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2 Biodiversity and geological conservation 
 

Q1.2.16 Mr Allen for Mr Caddick 
and Mr Chandler 

Mr Caddick and Mr Chandler’s main concern is that the bird numbers recorded by the bird surveys do 
not correspond with their own records and personal knowledge of bird types, numbers and flight paths.  
Their record of the birds shot on their land, which is situated about 100 metres north of the proposed 
power line, and which it should be remembered is part of Mr Caddick’s livelihood, during the last three 
shooting seasons is attached.  Shooting usually takes place with an average of two guns and is either at 
dawn or at dusk, although Mr Caddick has observed that ducks often fly in at night, particularly if there is 
a fullish moon.  
 
It is noted from the survey records produced by National Grid that observation of the area at dawn and 
dusk has been made, but the presence on site was often recorded just after daybreak or curtailed before 
dusk was reached.  It is therefore likely that many flights may have been missed.  This is particularly 
relevant to Teal and Gadwall as the flight line diagrams do not show any present for the Hersden 
observation point but our client’s record shows that they are present.   
 
In addition, Mr Caddick is aware of large numbers of Cormorants (possibly several hundred) that roost at 
the Stodmarsh Nature Reserve and fly out to their feeding grounds at daybreak throughout the year.  They 
return throughout the day, usually individually, once they have found sufficient food.  He therefore cannot 
understand why in the survey reports only six of the species were recorded.  The flight path of the birds is 
north from Stodmarsh so they will be flying directly across the proposed route of the power line.   
 
There appears to be no consideration of the consequences of fog or poor visibility published in National 
Grid’s report and he cannot understand why the birds chosen for the collision mitigation calculations only 



seem to include those protected or at BoCC Amber risk level or above with the exception of Mute Swans. 
Logically the calculations should be for those species most numerous in the area as it is the largest 
populations that are at the greatest risk. 
Our client’s position remains the same in the light of Natural England’s statement [RR-065] because if the 
information collected is inaccurate, then the calculations for collision mitigation may not be accurate 
either.  It is noted that collision mitigation is only proposed by National Grid for the areas of greatest 
collision risk, namely Ash Levels and Monkton Reservoirs, not in the vicinity of our client’s land.  In our 
client’s case, diverters may not be an appropriate solution anyway because it could result in birds being 
totally diverted away from their land, making it no longer fit for the purpose it is used.  
 

7 Landscape and Visual 
 

Q1.7.32 M Allen for Mr Caddick 
and Mr Chandler 

There is very little detail of the cost/benefit of the various alternatives in terms of environmental damage 
and the third option does not appear to have been considered in any great detail at all.  Why does the 
subsea cable need to be AC, it is understood that the supply from Belgium will be DC so was any work 
undertaken to assess the cost of diverting this around the north Kent coast to Graveney. 
 

Q1.7.38 M Allen for Mr Caddick 
and Mr Chandler 

If the project is to go ahead, our client’s principal concern is the height of the towers proposed and their 
dominance in an otherwise fairly flat landscape.  Using lower towers will lessen their effect in this 
landscape. 
 

Q1.7.43 M Allen for Mr Caddick 
and Mr Chandler 

Mr Caddick and Mr Chandler do not consider that the applicant has given appropriate consideration to 
the Holford Rules as:- 

1. They have not fully considered alternative routes for getting the electricity for Richborough 
International Grid which would allow them to avoid altogether areas of high amenity and 
landscape value. 

2. They have not fully explored alternative technologies for getting the electricity from Richborough 
into the National Grid. 

3. They do not appear to have considered the improvement that may be possible where the country is 
flat and sparsely planted, such as the Ash Levels, of reducing the number of overhead lines by 



either using an undersea route or putting the line underground. 
 

  Pylon design 
Q1.7.53 M Allen for Mr Caddick 

and Mr Chandler. 
It is not clear from the pylon design options report what type of pylon is envisaged in the vicinity of our 
client’s land other than a lattice type.  Reference is made to the low height pylon having less effect on 
landscape in this section and Mr Chandler and Mr Caddick support the use of such a pylon near their 
land if the project goes ahead. 

 




