safe movement within the proposed development;  
c) The landscape character of the locality and the way the development is 
integrated into the landscape;  
d) The conservation and integration of natural features including trees and 
hedgerows to strengthen local distinctiveness, character and biodiversity;  
e) The visual impact and impact on local townscape character;  
f) The form of the development: the efficient use of land, layout, landscape, 
density and mix, scale, massing, materials, finish and architectural details;  
g) The reduction in energy consumption by means of layout, design, construction 
and alternative technology;  
h) Safety and security;  
i) The privacy and amenity of the existing environment;  
j) The compatibility of the use with adjacent uses;  
k) The need to keep the building in use and fit for purpose; and  
l) Appropriate supplementary planning guidance adopted by the Council. 
 

Policy BE3 – Design 
Statements, 
Development Briefs 
and Sustainability 
Statements 

Design statements and/or Development Briefs shall be submitted with planning 
applications setting out the principles used in the scheme to relate the 
development within and to its context. This will apply to all planning applications, 
where the development is visually significant or is significant to its neighbours.  
Sustainability statements will also be required in appropriate circumstances, 
particularly with applications for major development, and should demonstrate 
how the proposal has responded to the objectives of sustainable development.  
A Supplementary Planning Document will give guidance on sustainability 
measures for the layout, design and construction of buildings and the level of 
detail required from development of different scales. 
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CDLP Publication Draft 2014 Policy DBE1 – 
Sustainable Design 
and Construction 

All development should respond to the objectives of sustainable development 
and reflect the need to safeguard and improve the quality of life for residents, 
conserve resources such as energy, reduce/minimise waste and protect and 
enhance the environment. 
The City Council will therefore require development schemes to incorporate 
sustainable design and construction measures and must satisfy the criteria set 
out below: 
a. Schemes must take account of the checklist in table D1 and demonstrate how 
sustainable construction and design principles have been incorporated into their 
proposals; 
b. New build housing should be constructed to meet the Code for Sustainable 
Homes level 4 and should be compliant with the current building regulation 
standards which currently aims to have zero-regulated CO² emissions from the 
regulated use of energy for all new build houses from 2016; 
c. Non-residential developments should meet a ‘very good' BREEAM rating from 
2012 and an ‘excellent’ rating from 2015; 
d. New developments will also need to be resilient to climate change through the 
inclusion of appropriate climate change adaptation measures. These could 
include flood resilient measures, solar shading and drought resistant planting, 
limiting water runoff, reducing water consumption and reducing air pollution 

 Policy DBE3 – 
Principles of Design 

The distinctive character, diversity and quality of the Canterbury District will be 
promoted, protected and enhanced through high quality, inclusive, design which 
reinforces and positively contributes to its local context creating attractive, 
inspiring and safe places. 
The City Council will expect all development proposals to be of high quality 
design and will assess proposals against the following considerations: 
a. The character, setting and context of the site and the way the development is 
integrated into the landscape; 
b. The conservation, integration, extension, connection and management of 
existing natural features including trees and hedgerows to strengthen local 
distinctiveness, character and biodiversity; 
c. The visual impact including the impact on local townscape character and the 
skyline; 
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 Policy DBE3 – 
Principles of Design 
(continued) 

d. The form and density of the development: the efficient use of land, layout, 
landscape, density and mix, building heights, scale, massing, materials, finish 
and architectural details including proposed lighting schemes; 
e. The provision of visually interesting frontages at street level; 
f. The privacy and amenity of neighbouring buildings and future occupiers 
(including overshadowing, outlook and sunlight); 
g. The provision of appropriate hard and soft landscaping; 
h. The impact of noise, dust and vibration from the development or neighbouring 
uses including polluting elements such as noise, air and light; 
i. The provision of appropriate amenity and open space; 
j. The safe movement within and around the proposed development, and 
k. Accessibility: buildings and places should meet the highest standards of 
access and inclusion; 
l. Parking arrangements conform to the latest adopted vehicle parking standards; 
m. The proposed development does not have a detrimental effect on the 
highway network in terms of congestion, road safety and air quality; 
n. The compatibility of the proposed development with other adjacent uses. 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy D1 – Design 
Principles 

1. All new development is required to provide high quality and inclusive design, 
sustainability, layout and materials. 
2. A new development proposal will only be permitted if it:  
A. Respects or enhances the character or appearance of the surrounding area, 
particularly in scale, massing, rhythm, and use of materials appropriate to the 
locality; 
B. Is compatible with neighbouring buildings and spaces and does not lead to 
unacceptable loss of amenity through overlooking, noise or vibration, light 
pollution, overshadowing, loss of natural light, or sense of enclosure; 
C. Incorporates where practicable a high degree of permeability for pedestrians 
and cyclists and also considers access for public transport; 
D. Incorporates provision for disabled access;  
E. Retains open spaces, gaps in development, mature trees, other vegetation 
and any other features that contribute to biodiversity and the quality of the local 
environment;  
F. Incorporates new landscaping as an integral part (as set out in Policy D2);  
G. Incorporates, where appropriate, wildlife habitats, wildlife corridors and 
initiatives for their long term management; 
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 Policy D1 – Design 
Principles (continued) 

H. Incorporates measures to prevent crime and disorder, promotes public safety 
and security and the perception of public safety and security; 
I. Incorporates, where practical and appropriate, high quality integrated public art 
which is relevant to the site and locality;  
J. Provides safe and satisfactory means of pedestrian and, where provided, 
vehicle access;  
K. Provides for clothes drying facilities and refuse disposal¹ or dustbin storage; 
and Thanet Local Plan - June 2006 163  
L. Incorporates sustainable drainage systems. 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies Policy SP28 – Quality 
Development 

New development will be of a high quality inclusive design. Developers will be 
required to seek an independent Design Review for development proposals on 
sites with a prominent visual impact, or which are of national significance. 

Policy QD01 – General 
Design Principles 

The primary planning aim in all new development is to promote or reinforce the 
local character of the area and provide high quality and inclusive design and be 
sustainable in all other respects. Development must:  
1) Relate to the surrounding development, form and layout and strengthen links 

to the adjacent areas. 
2) Be well designed, respect and enhance the character, context and identity of 

its location; particularly in scale, massing, rhythm and use of materials 
appropriate to the locality. 

3) Be of a density, layout, scale, mass and design appropriate to the 
development itself and compatible with neighbouring buildings and spaces. 

4) Incorporate a high degree of permeability for pedestrians and cyclists, 
consider access for public transport and provide safe and satisfactory means 
of pedestrian and vehicle access including provision for disabled access. 

5) Improve people’s quality of life by creating safe and accessible 
environments, and promoting public safety and security. 

6) Residential development on garden land will be permitted if it will make a 
positive visual contribution to the area, the intrinsic value of the site as an 
open space is not considered worthy of retention, and will not conflict with 
any other requirements of other design policies. 
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Policy QD01 – General 
Design Principles 
(continued) 

7) External spaces, landscape, public realm, and boundary treatments must be 
designed as an integral part of new development proposals and coordinated 
with adjacent sites and phases. Development will be supported where it is 
demonstrated that: 

8) Existing features including trees, natural habitats, boundary treatments and 
historic street furniture and/or surfaces that positively contribute to the 
quality and character of an area are should be retained and protected where 
appropriate. 

9) An integrated approach is taken to surface water management as part of the 
overall design. 

10) A coordinated approach is taken to the design and siting of street furniture, 
boundary treatments, lighting, signage and public art. 

Trees and other planting is incorporated, appropriate to both the scale of 
buildings and the space available. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy CC2 – Reducing 
Carbon Emissions 
From New 
Development 

Development in the Canterbury District should include measures to reduce 
carbon dioxide emissions from energy use in accordance with the following 
energy hierarchy: 
1. Fabric Energy efficiency; 
2. Carbon Compliance: (a) Incorporating renewable energy; (b) Incorporating 
Low Carbon Sources; 
3. Allowable Solutions 
Where available and feasible, new development will be expected to connect to 
existing Combined Heat and Power (CHP) distribution networks. The use of 
onsite CHP will be encouraged. 
Where it is not feasible or viable to achieve the goal of zero carbon from energy 
efficiency and carbon compliance measures, the council will coordinate and 
accept contributions towards Allowable Solutions to enable investment in carbon 
reduction elsewhere in the district - The Community Renewable Energy Fund. 
The Council's Sustainable Construction and Renewable Energy Supplementary 
Planning Document will provide further guidance. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy SP30 – Climate 
Change 

New development must take account of: 

 Adapting to climate change by minimising vulnerability, providing resilience 
to the impacts of climate change and complying with the Government’s Zero 
Carbon Policy 

Mitigating against climate change by reducing emissions 
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Policy R6 – Protected 
Countryside 

The following SLAs as shown on the Proposals Map (see also Insets 1, 2 & 3) 
are defined as having county significance in terms of the quality of the 
landscape:  
a) The North Kent Marshes;  
b) The North Downs;  
c) Blean Woods.  
In considering applications for development within these areas the Council will 
give priority to the conservation and enhancement of the natural beauty of the 
landscape over other planning considerations, whilst having due regard to the 
economic and social well being of the area. Development proposals which would 
cause unacceptable harm, will not be permitted. 

Climate Change TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 Policy R7 – Areas of 
High Landscape Value 

The following AHLVs as shown on the Proposals Map (see also Insets 1, 2 & 3) 
are defined as having local importance in terms of the quality of the landscape 
and/or the special landscape role it performs:  
a) The valley of the River Stour around Canterbury;  
b) Wantsum Channel.  
In considering applications for development within these areas the Council will 
pay particular attention to the impact of the proposals on the local landscape 
character and/or role and on its historic setting. Development proposals which 
would cause unacceptable harm will not be permitted. 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

Policy BE1 – The Built 
Environment and Good 
Design Principles 

The City Council will expect proposals of high quality design which respond to 
the objectives of sustainable development.  When considering any application for 
development the Council will have regard to the following considerations:  
a) The need for the development;  
b) Accessibility and safe movement within the proposed development;  
c) The landscape character of the locality and the way the development is 
integrated into the landscape;  
d) The conservation and integration of natural features including trees and 
hedgerows to strengthen local distinctiveness, character and biodiversity;  
e) The visual impact and impact on local townscape character;  
f) The form of the development: the efficient use of land, layout, landscape, 
density and mix, scale, massing, materials, finish and architectural details;  
g) The reduction in energy consumption by means of layout, design, construction 
and alternative technology;  
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CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

Policy BE1 – The Built 
Environment and Good 
Design Principles 
(continued) 

h) Safety and security;  
i) The privacy and amenity of the existing environment;  
j) The compatibility of the use with adjacent uses;  
k) The need to keep the building in use and fit for purpose; and  
l) Appropriate supplementary planning guidance adopted by the Council. 

Landscape and 
Visual – AONB 

Landscape and 
Visual – 
Landscape 
Character 

Landscape and 
Visual – Trees 
and Ancient 
Woodland 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy BE10 – Historic 
Landscapes, Parks 
and Gardens 

The historic landscape, including ancient woodlands, hedgerows and field 
boundaries, and parks and gardens of historic or landscape interest and 
archaeological features (such as standing remains and earthwork monuments) 
will be preserved and enhanced. Within historic landscapes:  
a) Development which would adversely affect their historic character or 
appearance will not be permitted;  
b) The conservation of their landscape and architectural elements will be 
encouraged;  
c) The maintenance, restoration and reconstruction of the layout and features of 
historic parks and gardens will be encouraged where this is appropriate and it is 
based on thorough historical research; and  
d) Development that would detract from settings would not be permitted. 

Policy NE5 – Trees, 
Woodlands and 
Hedgerows 

Development should be designed to retain trees, hedgerows, woodland or other 
landscape features that make an important contribution to the amenity of the site 
and the surrounding area and which are important to wild flora and fauna.  The 
City Council will refuse planning permission for proposals that would threaten the 
future retention of trees, hedgerows, woodland or other landscape features of 
importance to the site’s character, an area’s amenity or the movement of wildlife. 

Policy DBE3 – 
Principles of Design 

The distinctive character, diversity and quality of the Canterbury District will be 
promoted, protected and enhanced through high quality, inclusive, design which 
reinforces and positively contributes to its local context creating attractive, 
inspiring and safe places. 
The City Council will expect all development proposals to be of high quality 
design and will assess proposals against the following considerations: 
a. The character, setting and context of the site and the way the development is 
integrated into the landscape; 
b. The conservation, integration, extension, connection and management of 
existing natural features including trees and hedgerows to strengthen local 
distinctiveness, character and biodiversity; 
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Policy DBE3 – 
Principles of Design 
(continued) 

c. The visual impact including the impact on local townscape character and the 
skyline; 
d. The form and density of the development: the efficient use of land, layout, 
landscape, density and mix, building heights, scale, massing, materials, finish 
and architectural details including proposed lighting schemes; 
e. The provision of visually interesting frontages at street level; 
f. The privacy and amenity of neighbouring buildings and future occupiers 
(including overshadowing, outlook and sunlight); 
g. The provision of appropriate hard and soft landscaping; 
h. The impact of noise, dust and vibration from the development or neighbouring 
uses including polluting elements such as noise, air and light; 
i. The provision of appropriate amenity and open space; 
j. The safe movement within and around the proposed development, and 
k. Accessibility: buildings and places should meet the highest standards of 
access 
and inclusion; 
l. Parking arrangements conform to the latest adopted vehicle parking standards; 
m. The proposed development does not have a detrimental effect on the 
highway 
network in terms of congestion, road safety and air quality; 
n. The compatibility of the proposed development with other adjacent uses. 

Policy LB1 – Kent 
Downs Area of 
Outstanding Natural 
Beauty  

High priority will be given to conservation and enhancement of natural beauty in 
the Kent Downs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) and planning 
decisions should have regard to its setting. Proposals which conflict with the 
objective to conserve and enhance the AONB, or that endanger tranquillity, will 
not be permitted. 
In considering proposals for development within the AONB, the emphasis should 
be on small-scale proposals that are sustainably and appropriately located and 
designed to enhance the character of the AONB. The Council will grant 
proposals which support the economy and social well being of the AONB and its 
communities, including affordable housing schemes, provided that they do not 
conflict with the aim of conserving and enhancing natural beauty by addressing 
location, scale, form, high quality design, materials and mitigation  and conform 
with the advice set out in the Kent Downs AONB Management Plan. 
Proposals will be encouraged where they serve to facilitate the delivery of the 
statutory Kent Downs AONB Management Plan and are desirable for the 
understanding and enjoyment of the area. 
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Policy LB2 – Areas of 
High Landscape Value 

The following Areas of High Landscape Value are defined on the Proposals Map 
and Inset Maps: 
a. The North Kent Marshes; 
b. The North Downs; 
c. Blean Woods; 
d. Wantsum Channel; 
e. Canterbury (the valley of the River Stour around Canterbury). 
Within these areas, development will be considered in relation to the extent to 
which its location, scale, design and materials would protect the local landscape 
character and enhance the future appearance of the designated landscape and 
its nature conservation interest. Development proposals which run contrary to 
landscape character (including settlement character), or impact directly upon 
historic setting, archaeological or nature conservation interests, where relevant, 
will not be permitted. 
Within the Canterbury AHLV, development proposals should have particular 
regard to the historic setting of the City and the World Heritage Site. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy LB4 – 
Landscape Character 
Areas 

Proposals for development, and associated land use change or land 
management, must demonstrate that they are informed by, and sympathetic to, 
the landscape character of the locality. In considering development proposals, 
the Council will take every opportunity to reinforce, restore, conserve or improve, 
as appropriate, the landscape character of the area in which development is 
proposed. 
Development will only be permitted if the following criteria can be satisfied: 
a. Development would be appropriate to the economic and social wellbeing of 
the area; 
b. The site selection can be adequately justified, with the siting of development 
minimising the impact; 
c. Development would safeguard or strengthen tranquillity, features and patterns 
that contribute to the landscape character and local distinctiveness of the area; 
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CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy LB4 – 
Landscape Character 
Areas (continued) 

d. The scale, design, materials and landscaping measures are appropriate and 
would lead to an enhancement of the character of the landscape; and  
e. Development will promote maintenance, enhancement, and restoration of 
biodiversity as appropriate in accordance with policy LB9. 
All development must take into account the sensitivity of the particular landscape 
to accommodate change. Development, or associated land use change or land 
management, which would adversely affect the landscape character of an area, 
will not normally be allowed. The development should appropriately address the 
findings of the Landscape Character and Biodiversity Appraisal condition and 
sensitivity guidelines of the particular landscape policy character areas affected. 

Policy LB10 – Trees, 
Hedgerows and 
Woodland 

Development should be designed to retain trees, hedgerows and woodland that 
make an important contribution to the amenity of the site and the surrounding 
area and which are important to wild flora and fauna. New development should 
incorporate trees, in areas of appropriate landscape character, help restore and 
enhance degraded landscapes, screen noise and pollution, provide recreational 
opportunities, help mitigate climate change and contribute to floodplain 
management. The value and character of woodland and hedgerow networks 
should be maintained and enhanced, particularly where this would improve the 
landscape, biodiversity or link existing woodland habitats. This will be achieved 
by: 
a. Incorporating tree planting as an integral element of landscaping schemes 
where this is in keeping with the landscape character of the area; 
b. Protecting ancient woodland, ancient trees and ‘important’ hedgerows from 
damaging development and land uses; 
c. Promoting the retention and effective management, and where appropriate, 
extension and creation of new woodland areas and hedgerows; 
d. Promoting and encouraging the economic use of woodlands and wood 
resources, including wood fuel as a renewable energy source; 
e. Promoting the growth and procurement of sustainable timber products; and 
f. Promoting the retention, enhancement and extension of existing hedges. 
The Council will refuse planning permission for proposals that would threaten the 
future retention of trees, hedgerows, woodland or other landscape features of 
importance to the site’s character, an area’s amenity or the movement of wildlife. 
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Policy D1 – Design 
Principles 

1. All new development is required to provide high quality and inclusive design, 
sustainability, layout and materials. 
2. A new development proposal will only be permitted if it:  
A. Respects or enhances the character or appearance of the surrounding area, 
particularly in scale, massing, rhythm, and use of materials appropriate to the 
locality; 
B. Is compatible with neighbouring buildings and spaces and does not lead to 
unacceptable loss of amenity through overlooking, noise or vibration, light 
pollution, overshadowing, loss of natural light, or sense of enclosure; 
C. Incorporates where practicable a high degree of permeability for pedestrians 
and cyclists and also considers access for public transport; 
D. Incorporates provision for disabled access;  
E. Retains open spaces, gaps in development, mature trees, other vegetation 
and any other features that contribute to biodiversity and the quality of the local 
environment;  
F. Incorporates new landscaping as an integral part (as set out in Policy D2);  
G. Incorporates, where appropriate, wildlife habitats, wildlife corridors and 
initiatives for their long term management; 
H. Incorporates measures to prevent crime and disorder, promotes public safety 
and security and the perception of public safety and security; 
I. Incorporates, where practical and appropriate, high quality integrated public art 
which is relevant to the site and locality;  
J. Provides safe and satisfactory means of pedestrian and, where provided, 
vehicle access;  
K. Provides for clothes drying facilities and refuse disposal¹ or dustbin storage; 
and Thanet Local Plan - June 2006 163  
L. Incorporates sustainable drainage systems. 

Policy D2 – 
Landscaping  

The following elements will be required as part of landscaping proposals for any 
new development:  
1. The enhancement of the development site in its setting; 
2. The retention (and protection during site works) of as many of the existing 
trees, hedges and other habitat features on site as possible; 
3. On sites of one hectare or more, the setting aside of 10% of the development 
site for the planting of native tree species, either within or at the boundary of the 
development site; 
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Policy D2 – 
Landscaping 
(continued) 

4. The maximising of nature conservation opportunities where development is 
proposed in proximity to existing open space or wildlife habitats, and 
5. Where both appropriate and possible, the provision of landscaping in advance 
of new development to facilitate the assimilation of new development into the 
landscape.  
The district council will require to be satisfied that the developer has made 
adequate arrangements to ensure continued maintenance of landscaping, and 
may seek to secure arrangements for this purpose by entering into a planning 
agreement. 

Policy CC1 – 
Development in the 
Countryside 

The Thanet countryside is defined as those areas of the district outside the 
identified urban and village confines.  
Within the countryside, new development will not be permitted unless there is a 
need for the development that overrides the need to protect the countryside. 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC LP Saved Policies 2002 

DDC CS 2010 

Policy CC2 – 
Landscape Character 
Areas 

Within the landscape character areas identified on the proposals map, the 
following policy principles will be applied:  
1. At Pegwell Bay priority will be given to the conservation and enhancement of 
the natural beauty of the landscape over other planning considerations; 
2. In the former Wantsum Channel area, new development will not normally be 
permitted; 
3. In the Wantsum Channel north shore area, development will only be permitted 
that would not damage the setting of the Wantsum Channel, and long views of 
Pegwell Bay, the Wantsum Channel, the adjacent marshes and the sea; 
4. On the central chalk plateau, a number of sites are identified for various 
development purposes. Where development is permitted by other policies in this 
plan, particular care should be taken to avoid skyline intrusion and the loss or 
interruption of long views of the coast and the sea; 
5. At Quex Park, new development proposals should respect the historic 
character of the parkland; and  
6. At the urban coast, development that does not reflect the traditional seafront 
architecture of the area, maintain existing open spaces and long sweeping views 
of the coastline will not be permitted. 
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TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC LP Saved Policies 2002 

DDC CS 2010 

Policy CC2 – 
Landscape Character 
Areas (continued) 

Development proposals that conflict with the above principles will only be 
permitted where it can be demonstrated that they are essential for the economic 
or social well-being of the area.  
In the event of a real and specific threat to the landscape character of these 
areas from permitted development, the use of Article 4 Directions will be 
considered, and Secretary of State approval for the direction sought. 

Policy CC7 – Rural 
Lanes 

Development that would adversely affect the landscape, amenity, nature 
conservation, historical or archaeological interest of the rural lanes identified on 
the proposals map will not be permitted.  
1. Way Hill, Minster; 
2. Wayborough Hill, Minster; 
3. Grinsell Hill, Minster; 
4. Marsh Farm Road, Minster; 
5. Chambers Wall, St. Nicholas; and 
6. Shuart Lane, St. Nicholas. 

Policy SP22 – 
Protection and 
Enhancement of 
Thanet’s Historic 
Landscapes 

Development proposals should demonstrate that their location, scale, design and 
materials will protect, conserve and, where possible, enhance: 
1. Thanet’s local distinctiveness including historical, biodiversity and cultural 

character, 
2. gaps between Thanet’s towns and villages, 
3. visually sensitive skylines and seascapes, 
Within the landscape character areas identified, the following policy principles 
will be applied: 
1. At Pegwell Bay, priority will be given to the conservation and enhancement 

of the natural beauty of the landscape over other planning considerations; 
2. In the former Wantsum Channel area, new development will not normally be 

permitted; 
3. In the Wantsum Channel North Shore Area, development will only be 

permitted that would provide opportunities for enhancement and would not 
damage the setting of the Wantsum Channel, and long views of Pegwell 
Bay, the Wantsum Channel, the adjacent marshes and the sea; 
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Policy SP22 – 
Protection and 
Enhancement of 
Thanet’s Historic 
Landscapes 
(continued) 

4. On the Central Chalk Plateau, a number of sites are identified for various 
development purposes. Where development is permitted by other policies in 
this plan, particular care should be taken to avoid skyline intrusion and the 
loss or interruption of long views of the coast and the sea, and proposals 
should demonstrate how the development will take advantage of and 
engage with these views; 

5. At Quex Park, new development proposals should respect the historic 
character of the parkland and gardens; and 

6. At the Urban Coast, development that does not respect the traditional 
seafront architecture of the area, maintain existing open spaces and long 
sweeping views of the coastline will not be permitted. 

Development proposals that conflict with the above principles will only be 
permitted where it can be demonstrated that they are essential for the economic 
or social well-being of the area or for reasons where the need for the 
development outweighs the detriment to the landscape. The developer may be 
required to submit a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment with any 
development proposals likely to have a significant landscape impact. 

Policy QD01 – General 
Design Principles 

The primary planning aim in all new development is to promote or reinforce the 
local character of the area and provide high quality and inclusive design and be 
sustainable in all other respects. Development must:  
1) Relate to the surrounding development, form and layout and strengthen links 

to the adjacent areas. 
2) Be well designed, respect and enhance the character, context and identity of 

its location; particularly in scale, massing, rhythm and use of materials 
appropriate to the locality. 

3) Be of a density, layout, scale, mass and design appropriate to the 
development itself and compatible with neighbouring buildings and spaces. 

4) Incorporate a high degree of permeability for pedestrians and cyclists, 
consider access for public transport and provide safe and satisfactory means 
of pedestrian and vehicle access including provision for disabled access. 

5) Improve people’s quality of life by creating safe and accessible 
environments, and promoting public safety and security. 
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Policy QD01 – General 
Design Principles 
(continued) 

6) External spaces, landscape, public realm, and boundary treatments must be 
designed as an integral part of new development proposals and coordinated 
with adjacent sites and phases. Development will be supported where it is 
demonstrated that: 

7) Existing features including trees, natural habitats, boundary treatments and 
historic street furniture and/or surfaces that positively contribute to the 
quality and character of an area are should be retained and protected where 
appropriate. 

8) An integrated approach is taken to surface water management as part of the 
overall design. 

9) A coordinated approach is taken to the design and siting of street furniture, 
boundary treatments, lighting, signage and public art. 

10) Trees and other planting is incorporated, appropriate to both the scale of 
buildings and the space available. 

Policy CO8 – 
Development which 
would adversely affect 
a hedgerow 

Development which would adversely affect a hedgerow will only be permitted if:-  
i. no practicable alternatives exist;  
ii. suitable native replacement planting is provided; and  

future maintenance is secured through the imposition of conditions or legal 
agreements. 

DDC LP Saved Policies 2002 

DDC CS 2010 

DDC LP Saved Policies 2002 

Policy CP7 – Green 
Infrastructure Network 

Green Infrastructure Network 
The integrity of the existing network of green infrastructure will be protected and 
enhanced through the lifetime of the Core Strategy. Planning permission for 
development that would harm the network will only be granted if it can 
incorporate measures that avoid the harm arising or sufficiently mitigate its 
effects. Proposals that would introduce additional pressure on the existing and 
proposed Green Infrastructure Network will only be permitted if they incorporate 
quantitative and qualitative measures, as appropriate, sufficient to address that 
pressure. In addition, the Council will work with its partners to develop the Green 
Infrastructure Framework and implement proposed network improvements. 
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Policy DM15 – 
Protection of the 
Countryside 

Protection of the Countryside 
Development which would result in the loss of, or adversely affect the character 
or appearance, of the countryside will only be permitted if it is: 
i. In accordance with allocations made in Development Plan Documents, or 
ii. justified by the needs of agriculture; or 
iii. justified by a need to sustain the rural economy or a rural community; 
iv. it cannot be accommodated elsewhere; and 
v. it does not result in the loss of ecological habitats. 

Provided that measures are incorporated to reduce, as far as practicable, any 
harmful effects on countryside character. 

DDC CS 2010 

Kent Environment Strategy 

Kent Downs Management Plan 

Policy DM16 – 
Landscape Character 

Landscape Character 
Development that would harm the character of the landscape, as identified 
through the process of landscape character assessment will only be permitted if: 
i. It is in accordance with allocations made in Development Plan Documents and 
incorporates any necessary avoidance and mitigation measures; or 
ii. It can be sited to avoid or reduce the harm and/or incorporate design 
measures to mitigate the impacts to an acceptable level. 

DDC CS 2010 

Kent Environment Strategy 

Kent Downs Management Plan 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

VE Priority 9 Utilise the full social and economic potential of a high quality natural and historic 
environment in Kent. 

Policy LLC2 – 
Landform and 
Landscape Character 

The promotion, management, restoration and appropriate creation of prominent 
views and viewpoints will be supported. 

Policy BE7 – 
Conservation Areas 

Development within, affecting the setting, or views into and out of a conservation 
area, as shown on the Proposals Map and all Insets, should preserve or 
enhance all features that contribute positively to the area’s character or 
appearance. Particular consideration will be given to the following:  
a) The retention of buildings, groups of buildings, existing street patterns, historic 
building lines and ground surfaces;  
b) Retention of architectural details that contribute to the character or 
appearance of the area;  
c) The impact of the proposal on the townscape, roofscape, skyline and the 
relative scale and importance of buildings in the area;  
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Policy BE7 – 
Conservation Areas 
(continued) 

d) The need to protect trees and landscape;  
e) The removal of unsightly and negative features; and  
f) The need for the development 

Kent Downs Management Plan Policy BE10 – Historic 
Landscapes, Parks 
and Gardens 

The historic landscape, including ancient woodlands, hedgerows and field 
boundaries, and parks and gardens of historic or landscape interest and 
archaeological features (such as standing remains and earthwork monuments) 
will be preserved and enhanced. Within historic landscapes:  
a) Development which would adversely affect their historic character or 
appearance will not be permitted;  
b) The conservation of their landscape and architectural elements will be 
encouraged;  
c) The maintenance, restoration and reconstruction of the layout and features of 
historic parks and gardens will be encouraged where this is appropriate and it is 
based on thorough historical research; and  
d) Development that would detract from settings would not be permitted. 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

Policy BE14 – 
Archaeology 

Development, which would adversely affect the site or setting of a Scheduled 
Ancient Monument, (see Proposals Map, Insets 1 & 2), or other nationally 
important archaeological sites, monuments or structures, will not be permitted. 

Historic 
Environment – 
Archaeology  

Historic 
Environment – 
Conservation 
Areas 

Historic 
Environment – 
Listed Buildings 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy BE15 – 
Archaeology 

Where the City Council considers that disturbance of archaeological remains or 
deposits is unavoidable, and physical preservation in situ not feasible, the 
developer will be requested to undertake archaeological recording works in 
accordance with a specification prepared by the City Council’s Archaeological 
Officer or a competent archaeological organisation that has been agreed by the 
City Council in advance. 

Policy HE1 – Historic 
Environment and 
Heritage Assets 

The Council will support proposals which protect, conserve and, where 
appropriate, enhance the historic environment and the contribution it makes to 
local distinctiveness and sense of place. Proposals that make sensitive use of 
historic assets through regeneration and reuse, particularly where these bring 
redundant or under-used buildings and areas into an appropriate use, will be 
encouraged. 
Development must conserve and where appropriate enhance, or reveal, the 
significance of heritage assets and their settings. Development will not be 
permitted where it is likely to cause harm to the significance of heritage assets or 
their setting. 
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Policy HE1 – Historic 
Environment and 
Heritage Assets 
(continued). 

Any development affecting directly, or the setting of, a listed or locally listed 
building, Conservation Area, Scheduled Ancient Monument, registered park or 
garden, historic landscape, or archaeological site will be required to submit a 
Heritage Statement with any Planning Application. The statement will need to 
outline and provide evidence as to the significance of the heritage asset 
including its setting, the likely impact of the development upon it and be 
proportional to the importance of the said heritage asset. 
Should permission be granted for the removal of part or all of a heritage asset 
the City Council will not permit the removal or demolition of the heritage asset 
until it is proven that the approved replacement development will proceed. 

Policy HE2 – World 
Heritage Site and 
Buffer Zone 

 

The Council will protect and enhance the Outstanding Universal Value of the 
inscribed Canterbury World Heritage Site. Development within it should protect 
and enhance the character, integrity and quality of these values. Development 
within the buffer zone and setting should not have an adverse impact on those 
values, including views into and from the Site. 
Developers, planning authorities and others envisaging change should have a 
thorough understanding of the physical, historical, social and economic context 
of the World Heritage Site and the contribution that the site’s setting makes to an 
appreciation of Outstanding Universal Value, including its integrity, authenticity 
and significance. 

All major development within the Buffer Zone, as defined on the Proposals Map, 
must preserve and, where possible, improve the links and connections between 
the three separate parts of the WHS. 

Policy HE3 – 
Significant Views of the 
City and World 
Heritage Sites 

The Council will seek to protect significant views of the City, and in particular the 
three parts of the World Heritage Site and their setting, from both within and from 
outside the City. Development proposals should respond positively to the 
character and setting of the World Heritage Site which contributes to its 
Outstanding Universal Value. 
Where buildings are proposed that are substantially taller than their neighbours, 
affect one of the identified long distance views, close viewing places, locations 
and/or significantly change the skyline, they should be assessed against the 
following criteria: 

 The relationship to context (topography, urban grain, built form, views, 
prospects and vistas and effect on the skyline); 
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Policy HE3 – 
Significant Views of the 
City and World 
Heritage Sites 
(continued) 

 The effect on the World Heritage Site and its buffer zone; 

 The architectural quality of the proposed building including its materials, 
scale, form, massing and silhouette. 

Through the careful siting and design of buildings and appropriate landscaping, 
developers should demonstrate how their proposals will respect or enhance the 
landscape and topographical features which contribute to the Outstanding 
Universal Value of World Heritage Site. 
Views into, out of and across the World Heritage Site are identified in the 
Canterbury Conservation Area Appraisal. Development proposals will be 
assessed against their impact on identified views. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy HE4 – Listed 
Buildings 

Alterations and extensions to listed buildings and development affecting the 
setting of listed buildings and locally listed buildings should preserve and 
enhance their character and appearance and the special features for which they 
are designated. 
These features can include curtilage buildings, structures, spaces and the 
landscape setting that are integral to their character and important views within, 
of, into and out of the area or site. 
Development that would have an adverse impact on their special historic or 
architectural interest, or their setting, will not normally be permitted. 
The re-use of listed buildings, including locally listed buildings, will be 
encouraged where that use (the optimum viable use) is demonstrated to be 
compatible with the character, appearance, fabric, interior and setting of the 
building. 
Listed buildings including those on the local list should be retained wherever 
possible. Substantial harm to or demolition of listed buildings, including curtilage 
listed buildings and locally listed buildings will only be permitted in exceptional 
circumstances. Where an application will lead to substantial harm or total loss of 
significance to the heritage asset, consent will be refused unless it can be 
demonstrated that: 

 The substantial or loss of significance is necessary to deliver substantial 
public benefits that outweigh the harm; or 

 The nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; 
and  
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CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy HE4 – Listed 
Buildings (continued) 

 No viable use can be found in the medium term; and 

 Conservation through grant funding is not possible; and 

 The harm to or loss of the asset is outweighed by the public benefits of 
bringing the site back into use. 

Applications for new works to listed buildings will be carefully assessed. 
Extensions will be required to be of an appropriate scale and design and in 
materials that retain the special interest of the original building. The character 
and significance of the building should not be diminished by over-restoration. 
Existing architectural or historic features including internal features should be 
retained as they are important to the character of the building. 

Policy HE5 – 
Development Affecting 
and Changes to Listed 
Buildings 

In considering proposals for external or internal alterations to a listed building 
and external alterations to a locally listed building the Council will, if the 
alterations are required or desirable, ensure that the building is fit for its purpose 
whilst having special regard to the desirability of preserving the building or its 
setting or any features of special architectural or historic interest, which it 
possesses. 
Applications for changes to, or, for changes of use of, listed and locally listed 
buildings must be accompanied by: 
(a) A detailed and accurate measured survey including full details of any 
structural timber framing. A scale drawing with large-scale details of joints will be 
required for timber-framed listed buildings. 
(b) Detailed plans clearly explaining the principles of the conversion, showing 
how: 
i. the alterations affect the external appearance of the building. 
ii. the alterations affect the structure of the building. The detailed plans must 
show the effect that repairs and inserted floors would have on the existing 
structure. Any inserted structure should be reversible. 
iii. the proposed internal layout respects the original character of the building. 
(c) Details of the treatment of landscaping, open spaces and boundaries to 
respect the character of the building and its setting. 
(d) An assessment of the impact of the proposed alterations on the historic 
significance of the building and its setting. 
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Policy HE11 – 
Archaeology 

The archaeological and historic integrity of designated heritage assets such as 
Scheduled Ancient Monuments and other important archaeological sites, 
together with their settings, will be protected and, where possible, enhanced. 
Development which would adversely affect them will not be permitted. 
Planning applications, on sites where there is or is the potential for an 
archaeological heritage asset, must include an appropriate desk based 
assessment of the asset 
In addition, where important or potentially significant archaeological heritage 
assets may exist, developers will be required to arrange for field evaluations to 
be carried out in advance of the determination of planning applications. The 
evaluation should define: 
a. The character, importance and condition of any archaeological deposits or 
structures within the application site; 
b. The likely impact of the proposed development on these features (including 
the limits to the depth to which groundworks can go on the site); and 
c. The means of mitigating the effect of the proposed development including: a 
statement setting out the impact of the development. 
Where the case for development affecting a heritage asset of archaeological 
interest is accepted, the archaeological remains should be preserved in situ. 
Where preservation in situ is not possible or justified, appropriate provision for 
preservation by record may be an acceptable alternative. In such cases 
archaeological recording works must be undertaken in accordance with a 
specification prepared by the Council’s Archaeological Officer or a competent 
archaeological organisation that has been agreed by the Council in advance. 

Policy HE13 – Historic 
Landscapes, Parks 
and Gardens 

The historic landscape, including ancient woodlands, hedgerows and field 
boundaries, parks and gardens of historic or landscape interest and 
archaeological features (such as standing remains and earthwork monuments) 
will be preserved and enhanced. Within historic landscapes: 
a. Development which would adversely affect their historic character and 
appearance will not be permitted; 
b. The conservation of landscape and architectural elements will be encouraged; 
c. The maintenance, restoration and reconstruction of the layout and features of 
historic parks and gardens will be encouraged where this is appropriate and 
based on historical research; and 
d. Development that would detract from landscape and village settings would not 
be permitted. 
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Policy HE11 – 
Archaeological 
Assessment 

In order to determine planning applications, the District Council may require the 
developer/applicant to provide additional information, in the form of an 
assessment of the archaeological or historic importance of the site in question 
and the likely impact of development. In certain cases such assessment may 
involve fieldwork or an evaluation excavation.  
Where the developer/applicant is not prepared to arrange such an assessment 
voluntarily, the district council will use its powers to direct that such information 
be supplied. Planning permission will be refused without adequate assessment 
of the archaeological implications. 

Policy HE01 – 
Archaeology 

The Council will promote the identification, recording, protection and 
enhancement of archaeological sites, monuments and historic landscape 
features, and will seek to encourage and develop their educational, recreational 
and tourist potential through management and interpretation 
Developers should submit information with the planning application that allows 
an assessment of the impact of the proposal on the significance of the heritage 
asset. Where appropriate the Council may require the developer to provide 
additional information in the form of a desk-based or field assessment. 
Planning permission will be refused without adequate assessment of the 
archaeological implications of the proposal. 
Development proposals adversely affecting the integrity or setting of Scheduled 
Monuments or other heritage assets of comparable significance will normally be 
refused. 
Where the case for development which would affect an archaeological site is 
accepted by the Council, preservation in situ of archaeological remains will 
normally be sought. Where this is not possible or not justified, appropriate 
provision for investigation and recording will be required. The fieldwork should 
define: 
a) The character, significance, extent and condition of any archaeological 
deposits or structures within the application site; 
(b) The likely impact of the proposed development on these features; 
(c) The means of mitigating the effect of the proposed development. 

 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final   164 January 2016 

 

Issue Local Policy Policy Reference Policy Wording 

Policy HE01 – 
Archaeology 
(continued) 

(Recording should be carried out by an appropriately qualified archaeologist or 
archaeological contractor and may take place in advance of and during 
development. No work shall take place until a specification for the archaeological 
work has been submitted and approved by the Council. Arrangements must also 
be in place for any necessary post-excavation assessment, analysis and 
publication of the results, and deposition of the archive in a suitable, accessible 
repository. 

Policy HE02 – 
Development in 
Conservation Areas 

Policy HE02 - Development in Conservation Areas 
Within conservation areas, development proposals which preserve or enhance 
the character or appearance of the area, and accord with other relevant policies 
of this Plan, will be permitted, provided that: 
Proposals for New Buildings: 
1. they respond sympathetically to the historic settlement pattern, plot sizes 

and plot widths, open spaces, streetscape, trees and landscape features, 
2. they respond sympathetically to their setting, context and the wider 

townscape, including views into and out of conservation areas 
3. the proportions of features and design details should relate well to each 

other and to adjoining buildings, 
4. walls, gates and fences are, as far as possible, of a kind traditionally used in 

the locality, 
5. conserve or enhance the significance of all heritage assets, their setting and 

the wider townscape, including views into and out of conservation areas 
6. demonstrate a clear understanding of the significance of heritage assets and 

of their wider context, 
Proposals for Extensions 
7. the character, scale and plan form of the original building are respected and 

the extension is subordinate to it and does not dominate principal elevations, 
8. appropriate materials and detailing are proposed and the extension would 

not result in the loss of features that contribute to the character or 
appearance of the conservation area. 

New development which would detract from the immediate or wider landscape 
setting of any part of a conservation area will not be permitted. 
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TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC CS 2010 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy HE03 – Local 
Heritage Assets 

The Council supports the retention of local heritage assets, including buildings, 
structures, features and gardens of local interest. Local Heritage assets will be 
identified in a Local List as part of the Heritage Strategy. 
Once adopted where permission is required, proposals will be permitted where 
they retain the significance, appearance, local distinctiveness, character or 
setting of a local heritage asset. 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC CS 2010 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

DDC CS 2010 

Policy HE04 – Historic 
Parks and Gardens 

Planning permission will not be granted for any development that will adversely 
affect the visual, historical or horticultural character of an historic park or garden 
or its setting, whether or not it is included on the statutory register 

Policy DM19 – Historic 
Parks and Gardens 

Permission will not be given for development proposals that would adversely 
affect the character, fabric, features, setting, or views to and from the District's 
Historic Parks and Gardens. 

Policy NE1 – Protected 
Species 

Where development proposals are being considered for a site known, or likely to 
have protected habitats or species, or species identified in national or Kent 
Biodiversity Action Plans, developers will be expected to carry out a survey and 
present proposals for mitigation.  Planning permission will only be granted where 
the City Council is satisfied that the mitigation measures proposed represent an 
appropriate response to the habitat or species interest of the site.  
For European Protected Species, planning permission will only be granted where 
the tests set out in the Habitats Regulations are satisfied 

Policy NE2 – 
Enhancing Biodiversity 

Where development proposals involve the loss of semi-natural habitat 
developers will be required to provide equivalent areas of habitat on or adjacent 
to the development site. Such proposals should give consideration to the wildlife 
interest of the development site and surrounding habitats 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

Policy NE5 – Trees, 
Woodland and 
Hedgerows 

Development should be designed to retain trees, hedgerows, woodland or other 
landscape features that make an important contribution to the amenity of the site 
and the surrounding area and which are important to wild flora and fauna.  The 
City Council will refuse planning permission for proposals that would threaten the 
future retention of trees, hedgerows, woodland or other landscape features of 
importance to the site’s character, an area’s amenity or the movement of wildlife. 
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Biodiversity 
Effects on SSSI 
Biodiversity RIGs 
(geology 
perspective) 
Biodiversity - 
Ancient Woodland 
and Veteran Trees  

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy LB5 – Sites of 
International 
Conservation 
Importance 

Sites of international nature conservation importance must receive the highest 
levels of protection. No development will be permitted which may have an 
adverse impact on the integrity of an SAC, SPA or Ramsar site, alone or in 
combination with other plans or projects, as it would not be in accordance with 
the aims and objectives of this local plan. Where a likely significant effect of a 
plan or project on European sites cannot be excluded, during Habitat 
Regulations Assessment Screening, an Appropriate Assessment in line with the 
Habitats Directive and associated regulations will be required. 
In the event that the Council is unable to conclude that there will be no adverse 
effect on the integrity of any European sites, the plan or project will be refused. 

Policy LB6 – Sites of 
Special Scientific 
Interest 

Planning permission will not be granted for development which would materially 
harm the scientific or nature conservation interest, either directly, indirectly or 
cumulatively, of sites designated as a site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) or 
National Nature Reserve (NNR)for their nature conservation, geological, or 
geomorphological value. Support will be given for enhancement. 
Development that affects a Site of Special Scientific Interest or associated 
National Nature Reserve will only be permitted where an appraisal prepared by 
an appropriate specialist has demonstrated that: 
a. The objectives and features of the designated area and overall integrity of the 
area would not be compromised, or 
b. Any adverse effects on the qualities for which the area has been designated 
which cannot be avoided (through locating on an alternative site with less 
harmful impacts) or adequately mitigated, are clearly outweighed by social or 
economic benefits of national importance and a compensatory site of at least 
equal value is proposed. 

Enhancement measures are required to accompany any development proposal 
in order to ensure ongoing benefits for biodiversity. 
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Policy LB7 – Locally 
Designated Sites 

Development or land-use changes likely to have an adverse effect, either directly 
or indirectly, on: 
a. Local Wildlife Sites; 
b. Local Nature Reserves; or 
c. Regionally Important Geological / Geomorphological Sites 

will only be permitted if the justification for the proposals clearly outweighs any 
harm to the intrinsic nature conservation and/or scientific value of the site. Where 
development is permitted on such sites, careful site design should be used to 
avoid any negative impact. Where negative impact is unavoidable, measures 
must be taken to ensure that the impacts of the development on valued natural 
features and wildlife have been mitigated to their fullest practical extent. Where 
mitigation alone is not sufficient, adequate compensatory habitat enhancement 
or creation schemes will be required. Any application affecting locally important 
sites will be expected to demonstrate enhancement measures to benefit 
biodiversity. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy LB9 – 
Protection, Mitigation, 
Enhancement and 
Increased Connectivity 
for Species and 
Habitats of Principal 
Importance 

All development should avoid a net loss of biodiversity/nature conservation value 
and actively pursue opportunities to achieve a net gain, particularly where: 
1. There are wildlife habitats/species identified as Species or Habitats of 
Principal Importance; 
2. There are habitats/species that are protected under wildlife legislation; 
3. The site forms a link between or buffer to designated wildlife sites. 
 
This will be secured by: 
a. Ensuring that site evaluation is undertaken to establish the nature 
conservation value of proposed development sites. Developers will be expected 
to carry out appropriate ecological survey/s and present proposals for mitigation 
and enhancement prior to determination of a planning application. Planning 
permission will only be granted where the City Council is satisfied that mitigation 
measures proposed represent an appropriate response to the habitat or species 
interest of the site. Where on-site mitigation is not possible, adequate 
compensatory habitat enhancement, creation schemes or other measures will be 
required to ensure that the impacts of the development on valued natural 
features and wildlife have been offset to their fullest practical extent. 
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CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy LB9 – 
Protection, Mitigation, 
Enhancement and 
Increased Connectivity 
for Species and 
Habitats of Principal 
Importance (continued) 

In some cases, where wildlife impacts are significant, it may be necessary to find 
an alternative location for the development. For European protected species, 
planning permission will only be granted where the three tests set out in the 
Habitats Regulations are satisfied. 
b. Delivering positive opportunities for habitat restoration and creation through 
the development process: identifying, safeguarding and managing existing and 
potential land (or landscape features of major importance for wild flora and 
fauna) for nature conservation as part of development proposals, particularly 
where a connected series of sites can be achieved. 
Development which may harm (either directly or indirectly) Habitats or Species of 
Principal Importance will only be permitted if: 
c. there are no reasonable alternatives and there are clear demonstrable social 
or economic benefits of the development which clearly outweigh the need to 
safeguard the site or species; and  
d. adequate mitigation and compensation measures are provided when damage 
to biodiversity interests are unavoidable. 
Any mitigation measures must be within the control of the developer. The 
developer must take responsibility for ensuring mitigation measures are fully 
implemented. 

Policy LB10 – Trees, 
Hedgerows and 
Woodland 

Development should be designed to retain trees, hedgerows and woodland that 
make an important contribution to the amenity of the site and the surrounding 
area and which are important to wild flora and fauna. New development should 
incorporate trees, in areas of appropriate landscape character, help restore and 
enhance degraded landscapes, screen noise and pollution, provide recreational 
opportunities, help mitigate climate change and contribute to floodplain 
management. The value and character of woodland and hedgerow networks 
should be maintained and enhanced, particularly where this would improve the 
landscape, biodiversity or link existing woodland habitats. This will be achieved 
by: 

 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final   169 January 2016 

 

Issue Local Policy Policy Reference Policy Wording 

Policy LB10 – Trees, 
Hedgerows and 
Woodland (continued) 

a. Incorporating tree planting as an integral element of landscaping schemes 
where this is in keeping with the landscape character of the area; 
b. Protecting ancient woodland, ancient trees and ‘important’ hedgerows from 
damaging development and land uses; 
c. Promoting the retention and effective management, and where appropriate, 
extension and creation of new woodland areas and hedgerows; 
d. Promoting and encouraging the economic use of woodlands and wood 
resources, including wood fuel as a renewable energy source; 
e. Promoting the growth and procurement of sustainable timber products; and 
f. Promoting the retention, enhancement and extension of existing hedges. 
The Council will refuse planning permission for proposals that would threaten the 
future retention of trees, hedgerows, woodland or other landscape features of 
importance to the site’s character, an area’s amenity or the movement of wildlife. 

Policy LB13 – River 
Corridors 

The environment within river corridors and river catchments, including the 
landscape, water environment and wildlife habitats, will be conserved and 
enhanced. 
Supply of water, treatment and disposal of waste water and flood risk 
management should be sustainable and deliver environmental benefits. 

Policy NC3 – Local 
Wildlife Sites 

Development which would be damaging to the following sites of nature 
conservation interest as defined on the proposals map, or any sites so 
designated in the future, either in the long term or the short term, will not be 
permitted:  
1. Monkton Chalk Pit; 
2. St. Peter's Churchyard; 
3. North Foreland and golf course roughs; 
4. Minster Station environs; 
5. Ash Levels (part); 
6. St. Nicolas at Wade Churchyard; 
7. St. Mary Magdalene Churchyard Monkton; and 
8. Ramsgate Cemetery. 
Exceptionally, where a strategic need is identified, at least an equivalent area of 
corresponding habitat will be expected to be created, at the developer’s 
expense, at a suitable location in the district, and well related to other existing 
habitats. 
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Policy SP23 – Green 
Infrastructure 

Thanet’s green infrastructure network is an integral part of the design of all major 
development. Opportunities to improve Thanet’s green infrastructure network by 
protecting and enhancing existing green infrastructure assets and the 
connections between them, should be included early in the design process for 
major developments. 
Development should make a positive contribution to Thanet's green 
infrastructure network by: 

 Creating new wildlife and biodiversity habitats 

 Providing and managing new accessible open space 

 Mitigating against the loss of any farmland bird habitats 

 Providing private gardens and play space; and/or 

 Contributing towards the enhancement of Thanet's Biodiversity Opportunity 
Areas or the enhancement of the Green Wedges 

Investment and developer contributions should be directed to improve and 
expand green infrastructure and provide connecting links where opportunities 
exist. 

Policy SP24 – 
Biodiversity 
Enhancements 

Biodiversity Opportunity Areas and the Green Wedges are protected from 
inappropriate development, and proposals which would provide enhancements 
and contribute to a high quality biodiverse environment will be supported. 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC CS 2010 

Policy SP25 – 
Protection of European 
Sites, Sites of Special 
Scientific Interest and 
National Nature 
Reserves 

Development that would have a detrimental impact on the European Sites, Sites 
of Special Scientific Interest or National Nature Reserve will not be permitted. 
Planning permission may only be granted when it can be demonstrated that any 
harm to internationally and nationally designated sites resulting from that 
development will be suitably mitigated. 
Proposals for residential development must include an assessment of significant 
effects and measures to mitigate against the effects of potential increased 
recreational pressure on protected sites. 
Proposals for major residential developments must include provision of open 
space suitable for dog walking and general recreation, in accordance with policy 
SP23. 
In developing these measures, regard must be had to the SPA Mitigation 
Strategy which requires a financial contribution towards wardening, and 
applicants must demonstrate clearly how they are meeting the strategy and how 
they will ensure that development will mitigate against any increase in 
recreational pressure on designated sites. 



Richborough Connection Project – Volume 7, Document 7.1 

 

   
Final   171 January 2016 

 

Issue Local Policy Policy Reference Policy Wording 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC CS 2010 

DDC LP Saved Policies 2002 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy DM15 – 
Protection of the 
Countryside 

Development which would result in the loss of, or adversely affect the character 
or appearance, of the countryside will only be permitted if it is: 
i. In accordance with allocations made in Development Plan Documents, or 
ii. justified by the needs of agriculture; or 
iii. justified by a need to sustain the rural economy or a rural community; 
iv. it cannot be accommodated elsewhere; and 
v. it does not result in the loss of ecological habitats. 
Provided that measures are incorporated to reduce, as far as practicable, any 
harmful effects on countryside character. 

Policy CP7 – Green 
Infrastructure Network 

The integrity of the existing network of green infrastructure will be protected and 
enhanced through the lifetime of the Core Strategy. Planning permission for 
development that would harm the network will only be granted if it can 
incorporate measures that avoid the harm arising or sufficiently mitigate its 
effects. Proposals that would introduce additional pressure on the existing and 
proposed Green Infrastructure Network will only be permitted if they incorporate 
quantitative and qualitative measures, as appropriate, sufficient to address that 
pressure. In addition, the Council will work with its partners to develop the Green 
Infrastructure Framework and implement proposed network improvements. 

Policy CO8 – 
Development which 
would adversely affect 
a hedgerow 

Development which would adversely affect a hedgerow will only be permitted if:-  
i. no practicable alternatives exist;  
ii. suitable native replacement planting is provided; and  

future maintenance is secured through the imposition of conditions or legal 
agreements 

DDC LP Saved Policies 2002 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

Policy C1 – The 
Canterbury District 
Transport Action Plan 

In considering the location or control of new development, or the relocation of 
existing activities, the Council will always take account of the following principles 
of the adopted 2004 Canterbury District Transport Action Plan:  
a) Controlling the level and environmental impact of vehicular traffic;  
b) Providing alternative modes of transport to the car by extending provision for 
pedestrians, cyclists and the use of public transport;  
c) Reducing cross-town traffic movements in the historic centre of Canterbury;  
d) Providing public car parks and controlling parking in response to the PARC 
Plan;  
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DDC LP Saved Policies 2002 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

Policy C1 – The 
Canterbury District 
Transport Action Plan  
(continued) 

e) Assessing development proposals in the light of transport demands and the 
scope for choice between transport modes; and   
f) Seeking the construction of new roads and/or junction improvements which are 
in line with the foregoing and which will improve environmental conditions and/or 
contribute towards the economic well-being of the District 

Policy T1 – Transport 
Strategy 

In considering the location of new development, or the relocation of existing 
activities, the Council will always take account of the following principles of the 
Draft Transport Strategy: 
a. Controlling the level and environmental impact of vehicular traffic including air 
quality; 
b. Providing alternative modes of transport to the car by extending provision for 
pedestrians, cyclists and the use of public transport; 
c. Reducing cross-town traffic movements in the historic centre of Canterbury; 
d. Providing public car parking and controlling parking in accordance with the 
Parking Strategy; 
e. Assessing development proposals in the light of transport demands and the 
scope for choice between transport modes; and 

f. Seeking the construction of new roads and/or junction improvements which will 
improve environmental conditions and/or contribute towards the economic well-
being of the District. 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies Policy T17 – Transport 
Assessments and 
Travel Plans 

iii. Development proposals considered by the Council to have significant 
transport implications are to be supported by a Transport Assessment 
and where applicable a Travel Plan. These should show how multi-
modal access options will be achieved, and how transport infrastructure 
arising from the expected demand will be provided. Such measures will 
be the subject of or included in a legal agreement or undertaking. 

Traffic and 
Transport 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy TR3 – Provision 
of Transport 
Infrastructure 

The district and county councils will ensure, by means of a legal agreement that 
proper provision is made for transport infrastructure that is necessary and 
relevant to the development to be permitted. Proposals for transport 
infrastructure will be assessed in terms of their impact on capacity and safety of 
the transport network together with their social and economic impacts. 
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TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC CS 2010 

Policy TP01 – 
Transport 
Assessments and 
Travel Plans 

Development proposals which the Council considers would have significant 
transport implications shall be supported by a Transport Assessment and where 
applicable a Travel Plan. These should show how multi-modal access travel 
options will be achieved, and how transport infrastructure needs arising from the 
expected demand will be provided. 

Policy DM12 – Road 
Hierarchy and 
Development 

The access arrangements of development proposals will be assessed with 
regard to the Highway Network set out in the Local Transport Plan for Kent. 
Planning applications that would involve the construction of a new access or the 
increased use of an existing access onto a trunk or primary road will not be 
permitted if there would be a significant increase in the risk of crashes or traffic 
delays unless the proposals can incorporate measures that provide sufficient 
mitigation. 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies Policy C40 – Potential 
Polluting Development 

When granting planning permission for development which could potentially 
result in pollution, the Council will impose conditions or seek agreements to 
ensure subsequent mitigation measures are undertaken. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 Policy QL12 – 
Potentially Polluting 
Development 

When granting planning permission for development which could potentially 
result in pollution, the Council will impose conditions or seek agreements to 
ensure subsequent mitigation measures are undertaken. 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 Policy SE01 – 
Potentially Polluting 
Development 

Development with potential to pollute will be permitted only where:  
1) Applicable statutory pollution controls and siting will effectively and adequately 
minimise impact upon land use and the environment including the effects on 
health, the natural environment or general amenity resulting from the release of 
pollutants to water, land or air or from noise, dust, vibration, light, odour or heat; 
and  
In determining individual proposals, regard will be paid to:  
2) The economic and wider social need for the development; and  
3) The visual impact of measure needed to comply with any statutory 
environmental quality standards or objectives.  

Permission for development which is sensitive to pollution will be permitted only 
if it is sufficiently separated from any existing or potential source of pollution as 
to reduce pollution impact upon health, the natural environment or general 
amenity to an acceptable level, and adequate safeguarding and mitigation on 
residential amenity. 
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Noise and 
Vibration 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies Policy C39 – Air 
Quality 

Development that could directly or indirectly result in additional air pollutants and 
worsening levels of air quality within the area surrounding the development site 
will not be permitted unless mitigation measures are agreed and fully 
implemented as part of the proposal. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 Policy DBE3 – 
Principles of Design 

The distinctive character, diversity and quality of the Canterbury District will be 
promoted, protected and enhanced through high quality, inclusive, design which 
reinforces and positively contributes to its local context creating attractive, 
inspiring and safe places. 
The City Council will expect all development proposals to be of high quality 
design and will assess proposals against the following considerations: 
a. The character, setting and context of the site and the way the development is 
integrated into the landscape; 
b. The conservation, integration, extension, connection and management of 
existing natural features including trees and hedgerows to strengthen local 
distinctiveness, character and biodiversity; 
c. The visual impact including the impact on local townscape character and the 
skyline; 
d. The form and density of the development: the efficient use of land, layout, 
landscape, density and mix, building heights, scale, massing, materials, finish 
and architectural details including proposed lighting schemes; 
e. The provision of visually interesting frontages at street level; 
f. The privacy and amenity of neighbouring buildings and future occupiers 
(including overshadowing, outlook and sunlight); 
g. The provision of appropriate hard and soft landscaping; 
h. The impact of noise, dust and vibration from the development or neighbouring 
uses including polluting elements such as noise, air and light; 
i. The provision of appropriate amenity and open space; 
j. The safe movement within and around the proposed development, and 
k. Accessibility: buildings and places should meet the highest standards of 
access and inclusion; 
l. Parking arrangements conform to the latest adopted vehicle parking standards; 
m. The proposed development does not have a detrimental effect on the 
highway network in terms of congestion, road safety and air quality; 

n. The compatibility of the proposed development with other adjacent uses. 
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CDLP 2009 Saved Policies Policy QL12 – 
Potentially Polluting 
Development 

When granting planning permission for development which could potentially 
result in pollution, the Council will impose conditions or seek agreements to 
ensure subsequent mitigation measures are undertaken. 

Air Quality TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy EP5 - Local Air 
Quality Monitoring 

Proposals for new development that would result in the national air-quality 
objectives being exceeded will not be permitted.  
Development proposals that might lead to such an exceedance, or to a 
significant deterioration in local air quality resulting in unacceptable effects on 
human health, local amenity or the natural environment, will require the 
submission of an air quality assessment, which should address:  
1. The existing background levels of air quality; 
2. The cumulative effect of further emissions; 

3. The feasibility of any measures of mitigation that would prevent the national 
air quality objectives being exceeded, or would reduce the extent of air quality 
deterioration. 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy SE05 – Air 
Quality 

All major development schemes should promote a shift to the use of sustainable 
low emission transport to minimise the impact of vehicle emissions on air quality, 
particularly within the designated Urban Air Quality Management Area. 
Development will be located where it is accessible to support the use of public 
transport, walking and cycling. 

Development proposals that might lead to a significant deterioration in air quality 
or an exceedence of air quality national objectives or to a worsening of air quality 
within the urban Air Quality Management Area will require the submission of an 
Air Quality Assessment, which should address: 

1. The cumulative effect of further emissions; 

2. The proposed measures of mitigation through good design and offsetting 
measures that would prevent the National Air Quality Objectives being 
exceeded or reduce the extent of the air quality deterioration. These will be 
of particular importance within the urban AQMA, associated areas and areas 
of lower air quality. 

Proposals that fail to demonstrate these will not be permitted. 
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Policy C31 – Flooding 
and Coastal Defence 

All development proposals within the areas at risk of flooding or increased 
surface water run-off shall be subject to a Drainage Impact Assessment, 
including a flood risk assessment where relevant.  This assessment shall be in 
accordance with the principles of PPG25, Sustainable Drainage Systems 
(SUDS) and the Council’s Guidance Note including the requirement for a 
contribution towards new flood defence or mitigation measures.  Measures 
identified to mitigate effects shall be installed and maintained at the developers’ 
own expense. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 Policy CC4 – Flood 
Risk 

All development proposals within the areas at risk of flooding or increased 
surface water run-off shall be subject to a Flood Risk Assessment and/or 
Drainage Impact Assessment, where relevant. This assessment shall be in 
accordance with the Council’s Drainage Impact Guidance Note and Strategic 
Flood Risk Assessment, including the requirement for a contribution towards any 
necessary new flood defence or mitigation measures. 
Measures identified to mitigate effects shall be installed and maintained at the 
developers’ own expense or put into a management company to ensure their 
long term retention and management. Other flood resilient and/or resistant 
measures may also be required, and their provision will be informed by the 
findings of a submitted Flood Risk Assessment and/or Drainage Impact 
Assessment (where relevant). 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies Policy CC5 – Flood 
Zones 

On sites that have not been previously developed within the Environment 
Agency’s Zones 2 and 3, no new development will be permitted unless an 
exceptional justification can be demonstrated through the Sequential and 
Exception Tests. 

Extensions to existing property and change of use must meet the requirements 
of flood risk assessments. 
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Water 
Environment 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy CC11 – 
Sustainable Drainage 
Systems 

Planning decisions should utilise Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) unless 
there are practical reasons for not doing so. All developments should aim to 
achieve greenfield runoff rates and ensure that surface water run-off is managed 
as close to its source as possible using the following hierarchy: 
a. Discharge into the ground 
b. Discharge to a surface water body 
c. Discharge to a surface water sewer 
d. Discharge to a combined sewer 
It will not be acceptable for surface water runoff to enter the foul water system. 
SuDS or other appropriate measures should: 
a. Maintain public safety; 
b. Provide sufficient attenuation to surface water flows as appropriate; 
c. Ensure that there is adequate treatment of surface water flows, such that there 
is no diminution in quality of any receiving watercourse; 
d. Ensure protection of groundwater; and 
e. Provide or enhance wetland habitat and biodiversity where possible. 

Approval for the design and long term maintenance of SuDS will be required 
prior to development being permitted. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC LP 2002 Saved Policies 

KCC Local Flood Risk 
Management Strategy 2013 

Policy CC12 – Water 
Quality 

The Council will require that new development incorporates well designed 
mitigation measures to ensure that the water environment does not deteriorate, 
both during construction and during the lifetime of the development. 
Furthermore, the Council will seek to ensure that every opportunity is taken to 
enhance existing aquatic environments and ecosystems. This will include the 
restoration of natural river features (including riverbanks) and removal of barriers 
to fish passage when appropriate opportunities arise. 
Any new development must not place further pressure on the environment and 
compromise Water Framework Directive objectives. 

Policy CC01 – Fluvial 
and Tidal Flooding 

The sequential test and exception test as set out in the NPPF will be applied to 
applications for development within identified flood risk areas. Development 
proposals in these areas will need a Flood Risk Assessment to be carried out by 
the developer. 
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Policy CC02 – Surface 
Water Management 

New development will be expected to manage surface water resulting from the 
development using sustainable drainage systems (SUDS) wherever possible. 
SUDS design should be considered as an integral part of the masterplanning 
and design process for new development. 
Proposals for SUDS at sites within the Groundwater Source Protection Zone as 
shown on Map 19, or sites near the Groundwater Source Protection Zone, must 
demonstrate that the methods used will not cause detriment to the quality of the 
groundwater. 
Sites identified as a Tidally Sensitive Area (as identified in surface water 
management plans) will need to incorporate Sustainable Drainage Methods and 
a maintenance schedule where appropriate, at the design stage of a planning 
application, and a Flood Risk Assessment will be required before planning 
permission can be granted. 

Policy SE01 – 
Potentially Polluting 
Development 

Development with potential to pollute will be permitted only where: 
1. Applicable statutory pollution controls and siting will effectively and 

adequately minimise impact upon land use and the environment including 
the effects on health, the natural environment or general amenity resulting 
from the release of pollutants to water, land or air or from noise, dust, 
vibration, light, odour or heat; and 

In determining individual proposals, regard will be paid to: 
2. The economic and wider social need for the development; and 
3. The visual impact of measure needed to comply with any statutory 

environmental quality standards or objectives. 
Permission for development which is sensitive to pollution will be permitted only 
if it is sufficiently separated from any existing or potential source of pollution as 
to reduce pollution impact upon health, the natural environment or general 
amenity to an acceptable level, and adequate safeguarding and mitigation on 
residential amenity. 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC LP 2002 Saved Policies 

KCC Local Flood Risk 
Management Strategy 2013 

DDC LP 2002 Saved Policies 

Policy SE04 – 
Groundwater 
Protection 

Proposals for development within the Groundwater Source Protection Zones 
identified on Map 19 will only be permitted if there is no risk of contamination to 
groundwater sources. If a risk is identified, development will only be permitted if 
adequate mitigation measures can be implemented. 

Proposals for Sustainable Drainage systems involving infiltration must be 
assessed and discussed with the Environment Agency to determine their 
suitability in terms of the impact of any drainage into the groundwater aquifer. 
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Chapter 6 – Water 
Environment 

The Plan's Water Environment Strategy will seek to:-  
a. contain, reduce and, if possible, prevent water pollution;  
b. direct development away from areas liable to flooding and coastal erosion;  
c. support the most efficient use of water;  
d. provide mains drainage throughout the District; and  
e. wherever possible, protect and enhance the nature conservation, landscape 
and amenity value of the District's water environment. 

Policy 1 – Local Flood 
Risk Policy Areas 

This policy will be applied to areas where we are aware of flood risk issues that 
are complex. These are the problems which are technically challenging to 
understand or where a number of different risk management authorities may be 
involved in their resolution. These areas will typically have local flood risks that 
affect large areas, for instance a town centre or suburb. An action plan of 
feasible options to manage the identified risks will be developed and delivered by 
the relevant risk management authorities. 

Policy 3 – Areas with 
low local flood risk 
which are being 
managed effectively 

This policy will be applied to areas where local flooding risks are currently not 
significant. That does not mean that these areas are not at risk of local flooding, 
but the risks can be managed by each risk management authority undertaking its 
duties effectively. 

CCC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Local Plan 2009 Saved 
Policies 

Policy C40 – 
Potentially Polluting 
Development 

When granting planning permission for development which could potentially 
result in pollution, the City Council will impose conditions or seek agreements to 
ensure subsequent mitigation measures are undertaken. 

CCC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Local Plan 2009 Saved 
Policies 

CCC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy EP2 – Landfill 
Sites 

On or near landfill sites or where there is otherwise reason to suspect that 
potential danger from evolving or migrating gas may be present, development or 
redevelopment, including change of use, will only be permitted where:  
1. The applicant/developer has demonstrated either that there is no danger from 
evolving or migrating gas or that reliable arrangements can be made to 
overcome such danger ; and 
2. Any necessary remedial measures can be achieved without unacceptable 
environmental impact. 

The district council will seek by agreement or by imposition of conditions on any 
consent for development, to ensure management of gas from closed landfill, and 
that suitable precautions are taken in construction methods together with any 
other arrangements considered necessary to safeguard against hazards 
associated with landfill gas. 
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Policy EP13 – 
Groundwater 
Protection Zones 

If a proposed development in the groundwater protection zones identified on the 
proposals map would have the potential to result in a risk of contamination of 
groundwater sources, it will not be permitted unless adequate mitigation 
measures can be incorporated to prevent such contamination taking place. 

Geology, Soils 
and Agriculture 

DDC CS 2010 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

Policy DM17 – 
Groundwater Source 
Protection 

Within Groundwater Source Protection Zones, shown on the Proposals Map, the 
following will not be permitted in Zones 1 and 2 unless adequate safeguards 
against possible contamination are provided: 
i. Septic tanks, storage tanks containing hydrocarbons or any chemicals, or 
underground storage tanks; 
ii. Proposals for development which may include activities which would pose a 
high risk of contamination unless surface water, foul or treated sewage effluent, 
or trade effluent can be directed out of the source protection zone; 
iii. Proposals for the manufacture and use of organic chemicals, particularly 
chlorinated solvents; 
iv. Oil pipelines; 
v. Storm water overflows; 
vi. Activities which involve the disposal of liquid waste to land; and 
vii. Sustainable urban drainage systems. 

New graveyards will not be permitted in Zone 1. Farm waste, storage areas, new 
foul or combined sewerage systems will also not be permitted in Zone 1 unless 
adequate safeguards are provided. 

DDC CS 2010 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies 

Policy EMP12 – 
Agricultural Land 

Subject to the development allocations set out in this Plan, the Council will seek 
to protect best and most versatile farmland for the longer term. Where 
development of agricultural land is demonstrated to be necessary to meet a 
housing, business or community need, planning consent will normally only be 
granted on best and most versatile land if a suitable site on poorer quality land 
cannot be identified. 

Policy ED1 – 
Protecting and 
Promoting the 
Economic 
Development of the 
District and the Priority 
Areas for Economic 
Regeneration 

The Council will not permit the loss of existing allocated employment sites or 
clusters, allocated on the Proposals Map (see also Insets 1, 3, 4 & 5) except 
where part redevelopment for other uses would trigger the development of one 
of the District’s other key employment sites identified in the Plan and/or secure 
the reinvestment of an existing significant employer within the District. 
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CDLP Publication Draft 2014 Policy EMP1 – 
Employment Land 
Allocations 

The following sites are identified and protected for business purposes, under use 
classes B1 and B8 (except where otherwise specified): 

 Innovation Centre, University of Kent – 3.45ha* 

 Broad Oak Road / Vauxhall Road – 1.6ha 

 Land at Sturry Road – 2.2ha** 

 Canterbury West Station – 0.4ha 

 Office Connection site, St. Andrews Close – 0.2ha 

 Eddington Lane (3 sites) – 7.9ha 

 Altira Park – 10ha 

 Metric Site – 0.5ha 

 Land at Wraik Hill – 3.4ha 

 Land at Joseph Wilson Business Park – 2.5ha 

 Canterbury Business Park (Highland Court) – 3ha 
On these sites, a proportion of non-Class B business uses will be permitted, not 
more than 10% of completed floorspace on each site. Business uses that are 
provided for elsewhere in the plan, or which could compromise the primary 
business use of these sites (eg: retail; residential homes) will not be permitted. 
*Class B1 only 
**Allocated for Use Classes B1 (business), B8 (storage & distribution), D1 (non-
residential institutions) and D2 (assembly and leisure) and certain “sui generis” 
uses, such as car showrooms, where the anticipated nature and level of traffic 
generation would not undermine the wider transport objectives in this area. 
Subject to the same caveat, a mix of these uses or an element of A3/A4 uses 
might also be acceptable. 

CDLP 2009 Saved Policies Policy EMP12 – 
Agricultural Land 

Subject to the development allocations set out in this Plan, the Council will seek 
to protect best and most versatile farmland for the longer term. Where 
development of agricultural land is demonstrated to be necessary to meet a 
housing, business or community need, planning consent will normally only be 
granted on best and most versatile land if a suitable site on poorer quality land 
cannot be identified. 
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Socio-Economics 
and Recreation 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

Policy TV3 – Visitor 
Accommodation 

Planning permission will not be given for development involving the loss of visitor 
staying accommodation in the District unless: 
a. There is clear evidence to demonstrate that the existing accommodation is no 
longer needed; and 
b. The use is no longer viable and the business has been actively marketed for a 
minimum 2 years with no genuine interest; 
c. The change of use is the only practical way to conserve a listed building; 
d. The building is no longer fit for purpose as visitor staying accommodation. 

If a change of use to residential accommodation is proposed, then, in addition to 
the above, the applicant must also demonstrate that every reasonable effort has 
been made to first secure other appropriate cultural, tourism, economic or 
community uses. 

CDLP Publication Draft 2014 

TDC LP 2009 Saved Policies 

TDC Preferred Options DLP 2015 

DDC CS 2010 

Policy HD1 – Housing 
Allocations 

The City Council will safeguard those sites identified on the proposals map for 
housing and for mixed use development where there is an element of residential 
development. 
Development on allocated housing sites for other non-residential uses including 
purpose-built student accommodation will not normally be permitted. 

Land is also identified on the proposals map at Chaucer Road, as an opportunity 
site for new housing during the Local Plan period. 

Policy EC1 – Land 
Allocated for Economic 
Development 

At the following sites, as shown on the proposals map, land is allocated for 
business purposes:  
1. Manston Park, Manston 
2. Eurokent Business Park, Ramsgate 
3. Thanet Reach Business Park, Broadstairs 
4. Hedgend Industrial Estate, St. Nicholas 
5. Manston Road, Ramsgate  
Use will be restricted to classes b1 (business), b2 (general industry) and b8 
(storage and distribution). On all sites a landscaping scheme appropriate to the 
scale, location and character of the site will be required to provide an attractive 
environment.  

On these sites planning applications should be accompanied by traffic impact 
studies and green travel plans, unless the development is considered too small 
to have a significant travel impact. 
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Policy SP02 – 
Economic Growth 

A minimum of 5,000 additional jobs is planned for in Thanet to 2031. 
The aim is to accommodate inward investment in job creating development, the 
establishment of new businesses and expansion and diversification of existing 
firms. Sufficient sites and premises suited to the needs of business are identified 
and safeguarded for such uses. Manston Business Park will be the key location 
for large scale job creating development. 
Land is identified and allocated to accommodate at least 65ha of employment 
space over the period to 2031. Land and premises considered suitable for 
continued and future employment use will be identified and protected for such 
purpose. 
Thanet's town centres are priority areas for regeneration and employment 
generating development, including tourism and cultural diversification, will be 
encouraged. 
The growth of the Port of Ramsgate is supported as a source of employment and 
as an attractor of inward investment. 
New tourism development, which would extend or upgrade the range of tourist 
facilities particularly those that attract the staying visitor, increase the attraction 
of tourists to the area and extend the season, will be supported. 
Development is supported that enhances the rural economy subject to protecting 
the character, quality and function of Thanet’s rural settlements. 

Policy DM2 – 
Protection of 
Employment Land and 
Buildings 

Land allocated for employment uses as shown on the Proposals Map or with 
extant planning permission for employment uses will not be granted permission 
for alternative uses unless it has been subsequently allocated for that alternative 
use in a Development Plan Document. 
Permission for changes of use or redevelopment of land and buildings currently 
or last in use for employment purposes will only be granted if the land or 
buildings are no longer viable or appropriate for employment use. 
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