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In support of Q’s 1.1.2 & 1.1.3 - Response to 
Joint Councils: Coverage of Dust Risk 
Assessment mitigation measures in 
Construction Environmental Management 
Plan 

  





 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This note has been produced following feedback from the Local Authorities with regard to ensuring 
all measures proposed in the Dust Risk Assessment are adequately secured and delivered through 
the DCO.   

 

The measures outlined in the Dust Risk Assessment (Document 5.4, Appendix 12A) are derived 
from the Institute of Air Quality Management (IAQM) Guidance on the Assessment of Dust from 
Demolition and Construction (2014) and have been adapted and tailored for the proposed 
development, based on the worst case risk for each construction activity.  In accordance with the 
guidance, construction dust effects would not be significant with the implementation of the proposed 
environmental measures.  Therefore the measures proposed in the Dust Risk Assessment have 
been included in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP; Document 5.4, 
Appendix 3C). The CEMP is secured under Requirement 5, Schedule 3 of the DCO (Document 
2.1) and therefore must be implemented in full unless otherwise agreed with the relevant Planning 
Authority.  

 

Several of the recommended measures, such as those relating to communications, are covered in 
other sections of the CEMP as these are not discipline specific.  These measures were therefore not 
replicated in the Air Quality Section of the CEMP (Section 4.8).  To provide clarity, Table 1 below 
presents the measures recommended in the Dust Risk Assessment, with an additional column to 
indicate where the measure has been covered in the CEMP. 

 

Table 1 Environmental measures for Sections A to D and where the measures are included in 
the CEMP 

Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

Communications  

Develop and implement a 
stakeholder communications plan 
that includes community 
engagement before work 
commences on site. 

H Stakeholder communications has been 
covered in Section 2.9 of the CEMP.  
Community engagement is covered in 
Section 2.10.  It is considered that the 
text included within these sections 
sufficiently addresses this measure, 
and that a separate (Air Quality) 
stakeholder communications plan is not 
required. 

Display the name and contact 
details of person(s) accountable 
for air quality and dust issues on 
the site boundary. This may be 
the environment 
manager/engineer or the site 

H 2.10.2 states that “the project helpline 
and website information will be visible 
on boards placed around the perimeter 
of the construction site”.  The 
community relations team will manage 
the helpline as the first point of contact 
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Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

manager. for any project related construction 
queries and liaise with the other 
members of the project team to 
investigate any complaints. Whilst the 
details of the person accountable for air 
quality specifically will not be displayed, 
the community relations team would 
ensure that any air quality and dust 
issues are passed to the relevant 
person.  It is therefore considered that 
this measure is sufficiently covered in 
the CEMP. 

Display the head or regional office 
contact information. 

H As stated in 2.10.2, the 24 hour project 
helpline and website information will be 
visible on boards placed around the 
perimeter of the construction site.  As 
stated in 2.10.3, the community 
relations team will ensure that any 
complaints are recorded and 
appropriately managed. Complaints will 
be investigated and appropriate action 
will be taken.  It is therefore considered 
that sufficient information will be 
provided on the boards surrounding the 
site, and that the measure has been 
adequately covered in the CEMP. 

Site management  

Record all dust and air quality 
complaints, identify cause(s), take 
appropriate measures to reduce 
emissions in a timely manner, and 
record the measures taken. 

H 4.8.5 states that “records will be kept of 
air quality incidents and complaints in 
accordance with section 2.11 of this 
CEMP”.  Please note that the CEMP is 
being updated and the section number 
reference will be changed from 2.11 to 
2.12.  2.10.3 states that “the community 
relations team will ensure the details of 
any complaints are recorded and all 
complaints are appropriately managed. 
Complaints will be investigated and 
appropriate action will be taken.”  
Additionally, Section 2.13 details the 
investigation procedure, which includes 
investigation of the incident, preparation 
of an action plan to determine why the 
incident occurred, whether any 
modifications to working practices are 
required to prevent a recurrence and 
updates to the CEMP and Safety 
Health and Environment (SHE) Plan if 
necessary and the appropriate statutory 
body informed (in the case of air quality 
this will be the Environmental Health 



 

       

 

Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

Officer (EHO) at the relevant Local 
Authority).  It is therefore considered 
that this measure is sufficiently covered 
in the CEMP. 

Make the complaints log available 
to the local authorities when 
asked. 

H 2.12.6 states that National Grid’s and 
the contractors’ monitoring reports will 
be made available to statutory and non-
statutory bodies on request. This would 
include the complaints log.  It is 
therefore considered that this measure 
is sufficiently covered in the CEMP.   

Record any exceptional incidents 
that cause dust and/or air 
emissions, either on- or off-site, 
and the action taken to resolve 
the situation in the log book. 

H Section 2.13 details the procedure that 
would be followed in the event of an 
incident.  2.13.3 states that “all 
incidents associated with the 
construction of the proposed 
development, including environmental 
incidents and non-conformance with the 
CEMP, will be reported and 
investigated using the Pollution Incident 
Control Plan (PICP)”.  2.13.4 states that 
“an action plan will be prepared to 
determine why the incident occurred 
and whether any modifications to 
working practices are required to 
prevent a recurrence. If necessary, the 
CEMP and SHE Plan will be updated 
(and any other plans as appropriate) 
and all workers will be notified.” It is 
therefore considered that this measure 
is sufficiently covered in the CEMP. 

Hold regular liaison meetings with 
other high risk construction sites 
within 500m of the site boundary 
if applicable to ensure plans are 
co-ordinated and dust and 
particulate matter emissions are 
minimised. It is important to 
understand the interactions of the 
off-site transport/ deliveries which 
might be using the same strategic 
road network routes. 

D Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Monitoring  

Undertake daily on-site and off-
site inspection, where receptors 
(including roads) are nearby, to 
monitor dust, record inspection 
results, and make the log 
available to the Local Authorities 
when asked. This should include 
regular dust soiling checks of 

D Measure included in 4.8.4. 



 

       

 

Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

surfaces such as street furniture, 
cars and window sills within 100m 
of site boundary, with cleaning to 
be provided if necessary. 

Carry out regular site inspections 
to monitor compliance with the 
DMP, record inspection results, 
and make an inspection log 
available to the local authorities 
when asked. 

H Section 2.12 details the daily 
inspections that would take place, 
which will include monitoring 
conformance with the CEMP.  2.12.4 
states that “environmental performance 
data will be collected and collated into 
the SHE Plan”.  As stated in 2.12.6, 
“National Grid’s and the contractors’ 
monitoring reports will be made 
available to statutory and non-statutory 
bodies on request.”  It is therefore 
considered that this measure is 
sufficiently covered in the CEMP.  

Increase the frequency of site 
inspections by the person 
accountable for air quality and 
dust issues on site when activities 
with a high potential to produce 
dust are being carried out and 
during prolonged dry or windy 
conditions. 

H Measure included in 4.8.4. 

Consider dust monitoring within 
Section A and agree monitoring 
locations with the Local 
Authorities.  

H Given the nature of the works (that is, 
that they are transient and linear, and 
there is only a low to medium risk of 
dust effects), and the routine site 
inspections, further dust monitoring is 
not considered necessary at this time.  
However, should the site inspections 
indicate air quality and dust issues, 
further monitoring will be considered.   

Preparing and maintaining the site  

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

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Erect solid screens or barriers 
around dusty activities or the site 
boundary so that they are at least 
as high as any stockpiles on site. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Fully enclose site or specific 
operations where there is a high 
potential for dust production and 
the site is active for an extensive 
period. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Avoid site runoff of water or mud. H Measure included in 4.8.2. 



 

       

 

Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

Keep site fencing, barriers and 
scaffolding clean using wet 
methods.  

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Remove materials that have a 
potential to produce dust from site 
as soon as possible, unless being 
re-used on site. If they are being 
re-used on-site, cover as 
described below. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Cover, seed or fence stockpiles to 
prevent wind whipping.  

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Operating vehicle/machinery and sustainable travel  

Ensure all vehicles switch off 
engines when stationary - no 
idling vehicles.  

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Avoid the use of diesel or petrol 
powered generators and use 
mains electricity or battery 
powered equipment where 
practicable. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Impose and signpost a maximum-
speed-limit of 15mph on surfaced 
and 10mph on unsurfaced haul 
roads and work areas (if long haul 
routes are required, these speeds 
may be increased with suitable 
additional control measures 
provided, subject to the approval 
of the nominated undertaker and 
with the agreement of the Local 
Authorities, where appropriate). 

D Measure included in 4.8.2.  There are 
no temporary surfaced roads proposed, 
therefore the 15mph limit was removed 
from this measure in the CEMP.  
However bell mouths will be surfaced 
and existing access roads may 
currently be surfaced therefore it is 
proposed that the text as provided in 
the Dust Risk Assessment including the 
15mph limit for surfaces haul roads is 
included in the CEMP at the next 
document update.  

Contractor to prepare 
Construction Traffic Management 
Plan, which includes measures to 
manage the sustainable delivery 
of goods and materials.  

H A Construction Traffic Management 
Plan (CTMP) has been prepared 
(Document 5.4, Appendix 3G).  One 
of the objectives of the plan is to 
“minimise construction trips where 
possible”. 

 

 

Implement a Travel Plan that 
supports and encourages 
sustainable travel (public 
transport, cycling, walking, and 
car-sharing). 

D As stated in 5.19.2 of the CTMP, “the 
Travel Plan will be produced by the 
contractor at detailed design stage and 
will form part of the evolution of the 
CTMP.”  Additionally, the following 
measure has been included in 4.8.2 of 
the CEMP: “alternative methods for 
business travel will be considered by all 



 

       

 

Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

employees to reduce vehicle use”.   

Operations  

Only use cutting, grinding or 
sawing equipment fitted or in 
conjunction with suitable dust 
suppression techniques such as 
water sprays or local extraction, 
e.g. suitable local exhaust 
ventilation systems. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Ensure an adequate water supply 
on the site for effective 
dust/particulate matter 
suppression/mitigation, using 
non-potable water where possible 
and appropriate. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Use enclosed chutes and 
conveyors and covered skips, 
should they be required. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Minimise drop heights from 
conveyors, loading shovels, 
hoppers and other loading or 
handling equipment and use fine 
water sprays on such equipment 
wherever appropriate. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Ensure equipment is readily 
available on site to clean any dry 
spillages, and clean up spillages 
as soon as reasonably practicable 
after the event using wet cleaning 
methods. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Waste management  

No bonfires and burning of waste 
materials.  

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Demolition  

Ensure effective water 
suppression is used during 
demolition operations where 
applicable. Hand held sprays are 
more effective than hoses 
attached to equipment as the 
water can be directed to where it 
is needed. In addition, high 
volume water suppression 
systems, manually controlled, can 
produce fine water droplets that 
effectively bring the dust particles 
to the ground. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 



 

       

 

Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

Avoid explosive blasting, using 
appropriate manual or mechanical 
alternatives.  

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Bag and remove any biological 
debris or damp down such 
material before demolition.  

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Earthworks  

Re-vegetate earthworks and 
exposed areas/soil stockpiles to 
stabilise surfaces as soon as 
practicable. 

D Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Use Hessian, mulches or 
trackifiers where it is not possible 
to re-vegetate or cover with 
topsoil, as soon as practicable. 
Only remove the cover in small 
areas during work and not all at 
once. 

D Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Construction  

Avoid scabbling (roughening of 
concrete surfaces) if possible. 

D Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Ensure sand and other 
aggregates are stored in bunded 
areas and are not allowed to dry 
out, unless this is required for a 
particular process, in which case 
ensure that appropriate additional 
control measures are in place. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Ensure bulk cement and other 
fine powder materials are 
delivered in enclosed tankers and 
stored in silos with suitable 
emission control systems to 
prevent escape of material and 
overfilling during delivery. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

For smaller supplies of fine power 
materials ensure bags are sealed 
after use and stored appropriately 
to prevent dust. 

D Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Trackout  

Use water-assisted dust 
sweeper(s) on the access and 
local roads, to remove, as 
necessary, any material tracked 
out of the site. This may require 
the sweeper being continuously in 
use. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 



 

       

 

Measure Highly recommended 
(H) or Desirable (D) 
measure 

Location in CEMP 

Avoid dry sweeping of large 
areas. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

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

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Inspect on-site haul routes for 
integrity and instigate necessary 
repairs to the surface as soon as 
reasonably practicable. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Record all inspections of haul 
routes and any subsequent action 
in a site log book.  

H As stated in 2.12.1, “the contractors will 
undertake daily inspections, which will 
include monitoring conformance with 
the CEMP. Daily assessment forms will 
be completed during the daily checks”.  
Daily inspections would include 
inspection of on-site haul routes.  It is 
therefore considered that this measure 
is sufficiently covered in the CEMP. 

Install hard surfaced haul routes, 
which are regularly damped down 
with fixed or mobile sprinkler 
systems, or mobile water bowsers 
and regularly cleaned. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Implement a wheel washing 
system. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Ensure there is an adequate area 
of hard surfaced road between 
the wheel washing area and the 
site exit, wherever site size and 
layout permits. 

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Access gates to be located at 
least 10m from receptors where 
possible.  

H Measure included in 4.8.2. 

Construction traffic  

Construction vehicles should 
avoid travelling through Air 
Quality Management Areas 
(AQMAs) where possible, namely, 
the Canterbury City Council 
AQMA (refer to Figure 12.1 in 
Volume 5, Document 5.3). 

D Measure included in 4.8.2. 
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In support of Q.1.2.7 - European Site 
Conservation Objectives for Thanet Coast 
Special Area of Conservation Site Code: 
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European Site Conservation Objectives for 
Thanet Coast Special Area of Conservation 

Site Code: UK0013107  
 
 

With regard to the SAC and the natural habitats and/or species for which the site has been designated 
(the ‘Qualifying Features’ listed below), and subject to natural change; 
 
Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as appropriate, and ensure that the 
site contributes to achieving the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features, by 
maintaining or restoring; 
 

 The extent and distribution of qualifying natural habitats   

 The structure and function (including typical species) of qualifying natural habitats, and  

 The supporting processes on which qualifying natural habitats rely  

 
This document should be read in conjunction with the accompanying Supplementary Advice document, 
which provides more detailed advice and information to enable the application and achievement of the 
Objectives set out above.  

 
Qualifying Features:  

 
H1170. Reefs 

H8330. Submerged or partially submerged sea caves 

 

  

  
 
 
 
 



 

 
This is a European Marine Site 

This site is a part of the North East Kent European Marine Site.  These conservation objectives should 
be used in conjunction with the Regulation 35 Conservation Advice Package, for further details please 
contact Natural England’s enquiry service at enquiries@naturalengland.org.uk, or by phone on 
0845 600 3078, or visit the Natural England website at: 
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/marine/protectandmanage/mpa/europeansites.aspx 

 
Explanatory Notes: European Site Conservation Objectives 
 
These Conservation Objectives are those referred to in the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (the “Habitats Regulations”) and Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive. They must be 
considered when a competent authority is required to make a ‘Habitats Regulations Assessment’, 
including an Appropriate Assessment, under the relevant parts of this legislation. 
 
These Conservation Objectives and the accompanying Supplementary Advice (where available) will also 
provide a framework to inform the measures needed to conserve or restore the European Site and the 
prevention of deterioration or significant disturbance of its qualifying features as required by the 
provisions of Article 6(1) and 6(2) of the Directive.  
 
These Conservation Objectives are set for each habitat or species of a Special Area of Conservation 
(SAC).  Where the objectives are met, the site will be considered to exhibit a high degree of integrity and 
to be contributing to achieving Favourable Conservation Status for that species or habitat type at a UK 
level. The term ‘favourable conservation status’ is defined in Article 1 of the Habitats Directive. 
 
 
 
Publication date: 30 June 2014 – version 2. This document updates and replaces an earlier version 
dated 29 May 2012 to reflect Natural England’s Strategic Standard on European Site Conservation 
Objectives 2014. 
 

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/marine/protectandmanage/mpa/europeansites.aspx
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4


 

 

 
 
 

European Site Conservation Objectives for 
Sandwich Bay Special Area of Conservation 

Site Code: UK0013077  
 
 

With regard to the SAC and the natural habitats and/or species for which the site has been designated 
(the ‘Qualifying Features’ listed below), and subject to natural change; 
 
Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as appropriate, and ensure that the 
site contributes to achieving the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features, by 
maintaining or restoring; 
 

 The extent and distribution of qualifying natural habitats   

 The structure and function (including typical species) of qualifying natural habitats, and  

 The supporting processes on which qualifying natural habitats rely  

 
This document should be read in conjunction with the accompanying Supplementary Advice document, 
which provides more detailed advice and information to enable the application and achievement of the 
Objectives set out above.  

 
Qualifying Features:  

 
H2110. Embryonic shifting dunes 

H2120. Shifting dunes along the shoreline with Ammophila arenaria ("white dunes"); Shifting dunes with 
marram 

H2130. Fixed dunes with herbaceous vegetation ("grey dunes"); Dune grassland* 

H2170. Dunes with Salix repens ssp. argentea (Salicion arenariae); Dunes with creeping willow 

H2190. Humid dune slacks 

  
 
 
 
 

* denotes a priority natural habitat or species (supporting explanatory text on following page) 



 

 
This is a European Marine Site 

This site is a part of the North East Kent European Marine Site.  These conservation objectives should 
be used in conjunction with the Regulation 35 Conservation Advice Package, for further details please 
contact Natural England’s enquiry service at enquiries@naturalengland.org.uk, or by phone on 
0845 600 3078, or visit the Natural England website at: 
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/marine/protectandmanage/mpa/europeansites.aspx 

 
* Priority natural habitats or species 
 
Some of the natural habitats and species listed in the Habitats Directive and for which SACs have been 
selected are considered to be particular priorities for conservation at a European scale and are subject to 
special provisions in the Directive and the Habitats Regulations.  These priority natural habitats and 
species are denoted by an asterisk (*) in Annex I and II of the Directive.  The term ‘priority’ is also used 
in other contexts, for example with reference to particular habitats or species that are prioritised in UK 
Biodiversity Action Plans. It is important to note however that these are not necessarily the priority 
natural habitats or species within the meaning of the Habitats Directive or the Habitats Regulations. 
 

Explanatory Notes: European Site Conservation Objectives 
 
These Conservation Objectives are those referred to in the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (the “Habitats Regulations”) and Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive. They must be 
considered when a competent authority is required to make a ‘Habitats Regulations Assessment’, 
including an Appropriate Assessment, under the relevant parts of this legislation. 
 
These Conservation Objectives and the accompanying Supplementary Advice (where available) will also 
provide a framework to inform the measures needed to conserve or restore the European Site and the 
prevention of deterioration or significant disturbance of its qualifying features as required by the 
provisions of Article 6(1) and 6(2) of the Directive.  
 
These Conservation Objectives are set for each habitat or species of a Special Area of Conservation 
(SAC).  Where the objectives are met, the site will be considered to exhibit a high degree of integrity and 
to be contributing to achieving Favourable Conservation Status for that species or habitat type at a UK 
level. The term ‘favourable conservation status’ is defined in Article 1 of the Habitats Directive. 
 
 
 
Publication date: 30 June 2014 – version 2. This document updates and replaces an earlier version 
dated 29 May 2012 to reflect Natural England’s Strategic Standard on European Site Conservation 
Objectives 2014. 
 

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/marine/protectandmanage/mpa/europeansites.aspx
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4


 

 
 
 

European Site Conservation Objectives for 
Stodmarsh Special Area of Conservation 

Site code:  UK0030283 
 
 

With regard to the SAC and the natural habitats and/or species for which the site has been designated 
(the ‘Qualifying Features’ listed below), and subject to natural change; 
 
Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as appropriate, and ensure that the 
site contributes to achieving the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features, by 
maintaining or restoring; 
 
 The extent and distribution of the habitats of qualifying species  
 The structure and function of the habitats of qualifying species 
 The supporting processes on which the habitats of qualifying species rely  
 The populations of the qualifying species, and,  
 The distribution of the qualifying species within the site.  

 
This document should be read in conjunction with the accompanying Supplementary Advice document, 
which provides more detailed advice and information to enable the application and achievement of the 
Objectives set out above.  
 
 
Qualifying Features:  

 
S1016. Vertigo moulinsiana; Desmoulin`s whorl snail 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
Explanatory Notes: European Site Conservation Objectives 
 
These Conservation Objectives are those referred to in the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (the “Habitats Regulations”) and Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive. They must be 
considered when a competent authority is required to make a ‘Habitats Regulations Assessment’, 
including an Appropriate Assessment, under the relevant parts of this legislation. 
 
These Conservation Objectives and the accompanying Supplementary Advice (where this is available) 
will also provide a framework to inform the measures needed to conserve or restore the European Site 
and the prevention of deterioration or significant disturbance of its qualifying features as required by the 
provisions of Article 6(1) and 6(2) of the Directive.  
 
These Conservation Objectives are set for each habitat or species of a Special Area of Conservation 
(SAC).  Where the objectives are met, the site will be considered to exhibit a high degree of integrity and 
to be contributing to achieving Favourable Conservation Status for that species or habitat type at a UK 
level. The term ‘favourable conservation status’ is defined in Article 1 of the Habitats Directive. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Publication date: 30 June 2014 – version 2. This document updates and replaces an earlier version 
dated 29 May 2012 to reflect Natural England’s Strategic Standard on European Site Conservation 
Objectives 2014. 
 

 

http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4


 

 

 
 
 

European Site Conservation Objectives for 
Blean Complex Special Area of Conservation 

Site Code: UK0013697  
 
 

With regard to the SAC and the natural habitats and/or species for which the site has been designated 
(the ‘Qualifying Features’ listed below), and subject to natural change; 
 
Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as appropriate, and ensure that the 
site contributes to achieving the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features, by 
maintaining or restoring; 
 

 The extent and distribution of qualifying natural habitats  

 The structure and function (including typical species) of qualifying natural habitats, and  

 The supporting processes on which qualifying natural habitats rely  

 
This document should be read in conjunction with the accompanying Supplementary Advice document, 
which provides more detailed advice and information to enable the application and achievement of the 
Objectives set out above.  

 
Qualifying Features:  

 
H9160. Sub-Atlantic and medio-European oak or oak-hornbeam forests of the Carpinion betuli; Oak-
hornbeam forests 

  

  
 
 
 
 



 

Explanatory Notes: European Site Conservation Objectives 
 
These Conservation Objectives are those referred to in the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (the “Habitats Regulations”) and Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive. They must be 
considered when a competent authority is required to make a ‘Habitats Regulations Assessment’, 
including an Appropriate Assessment, under the relevant parts of this legislation. 
 
These Conservation Objectives and the accompanying Supplementary Advice (where available) will also 
provide a framework to inform the measures needed to conserve or restore the European Site and the 
prevention of deterioration or significant disturbance of its qualifying features as required by the 
provisions of Article 6(1) and 6(2) of the Directive.  
 
These Conservation Objectives are set for each habitat or species of a Special Area of Conservation 
(SAC).  Where the objectives are met, the site will be considered to exhibit a high degree of integrity and 
to be contributing to achieving Favourable Conservation Status for that species or habitat type at a UK 
level. The term ‘favourable conservation status’ is defined in Article 1 of the Habitats Directive. 
 
 
 
Publication date: 30 June 2014 – version 2. This document updates and replaces an earlier version 
dated 29 May 2012 to reflect Natural England’s Strategic Standard on European Site Conservation 
Objectives 2014. 
 

http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4


 

 
 
 

European Site Conservation Objectives for 
Tankerton Slopes and Swalecliffe Special Area of Conservation 

Site code:  UK0030378 
 

With regard to the SAC and the natural habitats and/or species for which the site has been designated 
(the ‘Qualifying Features’ listed below), and subject to natural change; 
 
Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as appropriate, and ensure that the 
site contributes to achieving the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features, by 
maintaining or restoring; 
 
 The extent and distribution of the habitats of qualifying species  
 The structure and function of the habitats of qualifying species 
 The supporting processes on which the habitats of qualifying species rely  
 The populations of qualifying species, and,  
 The distribution of qualifying species within the site.  

 
This document should be read in conjunction with the accompanying Supplementary Advice document 
(where available), which provides more detailed advice and information to enable the application and 
achievement of the Objectives set out above.  
 
 
Qualifying Features:  

 
S4035. Gortyna borelii lunata; Fisher's estuarine moth 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
Explanatory Notes: European Site Conservation Objectives 
 
These Conservation Objectives are those referred to in the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (the “Habitats Regulations”) and Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive. They must be 
considered when a competent authority is required to make a ‘Habitats Regulations Assessment’, 
including an Appropriate Assessment, under the relevant parts of this legislation. 
 
These Conservation Objectives and the accompanying Supplementary Advice (where this is available) 
will also provide a framework to inform the measures needed to conserve or restore the European Site 
and the prevention of deterioration or significant disturbance of its qualifying features as required by the 
provisions of Article 6(1) and 6(2) of the Directive.  
 
These Conservation Objectives are set for each habitat or species.  Where the objectives are met, the 
site will be considered to exhibit a high degree of integrity and to be contributing to achieving Favourable 
Conservation Status for that species or habitat type at a UK level. The term ‘favourable conservation 
status’ is defined in Article 1 of the Habitats Directive. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Publication date: 26 April 2016 (version 2). This document updates and replaces a previous version 
dated 21 November 2015 to reflect the change in the site’s status from Site of Community Importance 
(SCI) to SAC.  
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Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands 
(RIS) 

Categories approved by Recommendation 4.7 (1990), as amended by Resolution VIII.13 of the 8th Conference of the Contracting Parties 
(2002) and Resolutions IX.1 Annex B, IX.6,  IX.21 and IX. 22 of the 9th Conference of the Contracting Parties (2005). 

 
Notes for compilers: 

1.  The RIS should be completed in accordance with the attached Explanatory Notes and Guidelines for completing the 
Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands. Compilers are strongly advised to read this guidance before filling in the 
RIS. 

 
2.  Further information and guidance in support of Ramsar site designations are provided in the Strategic Framework for 

the future development of the List of Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Wise Use Handbook 7, 2nd 
edition, as amended by COP9 Resolution IX.1 Annex B). A 3rd edition of the Handbook, incorporating these 
amendments, is in preparation and will be available in 2006. 

 
3.  Once completed, the RIS (and accompanying map(s)) should be submitted to the Ramsar Secretariat. Compilers 

should provide an electronic (MS Word) copy of the RIS and, where possible, digital copies of all maps. 
  
1.  Name and address of the compiler of this form: 
  

Joint Nature Conservation Committee 
Monkstone House 
City Road 
Peterborough 
Cambridgeshire  PE1 1JY 
UK 
Telephone/Fax: +44 (0)1733 – 562 626 / +44 (0)1733 – 555 948 
Email: RIS@JNCC.gov.uk  

 
 

2.  Date this sheet was completed/updated: 
Designated:  28 July 1994   

3.  Country: 
UK (England)  

4.  Name of the Ramsar site:  
Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay   

5.  Designation of new Ramsar site or update of existing site: 
 
This RIS is for:  Updated information on an existing Ramsar site 

 
6.  For RIS updates only, changes to the site since its designation or earlier update: 

 a) Site boundary and area:  
   

** Important note: If the boundary and/or area of the designated site is being restricted/reduced, the Contracting Party should 
have followed the procedures established by the Conference of the Parties in the Annex to COP9 Resolution IX.6 and 
provided a report in line with paragraph 28 of that Annex, prior to the submission of an updated RIS. 
 
b) Describe briefly any major changes to the ecological character of the Ramsar site, including 
in the application of the Criteria, since the previous RIS for the site: 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY. 
 DD  MM  YY 
 
  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Designation date  Site Reference Number 
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7.  Map of site included: 
Refer to Annex III of the Explanatory Notes and Guidelines, for detailed guidance on provision of suitable maps, including 
digital maps. 

a) A map of the site, with clearly delineated boundaries, is included as: 

i) hard copy (required for inclusion of site in the Ramsar List): yes  -or- no ; 
ii) an electronic  format (e.g. a JPEG or ArcView image)  Yes 
iii) a GIS file providing geo-referenced site boundary vectors and attribute tables yes  -or- 
no ; 

 
b) Describe briefly the type of boundary delineation applied: 
e.g. the boundary is the same as an existing protected area (nature reserve, national park etc.), or follows a catchment boundary, or 
follows a geopolitical boundary such as a local government jurisdiction, follows physical boundaries such as roads, follows the 
shoreline of a waterbody, etc. 

The site boundary is the same as, or falls within, an existing protected area. 

For precise boundary details, please refer to paper map provided at designation  
8.  Geographical coordinates (latitude/longitude): 
51 18 18 N 01 22 47 E  
9.  General location:  
Include in which part of the country and which large administrative region(s), and the location of the nearest large town. 
Nearest town/city: Margate and Ramsgate 
The site lies on the east Kent coast, between Deal to the south-east and Whitestable to the north-west. 
Administrative region:  Kent 
 
10.  Elevation (average and/or max. & min.) (metres):  11.  Area (hectares):  2169.23 

Min.  -1 
Max.  6 
Mean  0  

12.  General overview of the site:  
Provide a short paragraph giving a summary description of the principal ecological characteristics and importance of the 
wetland. 
A coastal site, consisting of a long stretch of rocky shore, adjoining areas of estuary, sand dune, 
maritime grassland, saltmarsh and grazing marsh. The wetland habitats support 15 British Red Data 
Book invertebrates, as well as a large number of nationally scarce species. The site attracts 
internationally important numbers of turnstone Arenaria interpres, and nationally important numbers 
of nationally important wintering populations of four wader species: ringed plover, golden plover, 
grey plover and sanderling, as well as Lapland bunting. The site is used by large numbers of migratory 
birds. 
 
13.  Ramsar Criteria:  
Circle or underline each Criterion applied to the designation of the Ramsar site. See Annex II of the Explanatory Notes and 
Guidelines for the Criteria and guidelines for their application (adopted by Resolution VII.11). 

2, 6 
 
14.  Justification for the application of each Criterion listed in 13 above:  
Provide justification for each Criterion in turn, clearly identifying to which Criterion the justification applies (see Annex II 
for guidance on acceptable forms of justification).  

Ramsar criterion 2 
Supports 15 British Red Data Book wetland invertebrates. 
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Ramsar criterion 6 – species/populations 
occurring at levels of international 
importance. 
 

 

Qualifying Species/populations (as identified at designation): 
Species with peak counts in winter: 
Ruddy turnstone ,  Arenaria interpres interpres, 
NE Canada, Greenland/W Europe & NW Africa  

1007 individuals, representing an average of 1% 
of the population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Contemporary data and information on waterbird trends at this site and their regional (sub-national) 
and national contexts can be found in the Wetland Bird Survey report, which is updated annually.  See 
www.bto.org/survey/webs/webs-alerts-index.htm. 
 
  
15.  Biogeography (required when Criteria 1 and/or 3 and /or certain applications of Criterion 2 are 

applied to the designation):  
Name the relevant biogeographic region that includes the Ramsar site, and identify the biogeographic regionalisation system 
that has been applied. 

a) biogeographic region: 
Atlantic  

b) biogeographic regionalisation scheme (include reference citation): 
Council Directive 92/43/EEC 

 
16.  Physical features of the site:  
Describe, as appropriate, the geology, geomorphology; origins - natural or artificial; hydrology; soil type; water quality; 
water depth, water permanence; fluctuations in water level; tidal variations; downstream area; general climate, etc. 
 
Soil & geology basic, neutral, shingle, sand, mud, clay, alluvium, peat, 

nutrient-rich, nutrient-poor, sedimentary, limestone/chalk 
Geomorphology and landscape lowland, coastal, valley, floodplain, barrier beach, intertidal 

sediments (including sandflat/mudflat), open coast 
(including bay), estuary, cave/tunnel, lagoon, cliffs, pools 

Nutrient status eutrophic, highly eutrophic 
pH alkaline 
Salinity brackish / mixosaline, fresh, saline / euhaline 
Soil mainly mineral, mainly organic 
Water permanence usually permanent 
Summary of main climatic features Annual averages (Greenwich, 1971–2000) 

(www.metoffice.com/climate/uk/averages/19712000/sites
/greenwich.html) 

Max. daily temperature: 14.8° C  
Min. daily temperature: 7.2° C 
Days of air frost: 29.1 
Rainfall: 583.6 mm  
Hrs. of sunshine: 1461.0 

 
General description of the Physical Features: 

Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay consists of a long stretch of rocky shore, adjoining areas of 
estuary, sand dune, maritime grassland, saltmarsh and grazing marsh. 
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17.  Physical features of the catchment area:  
Describe the surface area, general geology and geomorphological features, general soil types, general land use, and climate 
(including climate type). 

Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay consists of a long stretch of rocky shore, adjoining areas of 
estuary, sand dune, maritime grassland, saltmarsh and grazing marsh. 

 
18.  Hydrological values: 
Describe the functions and values of the wetland in groundwater recharge, flood control, sediment trapping, shoreline 
stabilization, etc. 

Shoreline stabilisation and dissipation of erosive forces  
19.  Wetland types: 

Inland wetland, Marine/coastal wetland 

Code Name % Area 
G Tidal flats 56 
D Rocky shores 15.5 
4 Seasonally flooded agricultural land 15 
M Rivers / streams / creeks: permanent 10 
Xf Freshwater, tree-dominated wetlands 1 
E Sand / shingle shores (including dune systems) 0.9 
F Estuarine waters 0.8 
Tp Freshwater marshes / pools: permanent 0.6 
H Salt marshes 0.2 
 
  
20.  General ecological features: 
Provide further description, as appropriate, of the main habitats, vegetation types, plant and animal communities present in 
the Ramsar site, and the ecosystem services of the site and the benefits derived from them. 
Chalk cliffs and rocky shore:  Much of the Thanet coastline consists of chalk cliffs, approx. 75% of 
which has been subjected to the building of sea defences. Where the cliffs are undefended they 
contain a large number of sea caves which are are rich in marine algae. The chalk shore platform is 
the most extensive such area in the UK and supports a range of characteristic biotopes. 

Sand/mud flats:  There are extensive areas of intertidal mud and sand flat that are attractive to 
waders. 

 

Saltmarsh:  The relatively small areas of saltmarsh integrate in some areas with the sand dune 
communities. Common species include Puccinellia maritima, Atriplex portulacoides, and Limonium 
vulgare. Scarce plants include Inulia crithmoides. 

 

Shingle beach:  The coastline around Sandwich and Reculver is fringed by shingle beach, mostly 
unvegetated. There are small areas of vegetated shingle with species such as Glaucium flavum, and 
Crambe maritima. 

 

Sand dune:  Part of the site includes a part of a larger area of dune grassland. Here there are small 
areas of young Ammophila arenaria dune, with large areas of fixed dune, dominated by Festuca 
rubra, Galium verum communities. The scarce rush Juncus acutus occurs here. Lizard orchid 
Himantoglossum hircinum and bedstraw broomrape Orobanche caryophyllacea both occur on the 
dune grassland. 
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There are extensive areas of grazing marsh located in some areas on alluvial deposits, and in other 
areas on thick beds of peat. The peat-dominated areas have the greatest interest, supporting the 
nationally scarce Potamogeton coloratus and Sparganium minimum at its only locality in south-east 
England; the ditches support a wide diversity of aquatic plants typical of south-eastern grazing marsh, 
other scarce species include Myriophyllum verticillatum and Althaea officinalis. Much of the grazing 
marsh has been subject to agricultural improvement.  A few fields remain, however, with an 
unimproved turf and a relatively diverse flora. 

 

Arable:  Some areas of grazing marsh have been ploughed and drained. The ditches retain some 
water, but with an impoverished flora, dominated by emergents such as Typha latifolia, T. 
angustifolia and Phragmites australis. 

Ecosystem services 

 
 
21.  Noteworthy flora:  
Provide additional information on particular species and why they are noteworthy (expanding as necessary on information 
provided in 12. Justification for the application of the Criteria) indicating, e.g. which species/communities are unique, rare, 
endangered or biogeographically important, etc. Do not include here taxonomic lists of species present – these may be 
supplied as supplementary information to the RIS. 

Nationally important species occurring on the site. 

Higher Plants. 
Juncus acutus, Potamogeton coloratus, Ceratophyllum submersum, Myriophyllum verticillatum, 

Carex divisia, Althaea officinalis, Frankenia laevis, Inula crithmoides 
Non-wetland higher plants of importance: 
Plants of sand dunes:  Himantoglossum hircinum (90% UK population on dunes at Sandwich Bay); 

Orobanche caryophyllacea.  
Plants of chalk cliffs:  Brassica oleracea var. oleracea; Matthiola incana; Matthiola sinuata; 

Limonium binervosum.  
22.  Noteworthy fauna:  
Provide additional information on particular species and why they are noteworthy (expanding as necessary on information 
provided in 12. Justification for the application of the Criteria) indicating, e.g. which species/communities are unique, rare, 
endangered or biogeographically important, etc., including count data. Do not include here taxonomic lists of species present 
– these may be supplied as supplementary information to the RIS. 
Birds 
Species currently occurring at levels of national importance: 
Species with peak counts in spring/autumn: 
Ringed plover ,  Charadrius hiaticula, 
Europe/Northwest Africa  

649 individuals, representing an average of 2% of 
the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Common greenshank ,  Tringa nebularia, 
Europe/W Africa  

35 individuals, representing an average of 5.8% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Species with peak counts in winter: 
Red-throated diver ,  Gavia stellata, NW Europe  57 individuals, representing an average of 1.1% 

of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Great crested grebe ,  Podiceps cristatus 
cristatus, NW Europe  

218 individuals, representing an average of 1.3% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 
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European golden plover ,  Pluvialis apricaria 
apricaria, P. a. altifrons Iceland & Faroes/E 
Atlantic  

4190 individuals, representing an average of 1.6% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Sanderling ,  Calidris alba, Eastern Atlantic  598 individuals, representing an average of 2.9% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3)  

Species Information 

Nationally important species occurring on the site. 
Sand lizards Lacerta agilis are being reintroduced to the site on the Sandwich & Pegwell Bay 

NNR, September 2004, as part of a national programme of reintroduction to seven sites across 
England.  

Invertebrates. 
Lixus vilis, Stigmella repentiella, Bagous nodulosus, Deltote bankiana, Poecilobothrus ducalis, 

Emblethis verbasci, Pionosomus varius, Nabis brevis, Euheptauclacus sus, Melanotus 
punctolineatus, Eluma purpurescens, Ectemnius ruficornis, Alysson lunicornis, Orthotylus 
rubidus 

Non-wetland invertebrates of importance recorded during 2004 survey: 
Bees & wasps:  Cerceris quadricincta (RDB 1; largest UK colony discovered on site in Pegwell 

area); Philanthus triangulum (RDB2, pRDB4); Hedychrum niemelai (RDB3); Smicromyrme 
rufipes (Notable b species); Andrena minutuloides (Notable a species); Andrena pilipes 
(Notable b species); Melitta leporine (Notable b species); Nomada fucata (Notable a species).   

Moths found on sand dunes at Sandwich:  Idaea ochrata (BAP priority species); Aplasta 
ononaria (RDB3); Phibalapteryx virgata (Nationally Scarce), 

  
23.  Social and cultural values:  
Describe if the site has any general social and/or cultural values e.g. fisheries production, forestry, religious importance, 
archaeological sites, social relations with the wetland, etc. Distinguish between historical/archaeological/religious 
significance and current socio-economic values. 

Aesthetic 
Archaeological/historical site 
Environmental education/ interpretation 
Livestock grazing 
Non-consumptive recreation 
Scientific research 
Sport fishing 
Sport hunting 
Tourism 
Transportation/navigation 

 
b) Is the site considered of international importance for holding, in addition to relevant ecological values, 
examples of significant cultural values, whether material or non-material, linked to its origin, conservation 
and/or ecological functioning?   No 
 
If Yes, describe this importance under one or more of the following categories: 
 
i)  sites which provide a model of wetland wise use, demonstrating the application of traditional 

knowledge and methods of management and use that maintain the ecological character of the 
wetland: 

  
ii) sites which have exceptional cultural traditions or records of former civilizations that have 

influenced the ecological character of the wetland: 
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iii) sites where the ecological character of the wetland depends on the interaction with local 
communities or indigenous peoples: 

  
iv)  sites where relevant non-material values such as sacred sites are present and their existence is 

strongly linked with the maintenance of the ecological character of the wetland: 
   

24.  Land tenure/ownership:  

Ownership category On-site Off-site 
Non-governmental organisation 
(NGO) 

+  

Local authority, municipality etc. +  
Private +  
Public/communal +  
  
25.  Current land (including water) use:  

Activity On-site Off-site 
Nature conservation +  
Tourism +  
Recreation +  
Current scientific research +  
Collection of non-timber natural 
products: (unspecified) 

+  

Fishing: (unspecified) +  
Fishing: commercial +  
Fishing: recreational/sport +  
Marine/saltwater aquaculture  + 
Gathering of shellfish +  
Bait collection +  
Arable agriculture (unspecified) +  
Permanent arable agriculture  + 
Grazing (unspecified) +  
Permanent pastoral agriculture +  
Hunting: recreational/sport +  
Industrial water supply +  
Industry +  
Sewage treatment/disposal  + 
Harbour/port  + 
Flood control +  
Mineral exploration (excl. 
hydrocarbons) 

+  

Transport route  + 
Domestic water supply +  
Urban development +  
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26.  Factors (past, present or potential) adversely affecting the site’s ecological character, 
including changes in land (including water) use and development projects: 

Explanation of reporting category:  
1. Those factors that are still operating, but it is unclear if they are under control, as there is a lag in showing the 

management or regulatory regime to be successful.  
2. Those factors that are not currently being managed, or where the regulatory regime appears to have been ineffective so 

far.  

NA = Not Applicable because no factors have been reported. 

Adverse Factor Category 

R
ep

or
tin

g 
C

at
eg

or
y Description of the problem (Newly reported Factors 

only) 

O
n-

Si
te

 

O
ff

-S
ite

 

M
aj

or
 Im

pa
ct

? 

Vegetation succession 2 Survey 2003 revealed problem of lack of ditch 
management in some areas. 

+  + 

Water diversion for 
irrigation/domestic/indu
strial use 

1  + + + 

Eutrophication 1 Subsidence in former colliery areas has created sump 
effect and contributed to eutrophication. 

+ + + 

Pollution – 
pesticides/agricultural 
runoff 

2 Runoff from agricultural fields. + + + 

Recreational/tourism 
disturbance 
(unspecified) 

1 Disturbance of turnstones Arenaria interpres, especially 
by dog walking and kite surfing/boarding, which can 
result in loss of condition to birds if unmanaged. 

+  + 

Unspecified 
development: urban use 

1 Activities connected with ongoing management and new 
development on the coast cause significant disturbance to 
wintering birds if unmanaged. 

+  + 

      
 

For category 2 factors only. 
What measures have been taken / are planned / regulatory processes invoked, to mitigate the effect of these factors? 
Vegetation succession - Management agreements in place. It is intended that the number of these will increase 
when Environmental Stewardship Scheme is introduced. 
Negotiation is underway with owners to reinstate ditch management in neglected areas. 
 
Pollution – pesticides/agricultural runoff - Environment Agency currently investigating nature and extent of 
problem with view to implementing appropriate controls. 
 
 
 
Is the site subject to adverse ecological change?    YES 
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27.  Conservation measures taken: 
List national category and legal status of protected areas, including boundary relationships with the Ramsar site; management 
practices; whether an officially approved management plan exists and whether it is being implemented. 
 
Conservation measure On-site Off-site 
Site/ Area of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI/ASSI) 

+  

National Nature Reserve (NNR) +  
Special Protection Area (SPA) +  
Land owned by a non-governmental organisation 
for nature conservation 

+  

Management agreement  +  
Site management statement/plan implemented +  
Special Area of Conservation (SAC) +  
 
b) Describe any other current management practices: 
 The management of Ramsar sites in the UK is determined by either a formal management plan or 
through other management planning processes, and is overseen by the relevant statutory conservation 
agency. Details of the precise management practises are given in these documents.  
28.  Conservation measures proposed but not yet implemented:  
e.g. management plan in preparation; official proposal as a legally protected area, etc. 
No information available  
29.  Current scientific research and facilities: 
e.g. details of current research projects, including biodiversity monitoring; existence of a field research station, etc. 

Fauna. 
Numbers of migratory and wintering wildfowl and waders are monitored annually as part of the 
national Wetland Birds Survey (WeBS) organised by the British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl & 
Wetlands Trust, the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds and the Joint Nature Conservation 
Committee.  
A littoral and sublittoral marine life survey of the chalk cliffs, caves and reefs was undertaken by the 
Natural History Museum in 1997 (Tittley et al. 1998); the littoral element was repeated in 2001 
(Tittley et al. 2004).  
A sublittoral diving survey of the chalk reefs took place in Summer 2004.  
A survey of the numbers and distribution of the golden plover population was undertaken in 2002-03. 
Turnstone research was undertaken from 2001-03.  
A sand dune NVC survey was undertaken in 2002 and a ditch flora survey in 2003.  
Reintroduction of sand lizards Lacerta agilis to Sandwich & Pegwell Bay NNR, September 2004.  
30.  Current communications, education and public awareness (CEPA) activities related to or 

benefiting the site:   
e.g. visitor centre, observation hides and nature trails, information booklets, facilities for school visits, etc. 
The Thanet Coast Project was set up in 2001 and operates over most of the site. The Project 
implements aspects of the North East Kent European marine sites Management Scheme and works 
with local people, providing a wide range of coastal educational activities for adults and children as 
well as leaflets and other information. 
 
Sandwich and Pegwell Bay NNR and LNR is managed by Kent Wildlife Trust. Guided walks and 
events are held on site throughout the year and information leaflets and interpretive boards are 
provided. 
 
Sandwich Bay Bird Observatory is situated close to the site and provides information and leaflets on 
birds, as well as guided walks and events. It has conference and laboratory facilities as well as 
accommodation for visiting groups.  
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31.  Current recreation and tourism:  
State if the wetland is used for recreation/tourism; indicate type(s) and their frequency/intensity. 

Activities, Facilities provided and Seasonality. 
There are a number of beach resorts around this Ramsar site, and the whole coastline is heavily used 
for recreation. Although there is more use in summer, there are a number of recreational activities that 
take place year-round on the coast, such as dog walking, and it is these that have most effect on 
wintering birds.  
The inland parts of this Ramsar Site are the only areas that are not heavily used for recreation. 
Water-based recreation includes jet-skiing, power-boat use, sailing, water-skiing and kite-surfing at a 
number of locations around the site. These activities happen mostly in spring, summer and autumn, 
but there is some year-round use.  
Kite-boarding has been noted at two locations and has caused bird disturbance problems. This activity 
happens intermittently but more often in summer.  
32.  Jurisdiction:  
Include territorial, e.g. state/region, and functional/sectoral, e.g. Dept. of Agriculture/Dept. of Environment, etc. 
Head, Natura 2000 and Ramsar Team, Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, 

European Wildlife Division, Zone 1/07, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay, Bristol, 
BS1 6EB  

33.  Management authority: 
Provide the name and address of the local office(s) of the agency(ies) or organisation(s) directly responsible for managing the 
wetland. Wherever possible provide also the title and/or name of the person or persons in this office with responsibility for 
the wetland. 
Site Designations Manager, English Nature, Sites and Surveillance Team, Northminster House, 

Northminster Road, Peterborough, PE1 1UA, UK  
34.  Bibliographical references: 
Scientific/technical references only. If biogeographic regionalisation scheme applied (see 15 above), list full reference 
citation for the scheme. 

Site-relevant references 

Barne, JH, Robson, CF, Kaznowska, SS, Doody, JP, Davidson, NC & Buck, AL (eds.) (1998) Coasts and seas of the United 
Kingdom. Region 7 South-east England: Lowestoft to Dungeness. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Peterborough. 
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Bratton, JH (ed.) (1991) British Red Data Books: 3. Invertebrates other than insects. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, 
Peterborough  

Buck, AL (ed.) (1997) An inventory of UK estuaries. Volume 6. Southern England. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, 
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Peterborough. (Coasts and Seas of the United Kingdom. MNCR series) 

Cranswick, PA, Waters, RJ, Musgrove, AJ & Pollitt, MS (1997) The Wetland Bird Survey 1995–96: wildfowl and wader 
counts. British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl and Wetlands Trust, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds & Joint 
Nature Conservation Committee, Slimbridge  

Doarks, C, Hedley, SM, Radley, GP & Woolven, SC (1990) Sand dune survey of Great Britain. Site report No. 76. Sandwich 
Bay, Kent, 1990. Nature Conservancy Council, CSD Report, No. 1126  

Doody, JP, Johnston, C & Smith, B (1993) Directory of the North Sea coastal margin. Joint Nature Conservation 
Committee, Peterborough  

Fowler, SL & Tittley, I (1993) The marine nature conservation importance of British coastal chalk cliff habitats. English 
Nature Research Reports, No. 32  

Griffiths, M (2004) Numbers and distribution of the wintering golden plover population in and around the Thanet Coast & 
Sandwich Bay SPA 2002/2003. English Nature Research Reports, No. 569. www.english-
nature.org.uk/pubs/publication/PDF/569R.pdf  
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Griffiths, ME (1992) Thanet coast wintering wader survey 1991/92. Unpublished, Sandwich Bay Bird Observatory  
Henderson, ACB (1982) Biological survey of the pastures and dykes of the Sandwich Deal area, 1982. Unpublished, Nature 

Conservancy Council  
Henderson, ACB (1986) Historical review of land use changes on Sandwich Bay dunes, Kent. Unpublished, Nature 

Conservancy Council  
McLeod, CR, Yeo, M, Brown, AE, Burn, AJ, Hopkins, JJ & Way, SF (eds.) (2004) The Habitats Directive: selection of 

Special Areas of Conservation in the UK. 2nd edn. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Peterborough. 
www.jncc.gov.uk/SACselection  

Musgrove, AJ, Langston, RHW, Baker, H & Ward, RM (eds.) (2003) Estuarine waterbirds at low tide. The WeBS Low Tide 
Counts 1992–93 to 1998–99. WSG/BTO/WWT/RSPB/JNCC, Thetford (International Wader Studies, No. 16)  

Musgrove, AJ, Pollitt, MS, Hall, C, Hearn, RD, Holloway, SJ, Marshall, PE, Robinson, JA & Cranswick, PA (2001) The 
Wetland Bird Survey 1999–2000: wildfowl and wader counts. British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl and Wetlands 
Trust, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds & Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Slimbridge. 
www.wwt.org.uk/publications/default.asp?PubID=14  

Radley, GP (1994) Sand dune vegetation survey of Great Britain: a national inventory. Part 1: England. Joint Nature 
Conservation Committee, Peterborough  

Ratcliffe, DA (ed.) (1977) A Nature Conservation Review. The selection of biological sites of national importance to nature 
conservation in Britain. Cambridge University Press (for the Natural Environment Research Council and the Nature 
Conservancy Council), Cambridge (2 vols.)  

Shirt, DB (ed.) (1987) British Red Data Books: 2. Insects. Nature Conservancy Council, Peterborough  
Stewart, A, Pearman, DA & Preston, CD (eds.) (1994) Scarce plants in Britain. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, 

Peterborough  
Stroud, DA, Chambers, D, Cook, S, Buxton, N, Fraser, B, Clement, P, Lewis, P, McLean, I, Baker, H & Whitehead, S (eds.) 

(2001) The UK SPA network: its scope and content. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Peterborough (3 vols.) 
www.jncc.gov.uk/UKSPA/default.htm  

Tittley, I & Peckham, S (eds.) (2004) Proceedings of the North East Kent Coastal Research Workshop, 22 October 2002, 
Sandwich Bay Bird Observatory. English Nature Research Reports, No. 570  

Tittley, I, Spurrier, CJH & Chimonides, PJ (2004) Thanet intertidal survey: Assessment of favourable condition of reef and 
sea-cave features in the Thanet Coast cSAC. English Nature Research Reports, No. 568 www.english-
nature.org.uk/pubs/publication/PDF/568.pdf  

Tittley, I, Spurrier, CJH, Chimonides, PJ, George, JD, Moore, JA, Evans, NJ & Muir, AI (1998) Survey of chalk cave, cliff, 
intertidal and subtidal reef biotopes in the Thanet Coast cSAC. English Nature Research Reports, No. 325  

Wiggington, M (1999) British Red Data Books. 1. Vascular plants. 3rd edn. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, 
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Please return to:  Ramsar Secretariat, Rue Mauverney 28, CH-1196 Gland, Switzerland 
Telephone: +41 22 999 0170 • Fax: +41 22 999 0169 • email: ramsar@ramsar.org  
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Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands 
(RIS) 

Categories approved by Recommendation 4.7 (1990), as amended by Resolution VIII.13 of the 8th Conference of the Contracting Parties 
(2002) and Resolutions IX.1 Annex B, IX.6,  IX.21 and IX. 22 of the 9th Conference of the Contracting Parties (2005). 

 
Notes for compilers: 

1.  The RIS should be completed in accordance with the attached Explanatory Notes and Guidelines for completing the 
Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands. Compilers are strongly advised to read this guidance before filling in the 
RIS. 

 
2.  Further information and guidance in support of Ramsar site designations are provided in the Strategic Framework for 

the future development of the List of Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Wise Use Handbook 7, 2nd 
edition, as amended by COP9 Resolution IX.1 Annex B). A 3rd edition of the Handbook, incorporating these 
amendments, is in preparation and will be available in 2006. 

 
3.  Once completed, the RIS (and accompanying map(s)) should be submitted to the Ramsar Secretariat. Compilers 

should provide an electronic (MS Word) copy of the RIS and, where possible, digital copies of all maps. 
  
1.  Name and address of the compiler of this form: 
  

Joint Nature Conservation Committee 
Monkstone House 
City Road 
Peterborough 
Cambridgeshire  PE1 1JY 
UK 
Telephone/Fax: +44 (0)1733 – 562 626 / +44 (0)1733 – 555 948 
Email: RIS@JNCC.gov.uk  

 
 

2.  Date this sheet was completed/updated: 
Designated:  16 December 1993   

3.  Country: 
UK (England)  

4.  Name of the Ramsar site:  
Stodmarsh   

5.  Designation of new Ramsar site or update of existing site: 
 
This RIS is for:  Updated information on an existing Ramsar site 

 
6.  For RIS updates only, changes to the site since its designation or earlier update: 

 a) Site boundary and area:  
   

** Important note: If the boundary and/or area of the designated site is being restricted/reduced, the Contracting Party should 
have followed the procedures established by the Conference of the Parties in the Annex to COP9 Resolution IX.6 and 
provided a report in line with paragraph 28 of that Annex, prior to the submission of an updated RIS. 
 
b) Describe briefly any major changes to the ecological character of the Ramsar site, including 
in the application of the Criteria, since the previous RIS for the site: 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY. 
 DD  MM  YY 
 
  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Designation date  Site Reference Number 
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7.  Map of site included: 
Refer to Annex III of the Explanatory Notes and Guidelines, for detailed guidance on provision of suitable maps, including 
digital maps. 

a) A map of the site, with clearly delineated boundaries, is included as: 

i) hard copy (required for inclusion of site in the Ramsar List): yes  -or- no ; 
ii) an electronic  format (e.g. a JPEG or ArcView image)  Yes 
iii) a GIS file providing geo-referenced site boundary vectors and attribute tables yes  -or- 
no ; 

 
b) Describe briefly the type of boundary delineation applied: 
e.g. the boundary is the same as an existing protected area (nature reserve, national park etc.), or follows a catchment boundary, or 
follows a geopolitical boundary such as a local government jurisdiction, follows physical boundaries such as roads, follows the 
shoreline of a waterbody, etc. 

The site boundary is the same as, or falls within, an existing protected area. 

For precise boundary details, please refer to paper map provided at designation  
8.  Geographical coordinates (latitude/longitude): 
51 18 18 N 01 10 19 E  
9.  General location:  
Include in which part of the country and which large administrative region(s), and the location of the nearest large town. 
Nearest town/city: Canterbury 
The site lies along the flood plain of the Great Stour just to the east of Canterbury. 
 
Administrative region:  Kent 
 
10.  Elevation (average and/or max. & min.) (metres):  11.  Area (hectares):  481.33 

Min.  1 
Max.  2 
Mean  1  

12.  General overview of the site:  
Provide a short paragraph giving a summary description of the principal ecological characteristics and importance of the 
wetland. 
Stodmarsh is a wetland site resulting in part from subsidence under the valley of the Great Stour in 
Kent and aggregate extraction but lies within the natural floodplain of the river. There are a range of 
wetland habitats including open water, reedbeds, grazing marsh and alder Alnus glutinosa carr. The 
site supports a number of uncommon wetland invertebrates and plants, and provides breeding and 
wintering habitats for important assemblages of wetland bird species, particularly waterfowl. 
 
13.  Ramsar Criteria:  
Circle or underline each Criterion applied to the designation of the Ramsar site. See Annex II of the Explanatory Notes and 
Guidelines for the Criteria and guidelines for their application (adopted by Resolution VII.11). 

2 
 
14.  Justification for the application of each Criterion listed in 13 above:  
Provide justification for each Criterion in turn, clearly identifying to which Criterion the justification applies (see Annex II 
for guidance on acceptable forms of justification).  

Ramsar criterion 2 
Six British Red Data Book wetland invertebrates. Two nationally rare plants, and five nationally 
scarce species. A diverse assemblage of rare wetland birds. 
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Qualifying Species/populations (as identified at designation): 
Species regularly supported during the breeding season: 
Gadwall ,  Anas strepera strepera, NW Europe  6 pairs, representing an average of 1% of the GB 

population (1988-92) 
Species with peak counts in spring/autumn: 
Gadwall ,  Anas strepera strepera, NW Europe  267 individuals, representing an average of 1.5% 

of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Species with peak counts in winter: 
Great bittern ,  Botaurus stellaris stellaris, W 
Europe, NW Africa  

2 individuals, representing an average of 2% of 
the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Northern shoveler ,  Anas clypeata, NW & C 
Europe  

274 individuals, representing an average of 1.8% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Hen harrier,  Circus cyaneus, Europe  9 individuals, representing an average of 1.2% of 
the GB population (5 winter period peak count 
1987/8-1991/2) 

 
 
  
15.  Biogeography (required when Criteria 1 and/or 3 and /or certain applications of Criterion 2 are 

applied to the designation):  
Name the relevant biogeographic region that includes the Ramsar site, and identify the biogeographic regionalisation system 
that has been applied. 

a) biogeographic region: 
Atlantic  

b) biogeographic regionalisation scheme (include reference citation): 
Council Directive 92/43/EEC 

 
16.  Physical features of the site:  
Describe, as appropriate, the geology, geomorphology; origins - natural or artificial; hydrology; soil type; water quality; 
water depth, water permanence; fluctuations in water level; tidal variations; downstream area; general climate, etc. 
 
Soil & geology neutral, sand, mud, clay, alluvium, peat, gravel 
Geomorphology and landscape lowland, valley, floodplain 
Nutrient status eutrophic 
pH circumneutral 
Salinity brackish / mixosaline, fresh 
Soil mainly mineral 
Water permanence usually permanent 
Summary of main climatic features Annual averages (Wye, 1971–2000) 

(www.metoffice.com/climate/uk/averages/19712000/sites
/wye.html) 

Max. daily temperature: 13.8° C  
Min. daily temperature: 6.3° C 
Days of air frost: 43.9 
Rainfall: 727.9 mm  
Hrs. of sunshine: 1603.2 
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General description of the Physical Features: 
Stodmarsh is a wetland resulting from coal mining subsidence under the valley of the Great 

Stour. The range of wetland habitats include open water, extensive reedbeds, grazing marsh 
and alder Alnus glutinosa carr. 

 

17.  Physical features of the catchment area:  
Describe the surface area, general geology and geomorphological features, general soil types, general land use, and climate 
(including climate type). 

Stodmarsh is a wetland resulting from coal mining subsidence under the valley of the Great Stour. 
The Great Stour is a major watercourse, originating above Ashford and entering the sea at Pegwell 
Bay. The Kentish Stour catchment covers most of east Kent, including parts of the South Downs, 
The Weald and the lowlands downstream of Canterbury. The Stour is largely spring-fed by two 
major aquifers: the Lower Greensand and most significantly, the Chalk. Changes in groundwater 
level affect river flow, and in recent years there have been episodes of both extreme low flows and 
severe flooding. 

 
18.  Hydrological values: 
Describe the functions and values of the wetland in groundwater recharge, flood control, sediment trapping, shoreline 
stabilization, etc. 

No special values known, Flood water storage / desynchronisation of flood peaks  
19.  Wetland types: 

Inland wetland, Marine/coastal wetland 

Code Name % Area 
U Peatlands (including peat bogs swamps, fens) 33.2 
O Freshwater lakes: permanent 25.6 
Other Other  16.9 
Tp Freshwater marshes / pools: permanent 12.7 
Q Saline / brackish lakes: permanent 3.5 
W Shrub-dominated wetlands 2.9 
M Rivers / streams / creeks: permanent 2.7 
Xf Freshwater, tree-dominated wetlands 2.5 
 
  
20.  General ecological features: 
Provide further description, as appropriate, of the main habitats, vegetation types, plant and animal communities present in 
the Ramsar site, and the ecosystem services of the site and the benefits derived from them. 
Woodland:  The most mature areas of woodland are patches of alder Alnus glutinosa carr growing 
over nettles Urtica dioica. There are also patches of osier Salix viminalis growing over nettles, yellow 
flag Iris pseudacorus ladies smock Cardamine pratensis and marsh marigold Caltha palustris. There 
are also patches of goat willow Salix caprea and crack willows Salix fragilis invading the reedbed. 
Overall these habitats are not the main reason for declaration of the site, although they add to the 
diversity, but in larger quantities would damage the interest of the site. 

 

Reedbed:  Extensive areas of reed occur, with varying quantities of scrub. When the reed is cut 
other species thrive including bogbean Menyanthes trifoliata, greater spearwort Ranunculus lingua, 
and in the ditches that cross the reedbed greater bladderwort Utricularia vulgaris. Where the reedbeds 
are relatively dry the marsh sow thistle Sonchus palustris can be found. There are also stands of other 
emergent plants such as the great pond sedge Carex riparia and lesser pond sedge Carex acutiformis. 
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Grazing marsh:  Small blocks of grazing marsh with a diverse flora that includes the rare sharp 
leaved pondweed Potamogeton acutifolius, flat-stalked pondweed Potamogeton friesii, frogbit 
Hydrocharis morsus-ranae, the nationally scarce whorled water-milfoil Myriophyllum verticillatum, 
and rootless duckweed Wolffia arrhiza. 

 

Tidal river and adjacent lakes:  The tidal habitats support a much less diverse flora with species such 
as the pondweed Potamogeton pectinatus in the tidal lake. The banks of the river support the 
nationally scarce plant dittander Lepidium latifolium. 

Ecosystem services 

 
 
21.  Noteworthy flora:  
Provide additional information on particular species and why they are noteworthy (expanding as necessary on information 
provided in 12. Justification for the application of the Criteria) indicating, e.g. which species/communities are unique, rare, 
endangered or biogeographically important, etc. Do not include here taxonomic lists of species present – these may be 
supplied as supplementary information to the RIS. 

Nationally important species occurring on the site. 
Higher Plants.– nationally scarce unless otherwise stated. 
Potamogeton acutifolius (Vulnerable), Taraxacum hygrophilum, Myriophyllum verticillatum, Wolffia 

arrhiza, Carex divisa, Lepidium latifolium, Sonchus palustris.  
22.  Noteworthy fauna:  
Provide additional information on particular species and why they are noteworthy (expanding as necessary on information 
provided in 12. Justification for the application of the Criteria) indicating, e.g. which species/communities are unique, rare, 
endangered or biogeographically important, etc., including count data. Do not include here taxonomic lists of species present 
– these may be supplied as supplementary information to the RIS. 
Birds 
Species currently occurring at levels of national importance: 
Species with peak counts in winter: 
Water rail ,  Rallus aquaticus, Europe  28 individuals, representing an average of 6.2% 

of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Ruff ,  Philomachus pugnax, Europe/W Africa  19 individuals, representing an average of 2.7% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3)  

Species Information 

Nationally important species occurring on the site. 

Invertebrates. 
Eight British Red Data Book species of wetland invertebrates have been recorded on the site: 
Segmentina nitida, Grammotaulius nitidus, Deltote banksianna, Polistichus connexus, Cercyon 

granarius, Haliplus mucronatus, Hydrophilus piceus and Vertigo moulinsiana (RDB3). 
  

23.  Social and cultural values:  
Describe if the site has any general social and/or cultural values e.g. fisheries production, forestry, religious importance, 
archaeological sites, social relations with the wetland, etc. Distinguish between historical/archaeological/religious 
significance and current socio-economic values. 

Environmental education/ interpretation 
Livestock grazing 
Non-consumptive recreation 
Scientific research 
Sport fishing 
Sport hunting 
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b) Is the site considered of international importance for holding, in addition to relevant ecological values, 
examples of significant cultural values, whether material or non-material, linked to its origin, conservation 
and/or ecological functioning?   No 
 
If Yes, describe this importance under one or more of the following categories: 
 
i)  sites which provide a model of wetland wise use, demonstrating the application of traditional 

knowledge and methods of management and use that maintain the ecological character of the 
wetland: 

  
ii) sites which have exceptional cultural traditions or records of former civilizations that have 

influenced the ecological character of the wetland: 
  

iii) sites where the ecological character of the wetland depends on the interaction with local 
communities or indigenous peoples: 

  
iv)  sites where relevant non-material values such as sacred sites are present and their existence is 

strongly linked with the maintenance of the ecological character of the wetland: 
   

24.  Land tenure/ownership:  

Ownership category On-site Off-site 
National/Crown Estate +  
Private +  
Public/communal +  
  
25.  Current land (including water) use:  

Activity On-site Off-site 
Nature conservation +  
Recreation +  
Current scientific research +  
Fishing: (unspecified) +  
Fishing: recreational/sport +  
Freshwater aquaculture  + 
Arable agriculture (unspecified)  + 
Permanent arable agriculture  + 
Grazing (unspecified) +  
Permanent pastoral agriculture +  
Hunting: recreational/sport +  
Sewage treatment/disposal  + 
Irrigation (incl. agricultural water 
supply) 

 + 

Mineral exploration (excl. 
hydrocarbons) 

+  

Non-urbanised settlements  + 
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26.  Factors (past, present or potential) adversely affecting the site’s ecological character, 
including changes in land (including water) use and development projects: 

Explanation of reporting category:  
1. Those factors that are still operating, but it is unclear if they are under control, as there is a lag in showing the 

management or regulatory regime to be successful.  
2. Those factors that are not currently being managed, or where the regulatory regime appears to have been ineffective so 

far.  

NA = Not Applicable because no factors have been reported. 

Adverse Factor Category 

R
ep

or
tin

g 
C

at
eg

or
y Description of the problem (Newly reported Factors 

only) 

O
n-

Si
te

 

O
ff

-S
ite

 

M
aj

or
 Im

pa
ct

? 

No factors reported NA     
      

 

For category 2 factors only. 
What measures have been taken / are planned / regulatory processes invoked, to mitigate the effect of these factors? 
 
 
Is the site subject to adverse ecological change?    NO 
 

  
27.  Conservation measures taken: 
List national category and legal status of protected areas, including boundary relationships with the Ramsar site; management 
practices; whether an officially approved management plan exists and whether it is being implemented. 
 
Conservation measure On-site Off-site 
Site/ Area of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI/ASSI) 

+  

National Nature Reserve (NNR) + + 
Special Protection Area (SPA) +  
Site management statement/plan implemented +  
Special Area of Conservation (SAC) +  
 
b) Describe any other current management practices: 
 The management of Ramsar sites in the UK is determined by either a formal management plan or 
through other management planning processes, and is overseen by the relevant statutory conservation 
agency. Details of the precise management practises are given in these documents.  
28.  Conservation measures proposed but not yet implemented:  
e.g. management plan in preparation; official proposal as a legally protected area, etc. 
No information available  
29.  Current scientific research and facilities: 
e.g. details of current research projects, including biodiversity monitoring; existence of a field research station, etc. 

Fauna. 
Numbers of migratory and wintering wildfowl and waders are monitored annually as part of the 
national Wetland Birds Survey (WeBS) organised by the British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl & 
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Wetlands Trust, the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds and the Joint Nature Conservation 
Committee. 
Other wintering birds:  Numbers of wintering hen harrier and bearded tit are recorded each year by 
EN. 
Bird ringing:  A BTO constant effort site is maintained by volunteers at the Westbere reedbed 
with additional ringing activities undertaken elsewhere within the site. 
Breeding birds:  These are monitored by English Nature as a CBC recent surveys have been 
undertaken as part of national schemes for water rail and nightingale. Key species such as Cetti’s 
warbler are monitored. 
The site is surveyed regularly for otter and water vole. 
Molluscs:  The site has been surveyed for molluscs under English Nature's recovery programme for 
the rare snail Segmentina nitida. Survey work has recently been carried out for Vertigo moulinsiana. 
Lepidoptera:  Some monitoring is undertaken by volunteers. 

Flora. 
Aquatic plants have been surveyed by English Nature to establish a baseline for future monitoring of 
the site.  
30.  Current communications, education and public awareness (CEPA) activities related to or 

benefiting the site:   
e.g. visitor centre, observation hides and nature trails, information booklets, facilities for school visits, etc. 
English Nature provides regular  guided walks. There are interpretation boards on the National Nature 
Reserve, and reserve leaflets available. There is a small amount of use by schools and universities.  
31.  Current recreation and tourism:  
State if the wetland is used for recreation/tourism; indicate type(s) and their frequency/intensity. 

Activities, Facilities provided and Seasonality. 
Shooting:  part of the site is used for wildfowling. 
Fishing:  A number of lakes within the site are used for coarse fishing. 
Bird watching:  a very popular activity on the National Nature Reserve with nature trails and 
facilities for the disabled.  
32.  Jurisdiction:  
Include territorial, e.g. state/region, and functional/sectoral, e.g. Dept. of Agriculture/Dept. of Environment, etc. 
Head, Natura 2000 and Ramsar Team, Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, 

European Wildlife Division, Zone 1/07, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay, Bristol, 
BS1 6EB  

33.  Management authority: 
Provide the name and address of the local office(s) of the agency(ies) or organisation(s) directly responsible for managing the 
wetland. Wherever possible provide also the title and/or name of the person or persons in this office with responsibility for 
the wetland. 
Site Designations Manager, English Nature, Sites and Surveillance Team, Northminster House, 

Northminster Road, Peterborough, PE1 1UA, UK  
34.  Bibliographical references: 
Scientific/technical references only. If biogeographic regionalisation scheme applied (see 15 above), list full reference 
citation for the scheme. 

Site-relevant references 

Bratton, JH (ed.) (1991) British Red Data Books: 3. Invertebrates other than insects. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, 
Peterborough  

Cranswick, PA, Waters, RJ, Musgrove, AJ & Pollitt, MS (1997) The Wetland Bird Survey 1995–96: wildfowl and wader 
counts. British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl and Wetlands Trust, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds & Joint 
Nature Conservation Committee, Slimbridge  

English Nature (1993) Stodmarsh National Nature Reserve management plan. English Nature  
Hodge, PJ (1996) A survey of the insects of the turf fields at Stodmarsh NNR. Unpublished report  
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Killeen, IJ (2000) A survey of the east Kent grazing marshes for the freshwater snail Segmentina nitida. English Nature 
Research Reports, No. 356  

McLeod, CR, Yeo, M, Brown, AE, Burn, AJ, Hopkins, JJ & Way, SF (eds.) (2004) The Habitats Directive: selection of 
Special Areas of Conservation in the UK. 2nd edn. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Peterborough. 
www.jncc.gov.uk/SACselection  

Musgrove, AJ, Pollitt, MS, Hall, C, Hearn, RD, Holloway, SJ, Marshall, PE, Robinson, JA & Cranswick, PA (2001) The 
Wetland Bird Survey 1999–2000: wildfowl and wader counts. British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl and Wetlands 
Trust, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds & Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Slimbridge. 
www.wwt.org.uk/publications/default.asp?PubID=14  

Ratcliffe, DA (ed.) (1977) A Nature Conservation Review. The selection of biological sites of national importance to nature 
conservation in Britain. Cambridge University Press (for the Natural Environment Research Council and the Nature 
Conservancy Council), Cambridge (2 vols.)  

Shirt, DB (ed.) (1987) British Red Data Books: 2. Insects. Nature Conservancy Council, Peterborough  
Stroud, DA, Chambers, D, Cook, S, Buxton, N, Fraser, B, Clement, P, Lewis, P, McLean, I, Baker, H & Whitehead, S (eds.) 

(2001) The UK SPA network: its scope and content. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Peterborough (3 vols.) 
www.jncc.gov.uk/UKSPA/default.htm  

Watson, AM & Ormerod, SJ (2004) The distribution of three uncommon freshwater gastropods in the drainage ditches of 
British grazing marshes. Biological Conservation, 118(4), 455–466  

Wiggington, M (1999) British Red Data Books. 1. Vascular plants. 3rd edn. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, 
Peterborough 

Williams, P (1996) A survey of the ditch flora at Stodmarsh SSSI/NNR 1996. English Nature, unpublished report 
 

   
  

Please return to:  Ramsar Secretariat, Rue Mauverney 28, CH-1196 Gland, Switzerland 
Telephone: +41 22 999 0170 • Fax: +41 22 999 0169 • email: ramsar@ramsar.org  
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Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands 
(RIS) 

Categories approved by Recommendation 4.7 (1990), as amended by Resolution VIII.13 of the 8th Conference of the Contracting Parties 
(2002) and Resolutions IX.1 Annex B, IX.6,  IX.21 and IX. 22 of the 9th Conference of the Contracting Parties (2005). 

 
Notes for compilers: 

1.  The RIS should be completed in accordance with the attached Explanatory Notes and Guidelines for completing the 
Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands. Compilers are strongly advised to read this guidance before filling in the 
RIS. 

 
2.  Further information and guidance in support of Ramsar site designations are provided in the Strategic Framework for 

the future development of the List of Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Wise Use Handbook 7, 2nd 
edition, as amended by COP9 Resolution IX.1 Annex B). A 3rd edition of the Handbook, incorporating these 
amendments, is in preparation and will be available in 2006. 

 
3.  Once completed, the RIS (and accompanying map(s)) should be submitted to the Ramsar Secretariat. Compilers 

should provide an electronic (MS Word) copy of the RIS and, where possible, digital copies of all maps. 
  
1.  Name and address of the compiler of this form: 
  

Joint Nature Conservation Committee 
Monkstone House 
City Road 
Peterborough 
Cambridgeshire  PE1 1JY 
UK 
Telephone/Fax: +44 (0)1733 – 562 626 / +44 (0)1733 – 555 948 
Email: RIS@JNCC.gov.uk  

 
 

2.  Date this sheet was completed/updated: 
Designated:  31 August 1982   

3.  Country: 
UK (England)  

4.  Name of the Ramsar site:  
The Swale   

5.  Designation of new Ramsar site or update of existing site: 
 
This RIS is for:  Updated information on an existing Ramsar site 

 
6.  For RIS updates only, changes to the site since its designation or earlier update: 

 a) Site boundary and area:  
   

** Important note: If the boundary and/or area of the designated site is being restricted/reduced, the Contracting Party should 
have followed the procedures established by the Conference of the Parties in the Annex to COP9 Resolution IX.6 and 
provided a report in line with paragraph 28 of that Annex, prior to the submission of an updated RIS. 
 
b) Describe briefly any major changes to the ecological character of the Ramsar site, including 
in the application of the Criteria, since the previous RIS for the site: 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY. 
 DD  MM  YY 
 
  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Designation date  Site Reference Number 
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7.  Map of site included: 
Refer to Annex III of the Explanatory Notes and Guidelines, for detailed guidance on provision of suitable maps, including 
digital maps. 

a) A map of the site, with clearly delineated boundaries, is included as: 

i) hard copy (required for inclusion of site in the Ramsar List): yes  -or- no ; 
ii) an electronic  format (e.g. a JPEG or ArcView image)  Yes 
iii) a GIS file providing geo-referenced site boundary vectors and attribute tables yes  -or- 
no ; 

 
b) Describe briefly the type of boundary delineation applied: 
e.g. the boundary is the same as an existing protected area (nature reserve, national park etc.), or follows a catchment boundary, or 
follows a geopolitical boundary such as a local government jurisdiction, follows physical boundaries such as roads, follows the 
shoreline of a waterbody, etc. 

The site boundary is the same as, or falls within, an existing protected area. 

For precise boundary details, please refer to paper map provided at designation  
8.  Geographical coordinates (latitude/longitude): 
51 21 39 N 00 50 21 E  
9.  General location:  
Include in which part of the country and which large administrative region(s), and the location of the nearest large town. 
Nearest town/city: Faversham 
On the north Kent of coast within the greater Thames estuary. 
Administrative region:  Kent 
 
10.  Elevation (average and/or max. & min.) (metres):  11.  Area (hectares):  6514.71 

Min.  -1 
Max.  5 
Mean  2  

12.  General overview of the site:  
Provide a short paragraph giving a summary description of the principal ecological characteristics and importance of the 
wetland. 
A complex of brackish and freshwater, floodplain grazing marsh with ditches, and intertidal saltmarsh 
and mudflat. These habitats together support internationally important numbers of wintering 
waterfowl. Rare wetland birds breed in important numbers.  The saltmarsh and grazing marsh are of 
international importance for their diverse assemblages of wetland plants and invertebrates. 

 

 
 
13.  Ramsar Criteria:  
Circle or underline each Criterion applied to the designation of the Ramsar site. See Annex II of the Explanatory Notes and 
Guidelines for the Criteria and guidelines for their application (adopted by Resolution VII.11). 

2, 5, 6 
 
14.  Justification for the application of each Criterion listed in 13 above:  
Provide justification for each Criterion in turn, clearly identifying to which Criterion the justification applies (see Annex II 
for guidance on acceptable forms of justification).  

Ramsar criterion 2 
The site supports nationally scarce plants and at least seven British Red data book invertebrates. 
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Ramsar criterion 5 
 
Assemblages of international importance: 
 
Species with peak counts in winter: 
77501 waterfowl (5 year peak mean 1998/99-2002/2003) 
 
 
Ramsar criterion 6 – species/populations 
occurring at levels of international 
importance. 
 

 

Qualifying Species/populations (as identified at designation): 
Species with peak counts in spring/autumn: 
Common redshank ,  Tringa totanus totanus,   1712 individuals, representing an average of 

1.4% of the GB population (5 year peak mean 
1998/9-2002/3) 

Species with peak counts in winter: 
Dark-bellied brent goose,  Branta bernicla 
bernicla,   

1633 individuals, representing an average of 
1.6% of the GB population (5 year peak mean 
1998/9-2002/3) 

Grey plover ,  Pluvialis squatarola, E Atlantic/W 
Africa -wintering  

2098 individuals, representing an average of 
3.9% of the GB population (5 year peak mean 
1998/9-2002/3) 

Species/populations identified subsequent to designation for possible future consideration 
under criterion 6. 
Species with peak counts in spring/autumn: 
Ringed plover ,  Charadrius hiaticula, 
Europe/Northwest Africa  

917 individuals, representing an average of 1.2% 
of the population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Species with peak counts in winter: 
Eurasian wigeon ,  Anas penelope, NW Europe  15296 individuals, representing an average of 1% 

of the population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Northern pintail ,  Anas acuta, NW Europe  763 individuals, representing an average of 1.2% 
of the population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Northern shoveler ,  Anas clypeata, NW & C 
Europe  

483 individuals, representing an average of 1.2% 
of the population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Black-tailed godwit ,  Limosa limosa islandica, 
Iceland/W Europe  

1504 individuals, representing an average of 
4.2% of the population (5 year peak mean 
1998/9-2002/3) 

Contemporary data and information on waterbird trends at this site and their regional (sub-national) 
and national contexts can be found in the Wetland Bird Survey report, which is updated annually.  See 
www.bto.org/survey/webs/webs-alerts-index.htm. 
Details of bird species occuring at levels of National importance are given in Section 22 
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15.  Biogeography (required when Criteria 1 and/or 3 and /or certain applications of Criterion 2 are 
applied to the designation):  

Name the relevant biogeographic region that includes the Ramsar site, and identify the biogeographic regionalisation system 
that has been applied. 

a) biogeographic region: 
Atlantic  

b) biogeographic regionalisation scheme (include reference citation): 
Council Directive 92/43/EEC 

 
16.  Physical features of the site:  
Describe, as appropriate, the geology, geomorphology; origins - natural or artificial; hydrology; soil type; water quality; 
water depth, water permanence; fluctuations in water level; tidal variations; downstream area; general climate, etc. 
 
Soil & geology alluvium, clay, mud, sand, shingle 
Geomorphology and landscape coastal, floodplain, shingle bar, subtidal sediments 

(including sandbank/mudbank), intertidal sediments 
(including sandflat/mudflat), estuary 

Nutrient status eutrophic 
pH no information 
Salinity brackish / mixosaline, fresh, saline / euhaline 
Soil no information 
Water permanence usually permanent, usually seasonal / intermittent 
Summary of main climatic features Annual averages (Greenwich, 1971–2000) 

(www.metoffice.com/climate/uk/averages/19712000/sites
/greenwich.html) 

Max. daily temperature: 14.8° C  
Min. daily temperature: 7.2° C 
Days of air frost: 29.1 
Rainfall: 583.6 mm  
Hrs. of sunshine: 1461.0 

 
General description of the Physical Features: 

The Swale is an estuarine area that separates the Isle of Sheppey from the Kent mainland. To 
the west it adjoins the Medway Estuary. It is a complex of brackish and freshwater, 
floodplain grazing marsh with ditches, and intertidal saltmarshes and mudflats. The 
intertidal flats are extensive, especially in the east of the site. Locally there are large mussel 
Mytilus edulis beds formed on harder areas of substrate. There is much diversity both in the 
salinity of the dykes (which range from fresh to strongly brackish) and in the topography of 
the fields. 

 

17.  Physical features of the catchment area:  
Describe the surface area, general geology and geomorphological features, general soil types, general land use, and climate 
(including climate type). 

The Swale is an estuarine area that separates the Isle of Sheppey from the Kent mainland. To the 
west it adjoins the Medway Estuary. It is a complex of brackish and freshwater, floodplain grazing 
marsh with ditches, and intertidal saltmarshes and mudflats. The intertidal flats are extensive, 
especially in the east of the site. 
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18.  Hydrological values: 
Describe the functions and values of the wetland in groundwater recharge, flood control, sediment trapping, shoreline 
stabilization, etc. 

Shoreline stabilisation and dissipation of erosive forces, Flood water storage / 
desynchronisation of flood peaks, Maintenance of water quality (removal of nutrients)  

19.  Wetland types: 
Human-made wetland, Marine/coastal wetland 

Code Name % Area 
4 Seasonally flooded agricultural land 47.7 
G Tidal flats 38 
H Salt marshes 5.8 
Other Other  5.7 
N Rivers / streams / creeks: seasonal / intermittent 1.8 
E Sand / shingle shores (including dune systems) 1 
 
  
20.  General ecological features: 
Provide further description, as appropriate, of the main habitats, vegetation types, plant and animal communities present in 
the Ramsar site, and the ecosystem services of the site and the benefits derived from them. 
The intertidal flats are of fine, silty sediment. The saltmarsh is species rich, for example containing all 
southern species of Puccinellia and most Salicornia species. The grazing marsh grassland is 
mesotrophic and generally species-poor. It does, however, contain scattered rarities, mostly annuals 
characteristic of bare ground.  Where the grassland is seasonally inundated and the marshes are 
brackish the plant communities are intermediate between those of mesotrophic grassland and those of 
saltmarsh. The grazing marsh ditches contain a range of flora of brackish and fresh water. The aquatic 
flora is a mosaic of successional stages resulting from periodic clearance of drainage channels. The 
dominant emergent plants are Phragmites australis and Bolboschoenus maritimus. 

Ecosystem services 

 
 
21.  Noteworthy flora:  
Provide additional information on particular species and why they are noteworthy (expanding as necessary on information 
provided in 12. Justification for the application of the Criteria) indicating, e.g. which species/communities are unique, rare, 
endangered or biogeographically important, etc. Do not include here taxonomic lists of species present – these may be 
supplied as supplementary information to the RIS. 

Nationally important species occurring on the site. 

Higher Plants. 
The site holds several nationally scarce plants, including: Chenopodium chenopodioides, Peucedanum 

officinale, Bupleurum tenuissimum, Spartina maritima, Inula crithmoides, Carex divisa, 
Trifolium squamosum, Hordeum marinum.  

22.  Noteworthy fauna:  
Provide additional information on particular species and why they are noteworthy (expanding as necessary on information 
provided in 12. Justification for the application of the Criteria) indicating, e.g. which species/communities are unique, rare, 
endangered or biogeographically important, etc., including count data. Do not include here taxonomic lists of species present 
– these may be supplied as supplementary information to the RIS. 
Birds 
Species currently occurring at levels of national importance: 
Species regularly supported during the breeding season: 
Mediterranean gull ,  Larus melanocephalus, 
Europe  

13 apparently occupied nests, representing an 
average of 12% of the GB population (Seabird 
2000 Census) 
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Black-headed gull ,  Larus ridibundus, N & C 
Europe  

3835 apparently occupied nests, representing an 
average of 2.9% of the GB population (Seabird 
2000 Census) 

Little tern ,  Sterna albifrons albifrons, W Europe 20 apparently occupied nests, representing an 
average of 1% of the GB population (Seabird 
2000 Census) 

Species with peak counts in spring/autumn: 
Little egret ,  Egretta garzetta, West 
Mediterranean  

29 individuals, representing an average of 1.7% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Whimbrel ,  Numenius phaeopus, 
Europe/Western Africa  

98 individuals, representing an average of 3.2% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3 - spring peak) 

Eurasian curlew ,  Numenius arquata arquata, N. 
a. arquata Europe  

(breeding) 

1779 individuals, representing an average of 1.2% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Spotted redshank ,  Tringa erythropus, Europe/W 
Africa  

60 individuals, representing an average of 44.1% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Common greenshank ,  Tringa nebularia, 
Europe/W Africa  

49 individuals, representing an average of 8.2% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Species with peak counts in winter: 
Little grebe ,  Tachybaptus ruficollis ruficollis, 
Europe to E Urals, NW Africa  

147 individuals, representing an average of 1.8% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Greater white-fronted goose ,  Anser albifrons 
albifrons, NW Europe  

973 individuals, representing an average of 16.8% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean for 
1996/7-2000/01) 

Common shelduck ,  Tadorna tadorna, NW 
Europe  

2437 individuals, representing an average of 3.1% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Eurasian teal ,  Anas crecca, NW Europe  3610 individuals, representing an average of 1.8% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Eurasian oystercatcher ,  Haematopus ostralegus 
ostralegus, Europe & NW Africa -wintering  

4609 individuals, representing an average of 1.4% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Pied avocet ,  Recurvirostra avosetta, 
Europe/Northwest Africa  

380 individuals, representing an average of 11.1% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

European golden plover ,  Pluvialis apricaria 
apricaria, P. a. altifrons Iceland & Faroes/E 
Atlantic  

7522 individuals, representing an average of 3% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Northern lapwing ,  Vanellus vanellus, Europe -
breeding  

15129 individuals, representing an average of 1% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Red knot ,  Calidris canutus islandica, W & 
Southern Africa  

(wintering) 

3004 individuals, representing an average of 1% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 



Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands (RIS), page 7 

Ramsar Information Sheet:  UK11071 Page 7 of 11 The Swale 
 

Produced by JNCC: Version 3.0, 13/06/2008 

Dunlin ,  Calidris alpina alpina, W Siberia/W 
Europe  

9017 individuals, representing an average of 1.6% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3) 

Ruff ,  Philomachus pugnax, Europe/W Africa  53 individuals, representing an average of 7.5% 
of the GB population (5 year peak mean 1998/9-
2002/3)  

Species Information 

Nationally important species occurring on the site. 

Invertebrates. 
Bagous cylindrus, Erioptera bivittata, Lejops vittata, Peocilobothris ducalis, Philonthus punctus, 

Micronecta minutissima, Malchius vulneratus, Campsicnemus majus, Elachiptera rufifrons, 
Myopites eximia. 

  
23.  Social and cultural values:  
Describe if the site has any general social and/or cultural values e.g. fisheries production, forestry, religious importance, 
archaeological sites, social relations with the wetland, etc. Distinguish between historical/archaeological/religious 
significance and current socio-economic values. 

Aesthetic 
Archaeological/historical site 
Environmental education/ interpretation 
Fisheries production 
Livestock grazing 
Non-consumptive recreation 
Scientific research 
Sport fishing 
Sport hunting 
Tourism 
Traditional cultural 
Transportation/navigation 

 
b) Is the site considered of international importance for holding, in addition to relevant ecological values, 
examples of significant cultural values, whether material or non-material, linked to its origin, conservation 
and/or ecological functioning?   No 
 
If Yes, describe this importance under one or more of the following categories: 
 
i)  sites which provide a model of wetland wise use, demonstrating the application of traditional 

knowledge and methods of management and use that maintain the ecological character of the 
wetland: 

  
ii) sites which have exceptional cultural traditions or records of former civilizations that have 

influenced the ecological character of the wetland: 
  

iii) sites where the ecological character of the wetland depends on the interaction with local 
communities or indigenous peoples: 

  
iv)  sites where relevant non-material values such as sacred sites are present and their existence is 

strongly linked with the maintenance of the ecological character of the wetland: 
   

24.  Land tenure/ownership:  

Ownership category On-site Off-site 
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Non-governmental organisation 
(NGO) 

+  

Local authority, municipality etc. +  
National/Crown Estate +  
Private +  
  
25.  Current land (including water) use:  

Activity On-site Off-site 
Nature conservation +  
Tourism +  
Recreation +  
Current scientific research +  
Fishing: commercial +  
Fishing: recreational/sport +  
Marine/saltwater aquaculture +  
Gathering of shellfish +  
Bait collection +  
Arable agriculture (unspecified)  + 
Livestock watering hole/pond +  
Grazing (unspecified) +  
Hay meadows +  
Hunting: commercial +  
Hunting: recreational/sport +  
Industrial water supply  + 
Industry  + 
Sewage treatment/disposal  + 
Harbour/port + + 
Flood control +  
Transport route +  
Non-urbanised settlements +  
  
26.  Factors (past, present or potential) adversely affecting the site’s ecological character, 

including changes in land (including water) use and development projects: 

Explanation of reporting category:  
1. Those factors that are still operating, but it is unclear if they are under control, as there is a lag in showing the 

management or regulatory regime to be successful.  
2. Those factors that are not currently being managed, or where the regulatory regime appears to have been ineffective so 

far.  

NA = Not Applicable because no factors have been reported. 

Adverse Factor Category 
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only) 
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For category 2 factors only. 
What measures have been taken / are planned / regulatory processes invoked, to mitigate the effect of these factors? 
 
 
Is the site subject to adverse ecological change?    NO 
 

  
27.  Conservation measures taken: 
List national category and legal status of protected areas, including boundary relationships with the Ramsar site; management 
practices; whether an officially approved management plan exists and whether it is being implemented. 
 
Conservation measure On-site Off-site 
Site/ Area of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI/ASSI) 

+  

National Nature Reserve (NNR) +  
Special Protection Area (SPA) +  
Land owned by a non-governmental organisation 
for nature conservation 

+  

Management agreement  +  
Site management statement/plan implemented +  
Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) + + 
 
b) Describe any other current management practices: 
 The management of Ramsar sites in the UK is determined by either a formal management plan or 
through other management planning processes, and is overseen by the relevant statutory conservation 
agency. Details of the precise management practises are given in these documents.  
28.  Conservation measures proposed but not yet implemented:  
e.g. management plan in preparation; official proposal as a legally protected area, etc. 
No information available  
29.  Current scientific research and facilities: 
e.g. details of current research projects, including biodiversity monitoring; existence of a field research station, etc. 

Fauna. 
Numbers of migratory and wintering wildfowl and waders are monitored annually as part of the 
national Wetland Birds Survey (WeBS) organised by the British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl & 
Wetlands Trust, the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds and the Joint Nature Conservation 
Committee. 

Habitat. 
ENSIS monitoring. 
Hydrological monitoring of the grazing marsh. 
MNCR Littoral and Sublittoral survey.  
30.  Current communications, education and public awareness (CEPA) activities related to or 

benefiting the site:   
e.g. visitor centre, observation hides and nature trails, information booklets, facilities for school visits, etc. 
Swale NNR and Elmley NNR (both RSPB and Elmley Conservation Trust) all provide viewing 
facilities.  
31.  Current recreation and tourism:  
State if the wetland is used for recreation/tourism; indicate type(s) and their frequency/intensity. 

Activities, Facilities provided and Seasonality. 
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Yachting, jet-skiing and water-skiing mostly in the summer, bird watching throughout the year and 
angling and wildfowling during their legally permitted seasons. Disturbance from these activities is a 
current issue but it is addressed through negotiation relating to activities consented within the SSSI 
and information dissemination. There is no clear evidence of damage from any of these activities.  
32.  Jurisdiction:  
Include territorial, e.g. state/region, and functional/sectoral, e.g. Dept. of Agriculture/Dept. of Environment, etc. 
Head, Natura 2000 and Ramsar Team, Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, 

European Wildlife Division, Zone 1/07, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay, Bristol, 
BS1 6EB  

33.  Management authority: 
Provide the name and address of the local office(s) of the agency(ies) or organisation(s) directly responsible for managing the 
wetland. Wherever possible provide also the title and/or name of the person or persons in this office with responsibility for 
the wetland. 
Site Designations Manager, English Nature, Sites and Surveillance Team, Northminster House, 

Northminster Road, Peterborough, PE1 1UA, UK  
34.  Bibliographical references: 
Scientific/technical references only. If biogeographic regionalisation scheme applied (see 15 above), list full reference 
citation for the scheme. 
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Anon. (2002) North Kent Coastal Habitat Management Plan: Executive summary. English Nature, Peterborough (Living 
with the Sea LIFE Project)  www.english-
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Musgrove, AJ, Langston, RHW, Baker, H & Ward, RM (eds.) (2003) Estuarine waterbirds at low tide. The WeBS Low Tide 

Counts 1992–93 to 1998–99. WSG/BTO/WWT/RSPB/JNCC, Thetford (International Wader Studies, No. 16)  
Musgrove, AJ, Pollitt, MS, Hall, C, Hearn, RD, Holloway, SJ, Marshall, PE, Robinson, JA & Cranswick, PA (2001) The 

Wetland Bird Survey 1999–2000: wildfowl and wader counts. British Trust for Ornithology, Wildfowl and Wetlands 
Trust, Royal Society for the Protection of Birds & Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Slimbridge. 
www.wwt.org.uk/publications/default.asp?PubID=14  
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Marshes Initiative  
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Tables in support of Q’s. 1.2.8 & 1.2.11 - 
European Sites (And Qualifying Interest 
Features) Within 10km of the Order limits & 
Screening Assessment   





 

 

Table 3.1 European Sites (And Qualifying Interest Features) Within 10km of the Order limits 

Site Name Qualifying Features Distance from 
Order limits (km) 

Thanet Coast & Sandwich 
Bay SPA/Ramsar 
 

 Ruddy turnstone (Non-breeding);  

 Little tern (Breeding); 

 European golden plover (Non-breeding) 

0.18km 

Ramsar Criterion 6 - Species/populations occurring at levels of international 
importance: Ruddy turnstone (Non-breeding) 
 
Red Data Book wetland invertebrates 

Sandwich Bay SAC Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this site 

 Embryonic shifting dunes; 

 Shifting dunes along the shoreline with Ammophila arenaria ("white 
dunes"); 

 Fixed coastal dunes with herbaceous vegetation ("grey dunes")  * 
Priority feature; 

 Dunes with Salix repens ssp. argentea (Salicion arenariae); 

 Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary 
reason for selection of this site; 

 Humid dune slacks. 

0.18km 

Thanet Coast SAC Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this site 

 Reefs; and 

 Submerged or partially submerged sea caves. 

2.5km 

Stodmarsh 
SPA/Ramsar/SAC 

 Great bittern (Non-breeding); 

 Hen harrier (Non-breeding); 

 Gadwall (Breeding); 

 Gadwall (Non-breeding); 

 Northern shoveler (Non-breeding); 

 Waterbird assemblage 

0.45km 

Ramsar Criterion 2:  

 Six British Red Data Book wetland invertebrates; two nationally rare 
plants, and five nationally scarce species; and a diverse assemblage 
of rare wetland birds ( gadwall – breeding; gadwall – non-breeding; 



 

 

Site Name Qualifying Features Distance from 
Order limits (km) 

Great Bittern – non-breeding; Northern Shoveler- non-breeding and 
hen harrier – non-breeding) 

. Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site: 

 Desmoulin`s whorl snai 

Blean Complex SAC Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this site: 

 Sub-Atlantic and medio-European oak or oak-hornbeam forests of 
the Carpinion betuli. 

0.54km 

Tankerton Slopes and 
Swalecliffe SAC 

Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site: 

 Fisher's estuarine moth. 

5.7km 

The Swale SPA/Ramsar  Dark-bellied brent goose (Non-breeding); 

 Dunlin (Non-breeding); 

 Common redshank (Non- breeding) 

 Waterbird assemblage ( including dark-bellied brent goose, gadwall, 
Eurasian teal, oystercatcher, ringed plover, grey plover, dunlin, 
Eurasian curlew and common redshank)  

 
 

7.5km 

Ramsar Criterion 2 - The site supports nationally scarce plants and at least 
seven British Red data book invertebrates.  
Ramsar Criterion 5 - Assemblages of international importance. 

 77501 waterfowl (5 year peak mean 1998/99-2002/2003). 
Ramsar Criterion 6 - Species/populations occurring at levels of international 
importance. 

 Common redshank, dark-bellied brent goose and grey plover. 
Species/populations identified subsequent to designation for possible future 
consideration under Criterion 6. 

 Ringed plover, Eurasian wigeon, Northern pintail, Northern shoveler 
and black-tailed godwit. 



 

 

Table 3.2 Screening Assessment 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

Thanet Coast 
& Sandwich 
Bay SPA 

Turnstone     (Non-
breeding) 

Collision Risk - 
Operation 
 

Desk Study 
Turnstones feed on the sandy beaches and rocky shores along 
the northeast Kent coast particularly in areas of loose stones or 
seaweeds.  Key roosting areas within the SPA occur from 
Swalecliffe to Pegwell Bay, mainly on areas of sand and shingle, 
as well as man-made structures.  BTO Wetland Birds (WeBS) 
Low Tide Counts scheme data for Pegwell Bay show that during 
this period, turnstone were confined entirely to the rocky outcrop 
of West Cliff, which is the northernmost section of the Pegwell 
Bay. 
 
Surveys 
Turnstone was not recorded during ornithological surveys within 
the study area. 

Turnstone were not recorded within the Order 
limits or ornithological study area.Given the 
absence of turnstone and the distance between 
the Order limits and regular foraging or roosting 
habitat along Pegwell Bay, Sandwich Bay or the 
Thanet Coast, no likely significant effects are 
considered during either construction or 
operation.   

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 

Little tern 
(Breeding) 

Collision Risk - 
Operation 
 

Desk Study 
Little tern no longer breed within the Thanet Coast & Sandwich 
Bay SPA.  Little terns previously bred in summer at Shell Ness 
(north of Sandwich Bay) and near Plumpudding on the North 
Thanet coast.  When the tide is in the little tern colony at Shell 
Ness would feed in the shallow coastal waters of 
Pegwell/Sandwich Bay and in the lower part of the Stour River. 
 
Surveys 
Little tern was not recorded during ornithological surveys within 
the study area. 

Given the absence of this qualifying interest 
species from the SPA, no likely significant effects 
are considered during either construction or 
operation.   

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 

Golden plover  
(Non-breeding) 

Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
 
Displacement/ 
Barrier effect – 
Operation 
 
Collision Risk - 
Operation 
 

Desk Study 
Golden plover winter on coastal and inland habitats around 
Sandwich Bay and Pegwell Bay. Their main feeding habitat is on 
arable fields and grazing marsh located inland of the dunes of 
Sandwich Bay.  Historically, golden plover have roosted in large 
numbers (+10,000 birds) at low tide on the intertidal mudflats of 
Pegwell Bay, with Musgrove et al. (2003) indicating that golden 
plover were largely confined to the area by the outflow of the river 
Stour.   
 
Analysis of Kent Ornithological Society (KOS) desktop records for 
golden plover exceeding 300 birds in the last ten years has 
revealed several important locations for golden plover in the 

Given the presence of moderate numbers within 
the Order limits and given the proximity of 
functionally linked habitats with the SPA, 
particularly within and around Ash Level and the 
associated number of flights recorded at CRH, 
further assessment has been provided in order to 
determine significance of effects.  

Yes 
Screened in for 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

Disturbance- 
Noise effects - 
Operation 

wider locality besides Pegwell Bay.  
An occasional roost has been recorded at the north end of 
Stodmarsh (600 birds were recorded in 2006). The fields around 
Nicholas St Wade approximately 1km to the north of the Order 
limits has several records for golden plover including an 
exceptional count of 3,950 feeding on winter wheat in 2003. 
 
Summary of Baseline Survey Data  
Baseline data for golden plover was recorded over three winter 
seasons (2012/2013, 2013/2014 and 2014/2015 and are 
presented in Appendix F Baseline Bird Reports Doc. 5.5 
NSER, and. 5.4.9O(i) and Doc. 5.4.9O(ii) Environmental 
Statement (ES) Non Breeding Bird Survey Baselines .  
 

• During Autumn/Winter diurnal walkover surveys in 
2012/2013, the greatest concentration of golden plover 

(1,600 birds in December 2012), were recorded at 

Sevenscore to the north of Richborough sewage works 

(approximately 1.5km north of the RCS). Small to moderate-

sized flocks of golden plover were also recorded 500m north 

of Hersden (Section B) and at West Stourmouth (1km to the 

south Section C). In January 2013, smaller flocks were also 

recorded outside Section D - north of Richborough sewage 
works and immediately east of Richborough Farm and 

Richborough Castle. Also in January 2013, 300 golden 

plover were recorded flying over Richborough Castle. 

• During Autumn/Winter flight-line surveys in 2012/2013, the 

majority of flight lines comprised birds circling over fields at 

the centre of the Ash Level (Section D) (a peak count of 800 

birds was recorded circling on 7 December 2013), including 
some fields within the study area. Prior to this, birds were 

recorded in low numbers at Chislet and Minster (Section C) 

with flock size not exceeding 17 birds before 24 November 

2013. The Minster flocks were noted to take either a north 

east or a south west direction, which may represent birds 

flying between the centre of the Ash Level and Pegwell Bay 

to the north east. 

• During Autumn/Winter diurnal walkover surveys in 

2013/2014, no golden plover were recorded within the study 

area (during the period September to December, with the 

exception of a single bird observed west of Upstreet. Larger 

flocks of golden plover were recorded on the Ash Levels 

(Section D) south of the study area including a flock of 1,500 

individuals recorded North West of Richborough Castle, 

The ZoI of noise from the proposed overhead line 
is likely to extend approximately 300m from the 
route centreline. The impact of noise on sensitive 
receptors within 300m of the route was 
assessed.  
 
Receptors located within closest proximity to the 
Ash Level where golden plover have been 
recorded over the winter each display effect 
magnitudes of either ‘no effect’, ‘negligible’ or 
‘low’ increases in  noise levels (dB LAeq) during 
both dry and wet conditions. In each case, 
predicted noise levels are all below 50dB. 
 
Studies have shown that birds will habituate to 
low levels of noise (below 50 dB) (Cutts et al. 
2009). As such, given the limited increase in 
operational noise levels at these locations, this 
impact pathway is not considered further with 
respect to this species.   
 
Details of noise modelling are presented in 
Volume 5, Document 5.4.11E. 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

approximately 1.2km to the south of the Order limits. 

• During Autumn/Winter nocturnal walkover surveys in 

2013/2014, a single golden plover was recorded on the Ash 

Levels in January 2014. 

• During Autumn/Winter VP surveys in 2013/2014, a relatively 

high level of golden plover flight activity was recorded in 

January within the Ash Level (West). Golden plover flight 
activity increased again in February 2014 although this 

activity was confined to the Ash Level (East). There was 

also some limited evidence of a south west flight movement 

across the Ash Level during winter 2013/2014, with the 

majority of birds recorded circling over the Ash Level 

including within the study area. 

• During Autumn/Winter diurnal walkover surveys in 

2014/2015, golden plover numbers gradually increased on 

the Ash Level starting with 57 individuals in October 2014, 

increasing to 800 individual in January 2015. Golden plover 

numbers then decreased to 197 individuals in February and 

no golden plover were present in the study area in March 

2015. The 800 golden plover recorded in January 2015 

were observed circling low over the study area 

approximately 500m west of the railway. 

• During Autumn/Winter nocturnal walkover surveys in 

2014/2015, a peak count of 12 individuals was recorded in 

January 2015. 

• During Autumn VP surveys in 2014, 544 flight lines were 
recorded at collision risk height (CRH), across the northern 

RCS in Autumn 2013, with all but 18 of the flight lines 

recorded at VPE (Ash Level East).  

• During the Winter 2014 VP surveys in 2014/2015, 659 flight 

lines were recorded at CRH across the Order limits, with 

613 of these recorded at VPE. 

Thanet Coast 
& Sandwich 
Bay Ramsar  

Nationally rare 
wetland 
invertebrates 

Pollution Desk Study 
The wetland habitats support 15 British Red Data Book 
invertebrates, as well as a large number of nationally scarce 
species. 

Thanet Coast & Sandwich Bay Ramsar is located 
0.18km at its closest point from the Order limits.  
Terrestrial habitats and invertebrates listed within 
the citation are unlikely to be affected by 
proposals. The River Stour and associated 
drainage ditches and water bodies associated 
within the Ramsar site are unlikely to be indirectly 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

affected by any deterioration in water quality due 
to run-off from land within the Order limits, given 
the implementation of embedded pollution 
prevention measures. These measures are 
detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraphs 4.5.2, 
4.5.5-4.5.18 and 4.5.21-4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  
Embedded Environmental Measures 
Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5. They are secured through draft 
DCO (Doc 2.1) Schedule 3, Requirements 5 
and 6. 
 
These receptors would therefore not be subject 
to any likely significant effects and will not be 
considered for further assessment.  

Turnstone (Non-
breeding)  

Collision risk Desk Study 
Turnstones feed on the sandy beaches and rocky shores along 
the northeast Kent coast particularly in areas of loose stones or 
seaweeds.  Key roosting areas within the SPA occur from 
Swalecliffe to Pegwell Bay, mainly on areas of sand and shingle, 
as well as man-made structures.  BTO Wetland Birds (WeBS) 
Low Tide Counts scheme data for Pegwell Bay show that during 
this period, turnstone were confined entirely to the rocky outcrop 
of West Cliff, which is the northernmost section of the Pegwell 
Bay. 
 
Surveys 
Turnstone was not recorded during ornithological surveys within 
the study area 

Given the absence of turnstone and the distance 
between the Order limits and regular foraging or 
roosting habitat along Pegwell Bay, Sandwich 
Bay or the Thanet Coast, no likely significant 
effects are considered during either construction 
or operation.   

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 

Sandwich 
Bay SAC 

Annex I habitats  
• Embryonic shifting 
dunes 
• Shifting dunes 
along the shoreline 
with Ammophila 
arenaria ("white 
dunes") 
• Fixed coastal 
dunes with 
herbaceous 
vegetation ("grey 
dunes")  * Priority 
feature 
• Dunes with Salix 
repens ssp. 

Pollution  Desk Study 
The complex of shifting dune systems at Sandwich Bay is 
representative of this habitat type in southeast England.  

Sandwich Bay SAC is located 0.18km from the 
Order limits, outside any identified ZoI and is 
listed for its shifting dune habitats.  
These qualifying interest features would not be 
susceptible to direct effects resulting from 
disturbance or damage as there is no land take/ 
land use or access required across the SAC. 
These receptors would therefore not be subject 
to any LSEs. Furthermore there are detailed 
embedded environmental measures to minimise 
any pollution. For the water environment these 
measures are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP 
Paragraphs 4.5.2, 4.5.5-4.5.18 and 4.5.21-
4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  Embedded Environmental 
Measures Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

argentea (Salicion 
arenariae) 
• Annex I habitats 
present as a 
qualifying feature, 
but not a primary 
reason for selection 
of this site 
• Humid dune 
slacks 

NSER Doc. 5.5..  For Air Quality the measures 
are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraph 
4.8.2, and Doc. 5.4.3B Embedded 
Environmental Measures Schedule, Generic 
measures, Air Quality AQ-AA to AQ-AU. They 
are secured through draft DCO (Doc 2.1) 
Schedule 3, Requirement 5 and 6c 
  
Given the lack of connectivity and the likely 
impacts pathways resulting from the proposed 
scheme, none of the qualifying features will be 
considered for further assessment. 

Thanet Coast 
SAC 

Annex I: 
• Reefs; and 
• Submerged or 
partially submerged 
sea caves 

Pollution 
 

Desk Study 
Thanet Coast is selected on account of the unusual communities 
that are found on what is the longest stretch of coastal chalk in 
the UK. The SAC also provides the second most extensive 
representation of chalk caves in the UK on the extreme southeast 
coast of England. 

Thanet Coast SAC is located 2.5km from the 
Order limits, outside any identified ZoI and is 
listed for its reefs and partially submerged caves.  
Given the distance between Thanet Coast SAC 
and the proposed scheme, the lack of 
connectivity and the lack of likely impacts 
pathways resulting from the scheme, the 
qualifying features would therefore not be subject 
to any LSEs.  
 
Furthermore there are detailed embedded 
environmental measures to minimise any 
pollution. For the water environment these 
measures are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP 
Paragraphs 4.5.2, 4.5.5-4.5.18 and 4.5.21-
4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  Embedded Environmental 
Measures Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5..  For Air Quality the measures 
are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraph 
4.8.2, and Doc. 5.4.3B Embedded 
Environmental Measures Schedule, Generic 
measures, Air Quality AQ-AA to AQ-AU. They 
are secured through draft DCO (Doc 2.1) 
Schedule 3,  Requirements 5 and 6 
 
Given the lack of connectivity and the likely 
impacts pathways resulting from the proposed 
scheme, none of the qualifying features will be 
considered for further assessment. 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 

Stodmarsh 
SPA/Ramsar 
birds 

Bittern    (Breeding 
and Non-breeding)    

Collison Risk 
 
Pollution 
 

Desk Study 
Numerous bittern records were obtained for Stodmarsh SPA. A 
single individual was also recorded 1.5km east of Richborough in 
January 2010. 

Bittern was not recorded within the Order limits 
and only occasional sightings were made within 
the wider vicinity. The scheme is therefore 
unlikely to contribute significant effects to the 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

 
 
 
 
 

Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
 
Displacement - 
Barrier effect - 
Operation 

 
Summary of Baseline Survey Data  
Baseline data for bittern was recorded over three winter seasons 
(2012/2013, 2013/2014 and 2014/2015) and a breeding season 
(2014) and are presented in.Appendix F Doc. 5.5. NSER and  
Baseline Bird Reports and ES. Non Breeding Bird Survey 
Baselines.Docs. 5.4.9N, 5.4.9O(i), 5.4.9O(ii). 
 
Bittern was not recorded during ornithological surveys within the 
study area. 

focal habitats (reedbeds) of this species within 
Stodmarsh SPA. 

Hen harrier  (Non-
breeding) 

 

Collision Risk Desk Study 
It is understood that the number of hen harrier roosting at 
Stodmarsh SPA has declined since the late 1980s to around 3 or 
4 individuals (Sutherland, pers comm, Apr 2013). According to 
KOS records for 2012, a single hen harrier was observed in the 
Pegwell Bay area in December. KOS records indicate that up to 
four hen harrier were sighted coming into roost at Stodmarsh in 
January 2013. 
 
Summary of Baseline Survey Data  
Baseline data for hen harrier was recorded over three winter 
seasons (2012/2013, 2013/2014 and 2014/2015 and are 
presented in NSER.Doc. 5.5.F Baseline Bird Reports and ES. 
Non Breeding Bird Survey Baselines.Docs. 5.4.9N, 5.4.9O(i), 
5.4.9O(ii)). 
 

• During diurnal winter walkover surveys in 2012/2013, a peak 
count of two hen harrier was recorded in January 2013.  A 

single bird was recorded west of Plucks Gutter, 250m south 

of the study area.  The other was recorded 1km southwest 

of Minster within the study area.  A single hen harrier was 

also recorded over the Little Stour, 1km to the south of the 

study area in February 2013. 

• During flight line surveys in 2012/2013, single birds were 

recorded across the study area.  In February 2013, a female 

hen harrier was recorded 1km south east of the study area, 

west of West Stourmouth.  A male hen harrier was recorded 

foraging over land between Stodmarsh SPA and West 

Stourmouth in March 2013.  Another male was observed 

flying over the Ash Level south of Minster (Section area D), 

also in March 2013. 

• During VP surveys during Autumn/Winter 2013/2014, low 

levels of hen harrier flight activity were recorded within the 

study area.  The greatest duration of flight time was 

Hen harrier records were occasional and 
sporadic, with no regular flight routes within or 
across the Order limits. The majority of hen 
harrier flight activity was recorded below CRH 
and as such, the collision risk associated with 
this species is likely to be low. Nevertheless, 
further assessment has been provided in order to 
determine significance. 

Yes 
Screened in for 
further 
consideration 

Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
 
Displacement - 
Barrier effect - 
Operation 

Given only the occasional and sporadic presence 
of hen harrier within the Order limits and the lack 
of any sensitive winter roost sites (the nearest 
being within Stodmarsh SPA, situated over 500m 
to the south of the Site), neither of these impact 
pathways are considered further with respect to 
this species.   

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 
 

Disturbance-
Noise effects - 
Operation 

Hen harrier records were occasional and 
sporadic, with no regular activity within or across 
the Order limits; as such, given the limited 
increase in operational noise levels across the 
Order limits (see NSER Doc. 5.5.H Embedded 
Environmental Measures and Outline Noise 
Modelling Results and ES.Doc. 5.2 Chapter 11 
: Noise and Vibration), this impact pathway is 
not considered further with respect to this 
species.   

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

recorded during November and December from VP4 at Ash 

Levels (Section D).  Too few flight lines were recorded at 

VP1 Hoath (Section B) or VP2 Chislet Marshes (Section C) 

to identify any patterns in flight movements.  Hen harrier 
flight lines observed at VP4 Minster (Section D) tended to 

either circle over the River Stour or fly along a similar 

orientation to the watercourse. 

• During diurnal winter bird surveys in 2013/2014, hen harrier 

were recorded within the study area during the November, 

January, February and March visits of the winter bird survey; 
none were recorded in December.  Two individuals were 

recorded during the March visit, with single birds recorded 

during the other visits.  Individuals were recorded over or 

adjacent to Ash Levels (Section D) during November, 

January and March and over Chislet Marshes (Section C) in 

February.  All but one of the recorded individuals was 

recorded within the study area. 

• During VP surveys during Autumn/Winter 2014/2015, only 

low levels of flight activity were recorded at VPB Chislet 

only. Two flight lines were recorded at CRH within the study 

area. 

• No hen harrier flight lines were recorded during the diurnal 

winter walkover surveys in 2014/2015. 

• No hen harrier flight lines were recorded during the 

nocturnal bird survey in 2014/2015. 

Gadwall 
(Non-breeding) 

Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
  
Displacement/ 
Barrier effect - 
Operation 
 
Collision Risk - 
Operation 
 

Desk Study 
Analysis of 2012 KOS desktop records for gadwall show 
numerous recordings of flocks within Stodmarsh SPA in January 
and February. A peak count of 52 individuals was observed in the 
five records from Westbere. The largest flock of 125 gadwall was 
observed close to the village of Stodmarsh and smaller groups 
were seen across the larger water bodies and at Grove Ferry. 
There were no RSPB records for gadwall within 5km of the 
alignment.  
RSPB records confirm the presence of a single gadwall in the 
Lydden Valley near Sandwich Bay just over 5km to the south 
east of the South Corridor in January 2012. 
Breeding gadwall in England are believed to be sedentary, 
although some breeders in Scotland and Iceland do migrate to 
England and Ireland (Snow and Perrins, 1998). 
 

Surveys indicate that there was limited 
movement between Stodmarsh and habitats 
within or to the north of the route corridor study 
(RCS) area and therefore are unlikely to 
comprise SPA population birds.  
Whilst there are extensive drainage ditch 
systems across the RCS, the only waterbodies 
where birds have been recorded were Monkton 
Reservoir and waterbodies 500m southwest of 
Richborough Power Station, neither of which 
provide good connectivity to Stodmarsh. 
Nevertheless, further assessment will be required 
in order to determine significance. 

Yes 
Screened in for 
further 
consideration 

Noise effects – 
Operation  

Surveys have indicated that there was limited 
movement between Stodmarsh and habitats 
within or to the north of the RCS; as such, 

No 
Screened out of 
further 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

Summary of Baseline Survey Data  
Baseline data for gadwall was recorded over three winter 
seasons (2012/2013, 2013/2014 and 2014/2015 and are 
presented in Appendix F Doc. 5.5. NSER  Baseline Bird 
Reports and ES. Non Breeding Bird Survey Baselines.Docs. 
5.4.9N, 5.4.9O(i), 5.4.9O(ii). 
 

• During winter bird surveys in 2012-2013, gadwall was only 

consistently recorded in small numbers (10 separate counts 

of between 3 and 55 birds) at two separate locations within 
the study area.  The first location was associated with a 

reservoir south of Monkton (Section C) (peak count 55).  

The second location concerned a cluster of three fishing 

ponds 500m southwest of Richborough sewage works (peak 

count 20), south of Section D. 

• During flight line surveys in 2012-2013, no gadwall flight 

lines were recorded from any of the survey locations around 
Stodmarsh, providing evidence that gadwall do not tend to 

make regular foraging flights outside of Stodmarsh SPA 

during the winter. 

• During diurnal winter walkover surveys in 2013/2014, 

gadwall was regularly recorded within the study area 

between September and February. The majority of gadwall 
recorded were at the reservoir south of Monkton (Section C) 

partially located within the study area.  Gadwall were also 

recorded in small numbers at the waterbody in the eastern 

end of the study area, located approximately 300m south of 

the sewage works.  A total count of between 20 and 31 

gadwall were recorded in each month over these locations.  

No gadwall were recorded during the March 2014 winter 

birds survey visit. 

• During nocturnal winter walkover surveys in 2013/2014, a 

flock of three gadwall was recorded within the study area on 

Ash Levels (Section D) on the December visit. A single 

gadwall was recorded in the same location during the 

February 2014 visit. 

• During VP surveys in Autumn/Winter 2013/2014, no gadwall 

flight lines were recorded during the autumn period.   

• During VP surveys in Winter 2013/2014, two flocks of 

gadwall (peak count of 80 birds) were recorded in December 

records within the study area are unlikely to be 
SPA population birds. As such, given the limited 
increase in operational noise levels across the 
Order limits (See Embedded Environmental 
Measures and Outline Noise Modelling 
Results Appendix H Doc. 5.5. NSER  and  
Chapter 11 Doc. 5.2: Noise and Vibration), this 
impact pathway is not considered further with 
respect to this species.   
 

consideration 

Gadwall (Breeding) Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
  
Displacement/ 
Barrier effect - 
Operation 
 
Collision Risk - 
Operation 
 

No gadwall were recorded within the RCS during 
breeding season and only occasional sightings 
were made within the wider vicinity. The 
proposed scheme is therefore considered 
unlikely to contribute significant effects to this 
species or the breeding habitat within Stodmarsh 
SPA. 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

circling over the reservoir south of Monkton (Section C).  

• During VP surveys in Spring 2014, no gadwall were 

recorded flying during VP surveys undertaken in March 

2014. 

• During diurnal winter walkover surveys in 2014/2015, a peak 

count of four individuals was recorded in March 2015. Low 

numbers of gadwall were regularly recorded within the study 
area on River Stour and reservoirs south of Weatherlees 

Hill. 

• During nocturnal winter walkover surveys in 2014/2015, a 

total of 51 gadwall were recorded during the nocturnal winter 

bird survey, with the majority recorded outside of the Site. 

• During VP surveys in Autumn 2014, no gadwall flight lines 

were recorded at CRH within the corridor. 

• During VP surveys in Winter 2014/2015, 8 flight lines were 

recorded at CRH within the study area. 

Shoveler      (Non-
breeding) 

Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
  
Displacement/ 
Barrier effect - 
Operation 
 
Collision Risk - 
Operation 

 

Desk Study  

Up to 90 shoveler regularly recorded at north end of Seaton 
Gravel Pits. Large flocks of shoveler are occasionally recorded at 

Stodmarsh SPA near Stodmarsh village. Up to 90 individuals can 

be recorded at Trenleypark Lakes and towards Grove Ferry. 

Summary of Baseline Survey Data  

Baseline data for shoveler was recorded over three winter 

seasons (2012/2013, 2013/2014 and 2014/2015 and and are 
presented in Appendix F Doc. 5.5. NSER and  Baseline Bird 

Reports and ES. Non Breeding Bird Survey Baselines.Docs. 

5.4.9N, 5.4.9O(i), 5.4.9O(ii) 

• During diurnal winter walkover surveys in 2012/13, no 

shoveler were recorded. 

• During winter flight line surveys in 2012/13, no shoveler 

flight lines were recorded. 

• During VP surveys in autumn 2013, no shoveler flight lines 

were recorded. 

• During VP surveys in winter 2013/14, no shoveler were 

recorded at CRH within the Study Area. A group of four 

Given the limited occurrence within the Order 
limits over three years and no identified regular 
connectivity between Stodmarsh and sites within 
and around the Order limits, no identified impact 
pathways are considered further with respect to 
this species.   

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

individuals was recorded at VPE Ash Level East in 

February. 

• During VP surveys in spring 2014, no shoveler flight lines 

were recorded. 

• During diurnal winter walkover surveys in 2013/14, no 

shoveler were recorded. 

• During nocturnal winter walkover surveys in 2013/14, no 
shoveler were recorded. 

• During VP surveys in autumn 2014, no shoveler flight lines 

recorded at CRH within the study area. 

• During VP surveys in winter 2014/15, a moderate level of 

flight activity recorded from VPD, but no shoveler flight lines 

recorded at CRH within the Study Area. 

• During diurnal winter walkover surveys in 2014/15, very low 

numbers of shoveler were recorded within the Study Area, 

with a peak count of two shoveler on the River Stour south 
of Weather lees Hill. 

• During nocturnal winter walkover surveys in 2014/15, low 

numbers of shovelled were recorded during January and 

March, with a count of five shovelled within the Study Area 

just east of the railway line on the Ash Levels. 

Stodmarsh 
Ramsar 

Nationally rare 
wetland 
invertebrates 

Pollution Desk Study 
The site supports a number of uncommon wetland invertebrates, 
including six British Red Data Book species and two nationally 
rare plants, and five nationally scarce species. 

Stodmarsh Ramsar site is located 0.45km from 
the Order limits. 
The River Stour and associated drainage ditches 
and water bodies associated within the Ramsar 
site are unlikely to be affected by any 
deterioration in water quality due to run-off from 
land within the Order limits given the 
implementation of embedded pollution prevention 
measures (detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP 
Paragraphs 4.5.2, 4.5.5-4.5.18 and 4.5.21-
4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  Embedded Environmental 
Measures Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5. and secured through draft DCO 
(Doc 2.1) Schedule 3,  Requirements 5 and 6 
Nevertheless, further assessment will be required 
in order to determine significance.  

Yes 
Screened in for 
further 
consideration 

Stodmarsh Desmoulin`s whorl Pollution Desk Study Stodmarsh SAC is located 0.45km from the Yes 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

SAC snail  A sizeable population of Desmoulin’s whorl snail lives beside 
ditches within pasture on the floodplain of the River Stour, where 
reed sweet-grass, large sedges and sometimes common reed 
dominate the vegetation. Stodmarsh is a southeastern outlier of 
the main swathe of sites and is important in confirming the role of 
underlying base-rich rock (chalk) as a factor determining this 
species’ distribution. 

Order limits and potentially within a ZoI. 
The River Stour and associated drainage ditches 
and water bodies associated within the SAC are 
unlikely to be affected by any deterioration in 
water quality due to run-off from land within the 
order limits given the implementation of 
embedded pollution prevention measures 
(detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraphs 4.5.2, 
4.5.5-4.5.18 and 4.5.21-4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  
Embedded Environmental Measures 
Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5. and secured through draft DCO 
(Doc 2.1) Schedule 3,  Requirements 5 and 6) 
Nevertheless, further assessment will be required 
in order to determine significance.  
 
 

Screened in for 
further 
consideration  

Blean 
Complex 
SAC 

Annex I Habitats: 
• Sub-Atlantic and 
medio-European 
oak or oak-
hornbeam forests of 
the Carpinion betuli 

Pollution 
 

Desk Study 
At Blean in southeast England, hornbeam coppice occurs 
interspersed with pedunculate oak stands and introduced sweet 
chestnut. Great wood-rush is locally dominant in the woodland, 
and the characteristic greater stitchwort is found in more open 
patches. The stands have traditionally been managed as 
coppice, and are one of the British strongholds for the heath 
fritillary butterfly. 

Blean Complex is located 0.54km from the Order 
limits, outside any identified ZoI and is listed for 
its traditional coppice woodland.  
 
No indirect impacts of dust or pollution are 
anticipated as the SAC is outside the ZoI. 
Therefore, there are no LSE for this qualifying 
feature. Heath fritillary butterfly legislation would 
not be contravened due to the distance from the 
Order limits. 
 
In addition effects resulting from pollution would 
be avoided through the incorporation of 
embedded environmental measures. For the 
water environment these measures are detailed 
in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraphs 4.5.2, 4.5.5-
4.5.18 and 4.5.21-4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  
Embedded Environmental Measures 
Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5.  For Air Quality the measures 
are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraph 
4.8.2, and Doc. 5.4.3B Embedded 
Environmental Measures Schedule, Generic 
measures, Air Quality AQ-AA to AQ-AU. These 
measures would be secured through draft DCO 
(Doc 2.1) Schedule 3,  Requirements 5 and 6 
which would limit both dust and pollution. 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

 
Given the lack of connectivity and the lack of 
likely impacts pathways resulting from the 
proposed scheme, none of the qualifying features 
will be considered for further assessment. 

Tankerton 
Slopes and 
Swalecliffe 
SAC 

Annex II species: 
• Fisher's estuarine 
moth  

Pollution 
 

Desk Study 
Fisher’s estuarine moth has a localised population distribution in 
the UK, due to its specific habitat requirements and is only found 
in two areas, the north Essex coast and the north Kent Coast. 
Tankerton slopes and Swalecliffe supports the majority of the 
north Kent population of this moth which is approximately 20% of 
the UK population. The site's north facing slopes are composed 
of London Clay and support a tall herb community dominated by 
its food plant hog's fennel, together with areas of neutral 
grassland also required by the species for egg laying. 

Tankerton Slopes and Swalecliffe SAC is located 
5.7km from the Order limits, outside any 
identified ZoI and is listed for its population of 
Fisher’s estuarine moth.   
 
No indirect impacts of dust or pollution are 
anticipated as the SAC is outside the ZoI. 
Therefore, there are no LSE for this qualifying 
feature 
 
In addition effects resulting from pollution would 
be avoided through the incorporation of 
embedded environmental measures. For the 
water environment these measures are detailed 
in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraphs 4.5.2, 4.5.5-
4.5.18 and 4.5.21-4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  
Embedded Environmental Measures 
Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5.  For Air Quality the measures 
are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraph 
4.8.2, and Doc. 5.4.3B Embedded 
Environmental Measures Schedule, Generic 
measures, Air Quality AQ-AA to AQ-AU. These 
measures would be secured through draft DCO 
(Doc 2.1) Schedule 3,  Requirements 5 and 6 
which would limit both dust and pollution. 
 
Given the lack of connectivity and the lack of  
likely impacts pathways resulting from the 
proposed scheme, none of the qualifying features 
will be considered for further assessment. 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 

      

Swale SPA Dark-bellied brent 
goose (Non-
breeding); 
 
Dunlin (Non-
breeding); 
 
Common redshank 

Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
  
Displacement/ 
Barrier effect - 

Desk Study 
The wide diversity of coastal habitats found on the Swale 
combine to support important numbers of waterbirds throughout 
the year. In summer, the site is of importance for marsh harrier, 
breeding waders and Mediterranean gull. In spring and autumn 
migration periods, as well as during winter, the Swale supports 
very large numbers of geese, ducks and waders. 

The Swale SPA and Ramsar site is located 
7.5km from the Order limits and outside any 
identified Zone of Influence (ZoI) (See 
Ecological Zones of Influence - Table 9C.1 
Justification for Defining Zones of Influence 
Appendix G Doc. 5.5. NSER). Given the 
distance between this site and the proposed 
development, the lack of connectivity i.e. no 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

(Non- breeding) 
 
Waterbird 
assemblage 
(including dark-
bellied brent goose, 
gadwall, Eurasian 
teal, oystercatcher, 
ringed plover, grey 
plover, dunlin, 
Eurasian curlew 
and common 
redshank)  
 

Operation 
 
Collision Risk - 
Operation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Disturbance – 
Construction (inc. 
noise effects), 
Decommissioning 
and Maintenance 
  
Displacement/ 
Barrier effect - 
Operation 
 
Collision Risk - 
Operation 
 
 
 
 
 

functionally connected preferred foraging or 
breeding habitats within the Order limits or within 
any ZoI, none of the qualifying features would be 
susceptible to indirect effects resulting from 
disturbance or damage. These receptors would 
therefore not be subject to any LSEs. 
 
This was confirmed and agreed with Natural 
England in July 2014. 
 
 In addition, indirect effects resulting from 
pollution would be avoided through the 
incorporation of embedded environmental 
measures. For the water environment these 
measures are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP 
Paragraphs 4.5.2, 4.5.5-4.5.18 and 4.5.21-
4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  Embedded Environmental 
Measures Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5.  For Air Quality the measures 
are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraph 
4.8.2, and Doc. 5.4.3B Embedded 
Environmental Measures Schedule, Generic 
measures, Air Quality AQ-AA to AQ-AU. These 
measures would be secured through draft DCO 
(Doc 2.1) Schedule 3,  Requirements 5 and 6 
which would limit both dust and pollution. 
 
 

Swale 
Ramsar 

Ramsar Criterion 6 
- 
Species/populations 
occurring at levels 
of international 
importance-  
common redshank, 
dark-bellied brent 
goose and grey 
plover. 
 
Species/populations 
identified 
subsequent to 
designation for 
possible future 
consideration under 
Criterion 6: 
ringed plover, 
Eurasian wigeon, 
Northern pintail, 
Northern shoveler 
and black-tailed 
godwit. 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 

Ramsar criterion 2: 
Nationally scarce 
plants and at least 
seven British Red 
data book 
invertebrates 

Pollution  
 
  
 
 

Desk Study 
The site supports nationally scarce plants and at least seven 
British Red data book invertebrates 

The Swale Ramsar site is located 7.5km from the 
Order limits and outside any identified ZoI. 
Terrestrial habitats, plants and invertebrates 
listed within citation would not be significantly 
affected by any direct effects of the proposals.  
 
Given the distance between this site and the 
proposed development, the lack of connectivity 

No 
Screened out of 
further 
consideration 



 

 

European 
site 

Qualifying 
interest species 

Potential 
impacts 

Baseline Screening Rationale Further 
consideration 

i.e. no functionally connected preferred foraging 
or breeding habitats within the Order limits or 
within any ZoI, none of the qualifying features 
would be susceptible to indirect effects resulting 
from disturbance or damage. These receptors 
would therefore not be subject to any LSEs. 
 
 In addition, indirect effects resulting from 
pollution would be avoided through the 
incorporation of embedded environmental 
measures. For the water environment these 
measures are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP 
Paragraphs 4.5.2, 4.5.5-4.5.18 and 4.5.21-
4.5.28; Doc. 5.4.3B  Embedded Environmental 
Measures Schedule, Generic measures, Water 
Environment, WE-A to WE-AP and Appendix H, 
NSER Doc. 5.5.  For Air Quality the measures 
are detailed in Doc 5.4.3C CEMP Paragraph 
4.8.2, and Doc. 5.4.3B Embedded 
Environmental Measures Schedule, Generic 
measures, Air Quality AQ-AA to AQ-AU. These 
measures would be secured through draft DCO 
(Doc 2.1) Schedule 3,  Requirements 5 and 6 
which would limit both dust and pollution. 
Given the lack of connectivity and the likely 
impacts pathways resulting from the scheme, 
none of the qualifying features will be considered 
for further assessment. 
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Appendix D 
 

Table in support of Q.1.2.21 - Providing the 
justification for each of the “scoped in” 
receptors being of sufficient biodiversity value 
for inclusion within the post-scoping 
assessment phase and where relevant 
includes best practice criteria used to support 
sensitivity justifications. 
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Question 1.2.21 

The below table provides the justification for each of the “scoped in” receptors being of sufficient biodiversity value for inclusion 
within the post-scoping assessment phase and where relevant includes best practice criteria used to support sensitivity 
justifications. 

 

Biodiversity Receptor 1  Importance 2 Justification for Inclusion in the Assessment 3 “Sensitivity” - Zone of Influence 4 

Golden plover (non-
breeding) as a feature of 
Thanet Coast & 
Sandwich Bay Special 
Protection Area 
(SPA)/Ramsar  

International This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on a designated feature (golden plover), including 
when in linked functional habitats, could compromise 
the integrity of the site. 

135m (overhead line operation – displacement) is a 
mean minimal displacement distance for wintering 
golden plover at studies of wind farm sites in Germany 
(Hotker et al. 2006) and is considered applicable to 
operational overhead lines with respect to wintering 
waders and wildfowl. 
250m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on a combination of best practice 
guidance and professional judgement. Disturbance 
buffer zone distance represents a precautionary 
approach for all wintering waders (including golden 
plover) and wildfowl, based on a recommended 250m 
distance (Cutts et al 2009), set to sensitive species 
such as redshank. 

Hen harrier and Gadwall 
(Non-breeding) as 
features of 
Stodmarsh SPA/Ramsar 
 

International This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on designated features (hen harrier and gadwall), 
including when in linked functional habitats, could 
compromise the integrity of the site. 

135m (overhead line operation – displacement) is a 
mean minimal displacement distance for wintering 
golden plover at studies of wind farm sites in Germany 
(Hotker et al. 2006) and is considered applicable to 
operational overhead lines with respect to wintering 
waders and wildfowl. 
 
250m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on a combination of best practice 
guidance and professional judgement. Disturbance 
buffer zone distance represents a precautionary 
approach for all wintering waders (including golden 
plover) and wildfowl, based on a recommended 250m 
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Biodiversity Receptor 1  Importance 2 Justification for Inclusion in the Assessment 3 “Sensitivity” - Zone of Influence 4 

distance (Cutts et al 2009), set to sensitive species 
such as redshank. 

Desmoulin’s whorl snail 
as a feature of 
Stodmarsh Special Area 
of Conservation (SAC)  

International This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on designated features (Desmoulin’s whorl snail) 
could compromise the integrity of the site. 

All statutory sites (with water dependence) are located 
at distance from the proposed development (nearest 
site hydrologically connected at 1.5km downstream or 
275m in flood). Even though these sites may be 
deemed to have a greater level of sensitivity to water 
pollution when compared to the immediate 
watercourse receptor, the Water Environment 
assessment (see Doc 5.2, Chapter 13) has 
determined that protection of the upstream/immediate 
receptor would avoid the propagation of any significant 
direct or indirect effects further downstream. This has 
been assessed from a biodiversity perspective in 
respect of the features present in those sites, and is 
not limited to consideration of water quality standards 
only. 

West Blean and 
Thornden Woods Site of 
Special Scientific 
Interest (SSSI) 

National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the supporting habitats could compromise the 
integrity of the site. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
 
8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
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Biodiversity Receptor 1  Importance 2 Justification for Inclusion in the Assessment 3 “Sensitivity” - Zone of Influence 4 

dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Great Stour, Ashford to 
Fordwich Local Wildlife 
Site (LWS) 

County This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the designated habitats could compromise the 
integrity of the site. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
 
8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Little Hall and 
Kemberland Woods and 
Pasture LWS 

County This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the designated habitats could compromise the 
integrity of the site. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
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Biodiversity Receptor 1  Importance 2 Justification for Inclusion in the Assessment 3 “Sensitivity” - Zone of Influence 4 

 
8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Chislet Marshes, Sarre 
Penn and Preston 
Marshes LWS 

County This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the designated habitats could compromise the 
integrity of the site. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
 
8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
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dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Ash Level & South 
Richborough Pasture 
LWS 

County This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the designated habitats and birds could 
compromise the integrity of the site. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
 
8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Ancient woodland, 
veteran trees  and 
lowland, mixed 
deciduous woodland  

National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on this habitat could compromise its conservation 
status. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
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8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Hedgerows National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on this habitat could compromise its conservation 
status. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
 
8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
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dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Rivers  National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on this habitat could compromise its conservation 
status. 

Land-take/land cover change will only take place in 
areas where construction/decommissioning are 
planned. Other areas within and outside the Order 
limits will not be affected by land-take/land cover 
change. 
 
8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Ponds National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on this habitat could compromise its conservation 
status. 

8m (Pollution) – This zone of influence is based on the 
Environment Agency stand-off distance that negates 
the requirements for a FRAP (from a main river). 
Distance represents a precautionary approach for 
ditches i.e. non main river. Based on potential inputs 
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of pollution to watercourses and waterbodies from 
construction related surface run off (in the absence of 
environmental measures). 
50m (Dust deposition / air quality) - The zone of 
influence is based on usual deposition distances for 
dust from construction sites. The air quality 
assessment (Doc 5.2, Chapter 12) has concluded no 
significant effects in respect of air quality changes 
following the implementation of embedded 
environmental measures, and is scoped out of further 
assessment. 

Marsh harrier (breeding 
and non-breeding) 

National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on nesting attempts and individual birds could 
compromise the populations’ conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

500m (increased noise, light and vibration) – This 
zone of influence is based on best practice guidance. 
Survey opinion by Whitfield & Ruddock (2007) 
suggests a disturbance buffer of 300-500m from 
marsh harrier nests.  

Peregrine (breeding and 
non-breeding) 

National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on nesting attempts and individual birds could 
compromise the populations’ conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

500m (increased noise, light and vibration) – This 
zone of influence is based on best practice guidance. 
Disturbance-free zones for forestry workers of 400 - 
600 m (Petty 1998) around peregrine breeding sites in 
Great Britain. 

Hobby (breeding) National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on nesting attempts could compromise the 
populations’ conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

500m (increased noise, light and vibration) – This 
zone of influence is based on best practice guidance. 
Disturbance-free zones for forestry workers of 400 - 
600 m (Petty 1998) around peregrine breeding sites in 
Great Britain. Based on these guidelines, a 500m 
survey buffer is also considered robust in terms of 
hobby nest sites. 
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Barn owl (breeding) National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on nesting attempts could compromise the 
populations’ conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

250m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on best practice guidance. 
Survey Methodology and Techniques for use in 
Ecological Assessment: Developing Best Practice in 
Survey and Reporting Shawyer (2011) 

Cetti’s warbler and 
kingfisher (breeding) 

National These receptors are included within the assessment 
value as the spatial and temporal scale of the 
potential effects on nesting attempts could 
compromise their populations’ conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to these species. 

50m (increased noise, light and vibration) – This ZoI is 
based on professional judgement. 

Lapwing, curlew and 
dunlin 

National These receptors are included within the assessment 
as the spatial and temporal scale of the potential 
effects on non-breeding populations could 
compromise their conservation status. 

135m (overhead line operation – displacement) is a 
mean minimal displacement distance for wintering 
golden plover at studies of wind farm sites in Germany 
(Hotker et al. 2006) and is considered applicable to 
operational overhead lines with respect to wintering 
waders and wildfowl. 
 
250m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on a combination of best practice 
guidance and professional judgement. Disturbance 
buffer zone distance represents a precautionary 
approach for all wintering waders (including golden 
plover) and wildfowl, based on a recommended 250m 
distance (Cutts et al 2009), set to sensitive species 
such as redshank. 

Great crested newt International This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the population could compromise their 
conservation status. 

500m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on best practice guidance. Great 
crested newt mitigation guidelines, English Nature 
2001. 
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Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

Reptiles National These receptors are included within the assessment 
as the spatial and temporal scale of the potential 
effects on their populations could compromise their 
conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to these species. 

30m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on professional judgement. 

Badgers  N/A Species included in the assessment due to legal 
status only. 

30m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based upon guidance from English 
Nature “Badgers and Development” 2001. 

Bat assemblage International These receptors are included within the assessment 
as the spatial and temporal scale of the potential 
effects on their populations could compromise their 
conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to these species. 

100m (increased noise, light and vibration) - Light spill 
from temporary lighting during the construction and 
decommissioning periods would be restricted to the 
working area as far as possible, and there would be no 
lighting of the overhead line during the operational 
phase; however, headlights from vehicles within the 
Order limits would typically cast light to a distance of 
approximately 100m. There is little information on the 
effects of noise and vibration on fauna; however, 
recent studies indicate that bats’ foraging ability can 
be adversely affected by road noise up to a distance of 
at least 50-60m. 

Dormouse International This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the population could compromise their 
conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

30m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on professional judgement. 
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Otter  International This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the population could compromise their 
conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

30m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on professional judgement. 

Water vole National This receptor is included within the assessment as 
the spatial and temporal scale of the potential effects 
on the population could compromise their 
conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to this species. 

5m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone of 
influence is based on professional judgement and best 
practice guidance. Water vole conservation handbook 
3rd edition 2011. 

Terrestrial invertebrate 
assemblage 

National These receptors are included within the assessment 
as the spatial and temporal scale of the potential 
effects on their populations could challenge their 
conservation status. 
 
Consideration is also required due to the legal 
protection provided to these species. 

30m (increased noise, light and vibration) - This zone 
of influence is based on the maximum limit priority 
species listed may be affected by light, noise and 
vibration based on professional judgement. 

Japanese knotweed N/A Assessment of invasive plants is associated with 
legal compliance issues only. 

7m (land take / land cover change / construction / 
decommissioning) - Rhizomes from Japanese 
knotweed are considered to extend up to ~7m laterally 
from the base of the parent plant (Knotweed Code of 
Practice, Environment Agency 2013). Any ground 
disturbance within this area may promote the spread 
of the species. 

Himalayan balsam N/A Assessment of invasive plants is associated with 
legal compliance issues only. 

7m (land take / land cover change / construction / 
decommissioning) - Rhizomes from Japanese 
knotweed are considered to extend up to ~7m laterally 
from the base of the parent plant (Knotweed Code of 
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Practice, Environment Agency 2013). Any ground 
disturbance within this area may promote the spread 
of the species. 

Water fern N/A Assessment of invasive plants is associated with 
legal compliance issues only. 

7m (land take / land cover change / construction / 
decommissioning) - Rhizomes from Japanese 
knotweed are considered to extend up to ~7m laterally 
from the base of the parent plant (Knotweed Code of 
Practice, Environment Agency 2013). Any ground 
disturbance within this area may promote the spread 
of the species. 
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Appendix E 
 

In support of Q’s 1.2.51 & 1.5.9 – 
Correspondence between National Grid and 
Natural England on LoNIs   





 

NSIP LONI (03/12) 

 
 

Dear Mr Self   

DRAFT EPS MITIGATION LICENCE APPLICATION STATUS: INITIAL DRAFT APPLICATION 

LEGISLATION: THE CONSERVATION OF HABITATS AND SPECIES REGULATIONS 2010 

(as amended) 
NSIP:  RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT, KENT 

EUROPEAN PROTECTED SPECIES: Dormice (Muscardinus avellanarius) 
         

 
Thank you for your initial draft dormouse mitigation licence application in association with the 
above NSIP site. As stated in our published guidance, once Natural England is content that the 
draft licence application is of the required standard, we will issue a ‘letter of no impediment’. 
This is designed to provide the Planning Inspectorate and the Secretary of State with 
confidence that the competent licensing authority sees no impediment to issuing a licence in 
future, based on information assessed to date in respect of these proposals.  
 
Assessment 
 
Following our assessment of the draft application documents, I can now confirm that, on the 
basis of the information and proposals provided, Natural England sees no impediment to a 
licence being issued, should the DCO be granted.  
 
Next Steps 
 
Should the DCO be granted then the mitigation licence application must be formally submitted 
to Natural England. At this stage any modifications to the timings of the proposed works, e.g. 
due to ecological requirements of the species concerned, must be made and agreed with 
Natural England before a licence is granted. Please note that there will be no charge for the 
formal licence application determination, should the DCO be granted, or the granting of any 
licence.  
 
Please be aware that we have identified two minor issues in relation to the Method Statement 
and therefore, please ensure that the Method Statement is revised to include these changes 
prior to formal submission. These changes are as follows:  
 

 Please submit a copy of Figure B2.1 Master Plan Overview to show an overview of the 

site and each location covered by the licence, including the location of licence ref 2015-

9344-EPS-MIT. This map has been included within the Master Plan Document but a 

separate copy of this map is required to form part of the Annex Licence. 

Date: 24 November 2015 

Our ref: 2015-16799-EPS-NSIP1 (Dormice) 

(NATIONALLY SIGNIFICANT INFRASTRUCTURE 

PROJECT) 

  

 

  

Mr S Self 

Project Manager  

National Grid 

 

Sent by e-mail only 

 

 

 

  

Natural England 

First Floor 

Temple Quay House 

2 The Square 

Bristol, BS1 6EB 

 

T 0845 6014523 

F 0845 6013438 

E eps.mitigation@ 

naturalengland.org.uk 



 

 Please save each map with a title that corresponds to the map itself, i.e. Figure D is to 

be titled ‘Figure D’, in order to facilitate the assessment process. 

 

If there is any aspect of the above two points that are not clear to you and you wish to discuss it 

with the Wildlife Adviser who assessed the method statement, please contact Susie Moore on 

0300 060 1768 or by email at Susie.Moore@naturalengland.org.uk. 

 
If other minor changes to the application are subsequently necessary, e.g. amendments to the 
work schedule/s then these should be outlined in a covering letter and must be reflected in the 
formal submission of the licence application. These changes must be agreed by Natural 
England before a licence can be granted.  If changes are made to proposals or timings which do 
not enable us to meet reach a ‘satisfied’ decision, we will issue correspondence outlining why 
the proposals are not acceptable and what further information is required. These issues will 
need to be addressed before any licence can be granted.  

 

Full details of Natural England’s licensing process with regards to NSIP’s can be found at the 

following link:  

 

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http://naturalengland.org.uk/Images

/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf  

 
As stated in the above guidance note, I should also be grateful if an open dialogue can be 

maintained with yourselves regarding the progression of the DCO application so that, should the 

Order be granted, we will be in a position to assess the final submission of the application in a 

timely fashion and avoid any unnecessary delay in issuing the licence. 

 

Yours sincerely 

  

 
John Gordon 

EPS Mitigation Licensing Lead Adviser 

Tel: 0300 060 1442 
E-mail: John.Gordon@naturalengland.org.uk  

 
 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://nemysites/search/pages/PeopleResults.aspx?k=NewPhone:%220300%20060%201768%22
mailto:Susie.Moore@naturalengland.org.uk
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/naturalengland.org.uk/Images/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/naturalengland.org.uk/Images/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf
mailto:John.Gordon@naturalengland.org.uk


Annex - Guidance for providing further information or formally submitting the 
licence application. 
 

 
Important note: when submitting your formal application please mark all 
correspondence ‘2015-16799-EPS-NSIP1 (Dormouse) RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION 
PROJECT for the attention of Sue Crutchley and John Gordon’. 
 

 
 

Submitting Documents. 
 
Documents must be sent to the Customer Services Wildlife Licensing (postal and email address 
at the top of this letter). 
 
 

Changes to Documents –Reasoned Statement/Method Statement. 
 

Changes must be identified using one or more of the following methods:  

 underline new text/strikeout deleted text; 

 use different font colour;   

 block-coloured text, or all the above.   
 
 

Method Statement 
 
When submitting a revised Method Statement please send us one copy on CD, or by e-mail if 
less than 5MB in size, or alternatively three paper copies.  The method statement should be 
submitted in its entirety including all figures, appendices, supporting documents. Sections of this 
document form part of the licence; please do not send the amended sections in isolation. For 
NSIP schemes if you are sending us a copy by email or on CD, please also send us at least one 
paper copy of all figures and maps which greatly assists the assessment process. 
 

 
 



 

Customer Feedback – EPS Mitigation Licensing 

To help us improve our service please complete the following questionnaire and 

return to:  

Customer Services, Natural England, First Floor, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Bristol, BS1 6EB.  

Fax:  0845 6013438  or email to wildlife@naturalengland.org.uk  

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/regulation/wildlife/default.aspx 

 

Natural England Reference Number (optional):   

      

Please tick to 

indicate your role: 

Consultant   

Developer (Applicant/Licensee)  

 

 

1. How easy was it to get in contact with the Wildlife Management & Licensing team of Natural England? 

Difficult (1) OK (2) Easy (3) Very Easy (4) 

    

If 1 please specify who you initially contacted in relation to your issue/enquiry? 

      

2. Please tell us how aware you were (BEFORE you contacted us) of wildlife legislation and what it does/does 

not permit in relation to your enquiry?   

Unaware (1) Very Limited Awareness (2) Partially Aware (3) Fully Aware (4) 

    
 

3. How would you rate the service provided by Natural England? 

 Poor Fair Good Excellent Not 

applicable  1 2 3 4 

Ease of completion of application      

Advice provided by telephone (if applicable)      

Our web site (if applicable)      

Clarity and usefulness of published guidance      

Helpfulness and politeness of staff       

Advice and clarity of explanations provided during Method 

Statement assessment 
     

Advice and clarity of explanations provided during Reasoned 

Statement assessment  
     

Speed of process       

Overall service      

If 1 or 2 to any of the above please specify why: 

      

4. Was your issue/enquiry resolved by the activity authorised under licence or advice provided by us? 

Fully Partially Unresolved 

   

If not fully resolved please state what you think could have been done instead (note legislation affects which actions can 

be licensed): 

      

5. Was there a public reaction to any action taken under the licence or as a result of our advice? 

Positive support No reaction Negative reaction 

   

6. Would you use a fully online licensing service if it could be made available in the future? 

Definitely Possibly Unlikely No  

    

7. Do you have any further comments to make or suggestions for improving our service, if yes please specify 

(continue comments on an additional sheet if necessary). If you are happy to be contacted at a later date to 

explore possible improvement options, please tick this box  and ensure your Natural England reference 

number is at the top of this page. 

 

 

mailto:eps.mitigation@naturalengland.org.uk
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/regulation/wildlife/default.aspx


 

NSIP LONI (03/12) 

 
 

Dear Mr Self   

DRAFT EPS MITIGATION LICENCE APPLICATION STATUS: SUBSEQUENT DRAFT 

APPLICATION 

LEGISLATION: THE CONSERVATION OF HABITATS AND SPECIES REGULATIONS 2010 

(as amended) 
NSIP:  RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT, KENT 
EUROPEAN PROTECTED SPECIES: GREAT CRESTED NEWT (Triturus cristatus) 
         

 
Thank you for your subsequent draft great crested newt mitigation licence application in 
association with the above NSIP site, received in this office on the 4th December 2015 and I 
apologise for the delay in issuing our response. As stated in our published guidance, once 
Natural England is content that the draft licence application is of the required standard, we will 
issue a ‘letter of no impediment’. This is designed to provide the Planning Inspectorate and the 
Secretary of State with confidence that the competent licensing authority sees no impediment to 
issuing a licence in future, based on information assessed to date in respect of these proposals.  
 
Assessment 
 
Following our assessment of the resubmitted draft application documents, I can now confirm 
that, on the basis of the information and proposals provided, Natural England sees no 
impediment to a licence being issued, should the DCO be granted.  
 
Next Steps 
 
Should the DCO be granted then the mitigation licence application must be formally submitted 
to Natural England. At this stage any modifications to the timings of the proposed works, e.g. 
due to ecological requirements of the species concerned, must be made and agreed with 
Natural England before a licence is granted. Please note that there will be no charge for the 
formal licence application determination, should the DCO be granted, or the granting of any 
licence.  
 
If other minor changes to the application are subsequently necessary, e.g. amendments to the 
work schedule/s then these should be outlined in a covering letter and must be reflected in the 
formal submission of the licence application. These changes must be agreed by Natural 
England before a licence can be granted.  If changes are made to proposals or timings which do 
not enable us to meet reach a ‘satisfied’ decision, we will issue correspondence outlining why 

Date: 21 January 2016 

Our ref: 2015-16782-EPS-NSIP1 (GCN) 

(NATIONALLY SIGNIFICANT INFRASTRUCTURE 

PROJECT) 

  

 

  

Mr S Self 

Project Manager  

National Grid 

 

Sent by e-mail only 

 

 

 

  

Natural England 

First Floor 

Temple Quay House 

2 The Square 

Bristol, BS1 6EB 

 

T 0845 6014523 

F 0845 6013438 

E eps.mitigation@ 

naturalengland.org.uk 



the proposals are not acceptable and what further information is required. These issues will 
need to be addressed before any licence can be granted.  

 

Full details of Natural England’s licensing process with regards to NSIP’s can be found at the 

following link:  

 

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http://naturalengland.org.uk/Images

/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf  

 
As stated in the above guidance note, I should also be grateful if an open dialogue can be 

maintained with yourselves regarding the progression of the DCO application so that, should the 

Order be granted, we will be in a position to assess the final submission of the application in a 

timely fashion and avoid any unnecessary delay in issuing the licence. 

 

Yours sincerely 

  

 
John Gordon 

EPS Mitigation Licensing Lead Adviser 

Tel: 0300 060 1442 
E-mail: John.Gordon@naturalengland.org.uk  

 
 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/naturalengland.org.uk/Images/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/naturalengland.org.uk/Images/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf
mailto:John.Gordon@naturalengland.org.uk


 
Annex - Guidance for providing further information or formally submitting the 
licence application. 
 

 
Important note: when submitting your formal application please mark all 
correspondence ‘2015-16782-EPS-NSIP1 (GCN) RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT 
FOR THE ATTENTION OF SUE CRUTCHLEY AND JOHN GORDON’. 
 

 
 

Submitting Documents. 
 
Documents must be sent to the Customer Services Wildlife Licensing (postal and email address 
at the top of this letter). 
 
 

Changes to Documents –Reasoned Statement/Method Statement. 
 

Changes must be identified using one or more of the following methods:  

 underline new text/strikeout deleted text; 

 use different font colour;   

 block-coloured text, or all the above.   
 
 

Method Statement 
 
When submitting a revised Method Statement please send us one copy on CD, or by e-mail if 
less than 5MB in size, or alternatively three paper copies.  The method statement should be 
submitted in its entirety including all figures, appendices, supporting documents. Sections of this 
document form part of the licence; please do not send the amended sections in isolation. For 
NSIP schemes if you are sending us a copy by email or on CD, please also send us at least one 
paper copy of all figures and maps which greatly assists the assessment process. 
 

 
 



 

Customer Feedback – EPS Mitigation Licensing 

To help us improve our service please complete the following questionnaire and 

return to:  

Customer Services, Natural England, First Floor, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Bristol, BS1 6EB.  

Fax:  0845 6013438  or email to wildlife@naturalengland.org.uk  

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/regulation/wildlife/default.aspx 

 

Natural England Reference Number (optional):   

      

Please tick to 

indicate your role: 

Consultant   

Developer (Applicant/Licensee)  

 

 

1. How easy was it to get in contact with the Wildlife Management & Licensing team of Natural England? 

Difficult (1) OK (2) Easy (3) Very Easy (4) 

    

If 1 please specify who you initially contacted in relation to your issue/enquiry? 

      

2. Please tell us how aware you were (BEFORE you contacted us) of wildlife legislation and what it does/does 

not permit in relation to your enquiry?   

Unaware (1) Very Limited Awareness (2) Partially Aware (3) Fully Aware (4) 

    
 

3. How would you rate the service provided by Natural England? 

 Poor Fair Good Excellent Not 

applicable  1 2 3 4 

Ease of completion of application      

Advice provided by telephone (if applicable)      

Our web site (if applicable)      

Clarity and usefulness of published guidance      

Helpfulness and politeness of staff       

Advice and clarity of explanations provided during Method 

Statement assessment 
     

Advice and clarity of explanations provided during Reasoned 

Statement assessment  
     

Speed of process       

Overall service      

If 1 or 2 to any of the above please specify why: 

      

4. Was your issue/enquiry resolved by the activity authorised under licence or advice provided by us? 

Fully Partially Unresolved 

   

If not fully resolved please state what you think could have been done instead (note legislation affects which actions can 

be licensed): 

      

5. Was there a public reaction to any action taken under the licence or as a result of our advice? 

Positive support No reaction Negative reaction 

   

6. Would you use a fully online licensing service if it could be made available in the future? 

Definitely Possibly Unlikely No  

    

7. Do you have any further comments to make or suggestions for improving our service, if yes please specify 

(continue comments on an additional sheet if necessary). If you are happy to be contacted at a later date to 

explore possible improvement options, please tick this box  and ensure your Natural England reference 

number is at the top of this page. 

 

 

mailto:eps.mitigation@naturalengland.org.uk
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NSIP LONI (03/12) 

Natural England 

First Floor 

Temple Quay House 

2 The Square 

Bristol, BS1 6EB 

 

T 0845 6014523 

F 0845 6013438 

E eps.mitigation@ 

 
 

Dear Mr Self

DRAFT MITIGATION LICENCE APPLICATION STATUS: SUBSEQUENT DRAFT 

APPLICATION  

LEGISLATION: THE CONSERVATION OF HABITATS AND SPECIES REGULATIONS 2010 

(as amended) 
NSIP:  RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT, KENT 

SPECIES: Bats (Various Species) 

         
 
Thank you for your subsequent draft bat mitigation licence application in association with the 
above NSIP site. As stated in our published guidance, once Natural England is content that the 
draft licence application is of the required standard, we will issue a ‘letter of no impediment’. 
This is designed to provide the Planning Inspectorate and the Secretary of State with 
confidence that the competent licensing authority sees no impediment to issuing a licence in 
future, based on information assessed to date in respect of these proposals.  
 
Assessment 
 
Following our assessment of the resubmitted draft application documents, I can now confirm 
that, on the basis of all of the information provided to date, Natural England sees no impediment 
to a licence being issued, should the DCO be granted.  
 
However, please note the following issues have been identified within the current draft of the 
method statement that will need to be addressed before the licence application is formally 
submitted. Our wildlife adviser, Sarah Holman, raised these matters with Chris Hill (AMEC 
Foster Wheeler) on the 3rd June 2016 and it was confirmed on 20th June 2016 that the 
necessary amendments would be made.  
 
Please do ensure that the Method Statement is revised to include updates, changes and 
clarifications as requested. For clarity, these include the following points: 
 

 Further surveys should be conducted during the optimal survey season immediately 
prior to submission of the formal licence application, bearing in mind that a licence 
cannot be issued more than 12 weeks in advance of the works. The draft licence 
application submitted on 16 December 2015 confirmed that the high potential trees 
within the original survey area will be re-surveyed prior to submission of the formal 
licence application.  Please note that the following additional surveys will also be 
necessary and should additional roosts be found, or should the status of existing roosts 

Date: 01 July 2016 

Our ref: NSIP 2015-16862-EPS-NSIP1 

(NATIONALLY SIGNIFICANT INFRASTRUCTURE 

PROJECT) 

  

 

  

Mr S Self 

Project Manager  

National Grid 

 

Sent by e-mail only 

 

 

 

  
 



change, provision must be included in the formal application and under licence before 
the trees (roosts) are removed:  
 

o Following receipt of the letter from Emer McDonnell (National Grid) to Sarah 
Holman dated 20 June 2016, we acknowledge that it has not been possible to 
obtain access to the area of the new visibility splay in order to survey the 3 high 
potential trees (G85/1, G85/3 and G85/11) and 3 moderate potential trees 
(G85/2, G85/6 and G85/10) within, due to the landowners’ repeated denial of 
access.  Please note that additional survey of these 6 trees is required to inform 
the formal licence application; it is understood from a telephone conversation 
with Caroline Gettinby (AMEC Foster Wheeler) on 3 June 2016 that access will 
be available by May/June 2017.   

 
o Additional survey will need to be undertaken of the following 19 moderate 

potential trees and results presented in the formal licence application: G70/4, 
G70/6, G70/7, G77/4, T182, T179, T205, T206, G100/2, G127/4, G127/5, 
G130/9, G130/10, G130/11, G130/12, G218/1, G218/2, G44/6 and G178/1.  

 
o Given the time interval between the original survey work and the scheduled 

commencement of development works, moderate potential trees within the 
original survey area where the potential roost feature could not be fully 
investigated from climbing surveys will need to be re-surveyed to inform the 
formal licence application.   

 
o When additional survey of trees G70/5 and G203/1 are undertaken immediately 

prior to submission of the formal licence application, every effort will need to be 
made to ascertain the bat species using these roosts.  Techniques may include: 
visual inspections using endoscopes; DNA analysis of droppings; re-
entry/emergence surveys; the use of static detectors immediately outside of the 
roost/suitable roosting feature; and the use of night-vision scopes or infrared or 
thermal imaging cameras. 

 
In addition, the Method Statement will need to be amended to include the following:  

 

 Please ensure that the correct version of Annex H2 List of trees with potential bat roost 
features is submitted with the formal licence application.  (The named ecologist advised 
via email on 28/01/2016 that the impacts on trees T205, G127/4, G218/1, G218/2, 
G127/5 and G130/14 as detailed on the original Annex H2 were correct and the changes 
in the updated Annex H2 supplied with the resubmission were due to a formatting error.)   
 

 Please update the list of the equipment used during dusk emergence and dawn re-entry 
surveys (supplied at the end of Annex H3) to include a static detector (as per advice 
from the named ecologist during a telephone conversation on 20/01/2016 that SM2 
static detectors were used to monitor outside the roosts during the dusk and dawn 
surveys). 
 

 Please supply the original tree climbing and endoscope inspection survey results for all 
high and moderate potential trees affected by works.  (Annex H9 Tree Climbing Survey 
Results supplied with the resubmission does not include any additional detail than that 
already provided in Annex H2 List of trees with potential bat roost features.) 
 

 Please update the Method Statement to clarify the long-term impact on tree roost 
G203/1, providing details in the appropriate section - i.e. D2.1 Roost modification.  
(During a telephone conversation on 20/01/2016, the named ecologist clarified that the 
roosting feature in tree G203/1 will remain and although it will not be suitable for bats to 
use in the short-term, in the long-term they may well return to use the feature for 
roosting.) 
 



 Please update Figure D Impacts Plan as follows: 
o Page 2: to clarify the long-term impact on tree roost G127/1 – i.e. roost loss. 
o Page 3: to clarify the long-term impact on tree roost G203/1 – i.e. roost modification. 

 

 Trees with bat roosting potential will be removed either within March/April or 
September/October in suitable weather conditions for bat activity (see next bullet point).  
Works outside this time will only take place in the main breeding and hibernation periods 
if the ecologist can verify (be certain) that bats are not present.  
 

 Tree removal will only take place when temperatures are above 8oC with no heavy rain 
or high winds. 
 

 Following section-felling of trees with potential roost features, if the feature cannot be 
fully inspected for bat occupation by the ecologist, the section will be left on the ground 
with the potential roost entrance exposed for at least 48 hours in weather conditions 
suitable for bat activity. 
 

 The compensatory roosts to be provided for tree roost G127/1 will be as follows:  If 
practicable, the section of tree G127/1 containing roost cavities will be removed intact 
and re-erected on a suitable tree in the vicinity, within a shaded location within the 
nearest block of woodland.  (The suitability of these sections for re-erecting in this way 
will be determined by an arborist shortly before felling.)  In addition, two Kent bat boxes 
will be erected on the same tree or a neighbouring tree.  If the section is not suitable for 
re-erection, two Kent bat boxes and one Schwegler 1FF bat box will be provided.  The 
boxes will be erected at a height of at least 4m and erection supervised by the named 
ecologist or their accredited agent. 
 

 In regard to lighting during the contruction phase, existing known roosts and 
compensatory roosts will not be directly lit. 
 

If there is any aspect of the issues raised above that is not clear to you and you wish to discuss 
it with the Wildlife Adviser who assessed the method statement, please contact Sarah Holman 
on 07785 450557 or by email at: Sarah.Holman@naturalengland.org.uk.  

 
An email identifying issues in advance is helpful as it will enable Sarah to review your queries in 
the context of the case before discussing them with you. Like all Wildlife Advisers, please note 
that Sarah does not spend all of her time in the office so there may be a short delay before she 
can respond to you. 
 
Next Steps 
 
Should the DCO be granted then the mitigation licence application must be formally submitted 
to Natural England. At this stage any modifications to the timings of the proposed works, e.g. 
due to ecological requirements of the species concerned, must be made and agreed with 
Natural England before a licence is granted. Please note that there will be no charge for the 
formal licence application determination, should the DCO be granted, or the granting of any 
licence.  
 
If other minor changes to the application are subsequently necessary, e.g. amendments to the 
work schedule/s then these should be outlined in a covering letter and must be reflected in the 
formal submission of the licence application. These changes must be agreed by Natural 
England before a licence can be granted.  If changes are made to proposals or timings which do 
not enable us to meet reach a ‘satisfied’ decision, we will issue correspondence outlining why 
the proposals are not acceptable and what further information is required. These issues will 
need to be addressed before any licence can be granted.  

 

http://nemysites/search/pages/PeopleResults.aspx?k=NewPhone:%2207785%20450557%22
mailto:Sarah.Holman@naturalengland.org.uk


Full details of Natural England’s licensing process with regards to NSIP’s can be found at the 

following link:  

 

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/www.naturalengland.org.uk/Im

ages/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf  

 

As stated in the above guidance note, I should also be grateful if an open dialogue can be 

maintained with yourselves regarding the progression of the DCO application so that, should the 

Order be granted, we will be in a position to assess the final submission of the application in a 

timely fashion and avoid any unnecessary delay in issuing the licence. 

 
I hope the above has been helpful. However, should you have any queries then please do not 
hesitate to contact me.  

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
John Gordon 

EPS Mitigation Licensing Lead Adviser 

Tel: 0300 060 1442 
E-mail: John.Gordon@naturalengland.org.uk  
 
 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/www.naturalengland.org.uk/Images/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140605090108/http:/www.naturalengland.org.uk/Images/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf
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Annex - Guidance for providing further information or formally submitting the 
licence application. 
 

 
Important note: when submitting your formal application please mark all 
correspondence ‘‘2015-16862-EPS-NSIP1 (Bats) RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION 
PROJECT for the attention of Sue Crutchley and John Gordon’ 
 

 
 

Submitting Documents. 
 
Documents must be sent to the Customer Services Wildlife Licensing (postal and email address 
at the top of this letter). 
 
 

Changes to Documents –Reasoned Statement/Method Statement. 
 

Changes must be identified using one or more of the following methods:  

 underline new text/strikeout deleted text; 

 use different font colour;   

 block-coloured text, or all the above.   
 
 

Method Statement 
 
When submitting a revised Method Statement please send us one copy on CD, or by e-mail if 
less than 5MB in size, or alternatively three paper copies.  The method statement should be 
submitted in its entirety including all figures, appendices, supporting documents. Sections of this 
document form part of the licence; please do not send the amended sections in isolation.  

 
Reasoned Statement 
 
When submitting a revised Reasoned Statement please send us one copy on CD, or by e-mail if 
less than 5MB in size, or alternatively one paper copy of the complete, revised document.  
Please do not send the amended sections in isolation. 



 

Customer Feedback – EPS Mitigation Licensing 

To help us improve our service please complete the following questionnaire and 

return to:  

Customer Services, Natural England, First Floor, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Bristol, BS1 6EB.  

Fax:  0845 6013438  or email to wildlife@naturalengland.org.uk  

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/regulation/wildlife/default.aspx 

 

Natural England Reference Number (optional):   

      

Please tick to 

indicate your role: 

Consultant   

Developer (Applicant/Licensee)  

 

 

1. How easy was it to get in contact with the Wildlife Management & Licensing team of Natural England? 

Difficult (1) OK (2) Easy (3) Very Easy (4) 

    

If 1 please specify who you initially contacted in relation to your issue/enquiry? 

      

2. Please tell us how aware you were (BEFORE you contacted us) of wildlife legislation and what it does/does 

not permit in relation to your enquiry?   

Unaware (1) Very Limited Awareness (2) Partially Aware (3) Fully Aware (4) 

    
 

3. How would you rate the service provided by Natural England? 

 Poor Fair Good Excellent Not 

applicable  1 2 3 4 

Ease of completion of application      

Advice provided by telephone (if applicable)      

Our web site (if applicable)      

Clarity and usefulness of published guidance      

Helpfulness and politeness of staff       

Advice and clarity of explanations provided during Method 

Statement assessment 
     

Advice and clarity of explanations provided during Reasoned 

Statement assessment  
     

Speed of process       

Overall service      

If 1 or 2 to any of the above please specify why: 

      

4. Was your issue/enquiry resolved by the activity authorised under licence or advice provided by us? 

Fully Partially Unresolved 

   

If not fully resolved please state what you think could have been done instead (note legislation affects which actions can 

be licensed): 

      

5. Was there a public reaction to any action taken under the licence or as a result of our advice? 

Positive support No reaction Negative reaction 

   

6. Would you use a fully online licensing service if it could be made available in the future? 

Definitely Possibly Unlikely No  

    

7. Do you have any further comments to make or suggestions for improving our service, if yes please specify 

(continue comments on an additional sheet if necessary). If you are happy to be contacted at a later date to 

explore possible improvement options, please tick this box  and ensure your Natural England reference 

number is at the top of this page. 
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Issue and revision record 
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This document contains confidential information and 
proprietary intellectual property. It should not be shown to 
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which commissioned it. 
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1.1 Introduction 

The Nemo Link® is a high-voltage electricity link between Belgium and Richborough near Sandwich in 

Kent. In order to transport the energy from the Nemo Link around the UK, National Grid needs to connect it 

to the high-voltage electricity network. There is no high-voltage electricity network in the Richborough area, 

so National Grid will need to build a new connection to join the Nemo Link from Richborough to their 

existing network approximately 20km away, near Canterbury by October 2018, This connection between 

the new substation at Richborough and the Canterbury North Substation is known as the Richborough 

Connection Project (RCP). An application has been submitted and accepted by the Planning Inspectorate 

under the Planning Act 2008 (known as a Development Consent Order application) and the TEN-E 

Regulations (European Legislation).  

One of the statutory consultees for the planning application is South East Water (SEW). SEW has included 

the Broad Oak Reservoir proposal in their Water Resource Management Plans for 2009 and 2014, with the 

aspiration to construct the reservoir by 2033. The RCP route lies within the proposed SEW reservoir 

development footprint, but outside of the reservoir basin.  

1.2 Overview of study area 

The area to the north of Broad Oak village, Kent has been identified as both the preferred route of the RCP 

and the location of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir, here within called the study area. This study area is 

currently used for agriculture. 

The village of Broad Oak is situated to the south of the study area. The village comprises a range of 

residential properties, basic amenities and small businesses.  

Passing through the study area is the Sarre Penn River, a tributary of the River Stour. The Sarre Penn 

River is classed as Main River by the Environment Agency. 

To the west of the study area lies the West Blean and Thornden Woods SSSI.  

Passing north to south through the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir is an existing UK Power Networks 

overhead powerline which passes to the west of Broad Oak village. 

1.3 Objectives of the report 

The objective of this Mott MacDonald study is to provide our Client (National Grid) with an appropriate level 

of confidence that both the RCP and the Broad Oak Reservoir project can co-exist. The purpose of this is 

to promote the sustainable development of both schemes if the Broad Oak Reservoir is constructed in the 

future. 

 

1 Introduction 
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1.4 Structure of the report 

To meet the objective, this study will adopt the following structure:  

 Description of the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

 Identification of design criteria and limitations 

 Identification of potential design conflicts 

 Potential solutions to overcoming design conflicts 

 Feasible and acceptable options to allow the two projects to co-exist 

 Conclusions  

1.5 Limitations 

This study will be undertaken using information made available at the time, which includes two Jacobs 

studies discussed in Section 2.2.3. Mott MacDonald accepts no responsibility for the accuracy of this data. 

Any subsequent changes to these studies, or amendments to the RCP or Broad Oak Reservoir projects, 

may undermine the conclusions of this report. If any subsequent changes are made, we strongly 

recommend that the assumptions and conclusions of this study are revisited.  

Mott MacDonald has assumed that the designs of the reservoir and the river diversion presented in the 

Jacobs studies form an acceptable baseline. Mott MacDonald has not undertaken any additional design 

work of these aspects and has adhered to the Jacobs design principles. Therefore any design solutions 

presented in this report should be considered concepts only. If they are adopted in the future we strongly 

recommend a full detailed design is undertaken with associated surveys and investigations. 
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2.1 Richborough Connection Project (RCP) 

2.1.1  The need for new infrastructure and the Richborough Connection Project 

National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET) is connecting new nuclear, wind farm and other energy 

sources around the UK.  One of these new sources of energy is the Nemo Link®.  

The Nemo Link is the high voltage direct current (HVDC) electricity interconnector project of approximately 

1,000MW (or 1GW) capacity, which will link the electricity system in 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).   

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 converter station and National Grid 

substation are proposed at the former Richborough power station site and were granted planning 

permission by Thanet and Dover District Councils in December 2013. The link will connect the electricity 

systems of the two countries, and will allow electricity to flow between the UK and Europe, helping to 

provide a secure supply of electricity to homes and businesses for years to come. 

NGET's Need Case (Document 7.3, Chapter 4) confirms 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 RCP.  

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. 

To connect Nemo Link to the existing National Grid high voltage NETS, the RCP proposes a new high 

voltage 400kV electricity connection between Richborough and Canterbury North 400kV Substations in 

Kent. 

2.1.2 Overview of the proposed development 

National Grid has submitted an application for development consent to the Secretary of State 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. 

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

2 Description of the Richborough 
Connection Project and Proposed Broad 
Oak Reservoir 
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 A new 400kV overhead line between Richborough and Canterbury North
1
 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 the existing lower voltage overhead line. 

This would be done by building 6 new pylons, 4 of which are of a different height so the new 400kV 

overhead line can then be built. The removal of 2 pylons of existing lower voltage 132kV overhead line 

on the PY route due to the permanent diversion. 

 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 runs 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, highway works, construction compounds, protective scaffold structures, pylon work 

sites and ancillary works. 

The proposed PC route has been divided into sections to aid in area identification. The named sections are 

identified as Sections A, B, C and D. The complete route is presented in Appendix B.  

Section A covers the area between Canterbury North 400kV/132kV Substation and Hoath Road, north of 

the A28 Island Road/Staines Hill and is presented in Figure 2.1. This section of the route includes pylons 

PC8, PC9 and PC10 which are in close proximity to the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir. 

 

 

                                                      

1
 There are three substations in Canterbury. Canterbury North which comprises two substations: a 400kV substation 

operated by National Grid and a 132kV substation operated by UK Power Networks; and Canterbury South a 132kV 
substation operated by UK Power Networks. 
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Figure 2.1: Section A of the RCP 

 

Source: Richborough Connection project, Engineering Design Report ; National Grid– March 2016 (Draft) 
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2.2 Proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

2.2.1 Project description 

Figure 2.2: Proposed Broad Oak Reservoir  

 

Source: http://www.southeastwater.co.uk/our-environment/our-reservoirs/broad-oak-water [accessed 10/02/20116] 

According to SEW’s website the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir is a new reservoir that could hold 2,800 

million litres of water supplying up to 13.5 million litres of extra water per day to the Canterbury area.  

Figure 2.2 shows the general position of the new reservoir. The predicted cost of the scheme is reported to 

be £80 million. This information is readily available in the public domain.  
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2.2.2 Project status, need and timing 

SEW’s Water Resource Management Plan 2014 (WRMP2014) communicates how SEW plans to secure 

water supplies for its customers from 2015 to 2040. In Section 9 of the WRMP2014, SEW sets out its 

preferred plan for addressing the shortfall in water availability. This includes the construction of a new 

reservoir at Broad Oak, Kent, by 2030 to 2035.  

The development of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir is part of a long standing aspiration and for which 

SEW own the necessary land. It should be noted that the reservoir was proposed in SEW’s Water 

Resource Management Plan 2009 (WRMP2009). However, in the five years between plans the capacity of 

the reservoir has been reduced from 5,126Ml in the WRMP2009 to 2,815Ml in the WRMP2014. 

Mott MacDonald has undertaken a high level analysis of the volumes presented in the WRMP2009 and 

WRMP2014 to confirm that the change in reservoir volumes corresponds to a reduction in Top Water Level 

(TWL) from 36.0mAOD in the superseded WRMP2009 to 32.5mAOD in the current WRMP2014. 

The WRMP2014 presents costs for the Broad Oak Reservoir scheme at 2012 – 2013 prices, indicating a 

capital expenditure of £77.3m, a fixed operational expenditure of £2.7m and a variable operational 

expenditure of £0.1m.  

In the WRMP2014, SEW have identified their responsibility in respect to inundation of the SSSI and areas 

of adjacent ancient woodland, the presence of protected species and visual impact. They go on to identify 

how the scheme will create new open water habitat and compatible recreational facilities. 

Regarding the SSSI, Natural England has made the following comments on the WRMP2014, reported in 

the SEW Statement of Responses appendices:  

 “WRMP2009 option larger and would have significantly damaged SSSI. WRMP2014 option would not 

result in any direct loss of the SSSI habitat but still potential for indirect impacts from construction, 

possible shading of the SSSI and feeding habitat for SSSI birds and invertebrate species. “ 

 “Significant opportunities to mitigate provided by smaller reservoir.”  

 “Despite concerns by other stakeholders, Natural England would be concerned about any increase in 

reservoir size. Recommend that option be investigated before WRMP19 to remove design concerns. If 

only viable at larger size, then would expect alternatives to be pursued.” 

The proposed reservoir does not form the subject matter of any policies in the adopted Saved Policies of 

the Canterbury District Local Plan 2006 (2009) or the emerging policies of the Draft Canterbury Local Plan 

Amendments (November 2015) and Potential Main Modifications (April 2016). 

The adopted and emerging Local Plans for Canterbury City Council (CCC) both acknowledge the 

requirements of the SEW WRMP2014 for a new reservoir at Broad Oak. However, the reservoir does not 

form the subject matter of any policies, it is not included as an allocation and land is not safeguarded for its 

future provision. 
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A search of the CCC Planning Applications Register and the National Infrastructure Planning website has 

confirmed that no application for consent or request for EIA screening/scoping has been submitted by 

SEW for a proposed reservoir at Broad Oak.  

For full details of the planning status of the proposed reservoir at Broad Oak please refer to Appendix E. 

2.2.3 Design development 

In an attempt to reach an understanding of the interaction between the two projects, National Grid and 

SEW commissioned SEW consultant Jacobs UK Limited to undertake a series of studies looking at the 

interaction between the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir. Two studies, Phase 1a and Phase 

1b, were commissioned. The contents of the studies are presented below. 

Table 2.1: Contents of the Phase 1a and Phase 1b Studies  

Stage 1a Study (April 2016) 

1 Introduction 

2 Study Approach and Baseline Data 

3 Reservoir Outline Design 

4 Outline Environmental Mitigation and Enhancement for the Reservoir  

5 Reservoir with the National Grid Pylons 

6 Conclusions and Recommendations  

A Aquatic Ecology Walkover Report 

B Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey Report 

C Hydrological Study 

D Geomorphological Study 

E Environmental Constraints Report – Cultural Heritage  

F Geo-environmental Desk Study 

G Drawings & Concept plan 

H Pipeline Data Sources Summary 

 

Stage 1b Study July 2016) 

1 Introduction and Background  

2 River Design Criteria Development  

3 Dam and River Channel Design 

4 Fish Pass Design 

5 Access 

6 Construction 

7 Environmental Mitigation  

8 Interactions between the Reservoir and the RCP 

9 Conclusions  
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A Interaction Risks 

B Hydrological Flow Validation Outputs 

C Fluvial Audit 

D Not used 

E Not used 

F Geotechnical Interpretive Report 

G Drawings 

H Preliminary Construction Programme 

I HERR Form 

J Planting Plans 

K Terms of Reference for Stage 1b Study 

These studies have allowed SEW to develop their reservoir design. A key finding, and the principle area of 

design conflict with the RCP, is the need to divert the Sarre Penn River around the reservoir to assist the 

scheme in meeting the requirements of the Water Framework Directive (Directive 2000/60/EC). SEW has 

identified the area to the south of the proposed reservoir as the preferred corridor to incorporate the 

diversion. 

At the request of SEW, the Stage 1b study considers a range of top water levels, from 32.5mAOD (as 

reported in the WRMP2014) to 36.0mAOD (which appears to relate to the WRMP2009).  

Key features associated with the reservoir design and presented in these studies include; 

 An earth embankment dam with a spillway channel to the north. 

 A water treatment works downstream of the dam. 

 Bypass channel for the Sarre Penn River (variations depending on reservoir top water level). 

 A fish pass to return the diverted Sarre Penn back to its original bed level to the east of the dam. 

 A secondary embankment to the southwest of the site, incorporating the Sarre Penn River diversion 

and a spillway to discharge flood flows into the reservoir, to reduce flooding to the SSSI. 

 A secondary embankment to the north of the site, to reduce flooding to the SSSI. 

 Pipelines associated with the reservoir. 

 Access roads, bridleways and footpaths (including an access bridge over the diverted Sarre Penn 

River to allow vehicle access onto the dam crest). 

 Planting strategy (only presented for land where interaction with the RCP exists). 
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3.1 Introduction 

This section will identify the primary design criteria of both the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir, 

and comment on how these criteria may impact the sustainable coexistence of the two projects. It will also 

comment on the limitations of the input data, which ultimately influences the design.  

3.2 Limitations of input data 

The input data used for design development of the RCP and Broad Oak Reservoir will impact the 

conclusions of the studies. The assumptions and limitations of the base data for the proposed Broad Oak 

Reservoir and the RCP are discussed below. 

3.2.1 Topographic data 

The RCP utilises LiDAR data and manages any inaccuracies in data through its limits of deviation.  

The proposed Broad Oak Reservoir study has used a topographic survey provided by SEW and a river 

survey commissioned in 2015, the extents of which has not been reported. In addition LiDAR data, limited 

to the southern extents of the reservoir scheme, has been obtained. In the Jacobs studies a comparison of 

the topographic survey and the LiDAR surveys identified variations, up to 0.9m, in the location of the 

proposed Sarre Penn river diversion. Jacobs conclusion was that the LiDAR DTM is lower than the 

topographic survey. 

Potential considerations: 

The proposed Broad Oak Reservoir adopts the topographic survey as the baseline terrain model. This data 

set has higher ground levels than the LiDAR. To date, there has been no attempt to verify the ground 

levels to confirm which data set most accurately reflects the existing site. By using a digital terrain model 

with levels higher than those on site, the following misleading conclusions may be inadvertently reported: 

 A larger footprint for excavations, such as the Sarre Penn diversion channel; 

 A smaller footprint for fill structures, such as the embankment dam; 

 Inaccurate predictions of cut/fill balance; 

 Inaccurate tie in locations for the channel diversion, when compared to onsite conditions; 

 Inaccurate predictions of clearance for overhead lines.    

3.2.2 Geotechnical data 

The RCP will undertake Ground Investigation (GI) in the location of all pylons which is standard practice; 

this will inform the foundations designs required.  

3 Identification of Design Criteria and 
Limitations  
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A GI was undertaken by Nicholls Colton & Partners Ltd for the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir. The 

interpretive Ground Investigation Report (GIR) was reported during Jacobs Stage 1b study. Conclusions 

that are important to note for this study include: 

 London Clay Formation diminishes in depth towards the centre of the valley (towards the existing route 

of Sarre Penn); 

 London Clay formation diminishes in extent towards the east and is absent downstream of the dam; 

 The extent of granular head deposits are unknown; 

 Groundwater was encountered at a typical depth of 2 to 3m; 

 Reported Friction Angle is 28° for head deposits and 24° for London Clay. 

Potential considerations: 

Ground conditions can be a risk to any project. However, a review of the above information has identified 

the following potential considerations: 

 The Sarre Penn river diversion channel is likely to be excavated in Head Deposits and/or London Clay.  

 The extent of the Granular Head Deposits needs to be identified so that the channel can be located in 

impermeable material where possible, or channel lining techniques will be required.  

 The extent of the London Clay material also needs to be identified for the same reasons.  

 If the channel excavation encounters groundwater this may also present a permeability issue and the 

design will require amending accordingly.  

 The selected design friction angle will have an impact on the channel side slopes, which in turn will 

have an impact on the channel footprint and location.  

Ground conditions will inform where to site each pylon within its limits of deviation and the type of 

foundation required.  

3.2.3 Utility services  

The RCP has undertaken 3
rd

 party utility searches along the proposed route.  

A non-intrusive utility services search has not been undertaken for the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir at 

this stage.  

Passing north to south through the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir site is an existing UK Power Networks 

overhead powerline. 

Potential considerations: 

The presence of any buried services may impact the proposed route of the river diversion.  
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3.2.4 Hydrological data 

The Sarre Penn flows in a north-easterly direction from its source south of Dunkirk, past the village of Tyler 

Hill, towards Calcott. There is a tributary to the north which converges with the Sarre Penn at New Vale 

Farmhouse. From here the Sarre Penn flows to the Great Stour River. The catchment area is reported to 

be 19.6km², ranging in elevation from 20 to 120mAOD. As discussed above, the catchment is 

predominantly impervious clay with the land use predominantly rural. 

Two hydrological studies were undertaken by Jacobs and reported in the Stage 1a report. The studies 

include a flood study and water resource modelling.  

Potential considerations: 

A complete understanding of the low flows of the Sarre Penn is very important for the hydraulic design of 

the channel diversion and the fish pass. Low flow data is also required for habitat design (both 

geomorphological and aquatic). Finally, an understanding of the flood flows is required to ensure the 

channel does not increase flood risk elsewhere, or present an opportunity for scouring of the embankment 

or appurtenant structures which may compromise dam safety. Any changes to these figures could alter the 

line and level of the proposed Sarre Penn diversion.  

3.2.5 Statutory consultees 

Promotors of all infrastructure projects must engage and consult with statutory consultees. Constraints 

posed by statutory consultees and stakeholders can be varied in nature. Examples of statutory consultees 

and stakeholder constraints may be linked to environmental mitigation measures, interaction with existing 

utilities and negotiations with landowners. These constraints may cause a design conflict for either or both 

the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir.  

Potential considerations: 

New constraints to aspects of either scheme (for example the Sarre Penn River diversion) imposed by 

statutory consultees and stakeholders. We have noted in section 2.3.2 that Natural England, a key 

stakeholder and consultee, has raised concerned regarding the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir.  

3.3 General environmental constraints 

Management of environmental constraints on all infrastructure projects is critical to the delivery of a 

successful project. The key environmental constraints for the combined schemes are: 

 Ecology and nature conservation (including designated sites, habitats and protected species) 

 Landscape and visual (including designations and visual) 

 Historic environment (including designations, heritage assets and setting) 

 Geomorphology and Water Framework Directive 
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 Other environmental (including traffic and access, water environment, noise, socio-economic and air 

quality) 

Land uses within the proposed reservoir footprint largely comprise arable farm land bordered by 

hedgerow.  The agricultural land within the reservoir footprint comprises Grade 2 (very good) and Grade 3 

(good/moderate) Best and Most Versatile Agricultural land. Mayton Lane and Barnets Lane both run 

broadly north-south through the reservoir footprint and provide access to various properties (Mayton Farm, 

Vale Farm and Blaxland Farm) from the south.  Properties that lie within the reservoir footprint and are 

likely to be lost as a result of the scheme comprise Brookside, Vale Farm and Vale Cottages.  There are 

also several Public Rights of Way (PRoW) running through the proposed site of the reservoir (CB80 and 

CB83 running broadly east-west and CB75, CB78, CB71 and CB88 running broadly north-south) which 

would need to be diverted or closed completely should the reservoir be constructed.   

Within the surrounding area the closest areas of settlement, where receptors sensitive to noise, vibration, 

air quality, traffic and visual effects are likely to be located comprise Broad Oak (approximately 300m to the 

south) and Calcott (approximately 360m to the east) as well individual scattered properties.  

The reservoir footprint lies largely within the Blean Woods Special Landscape Area, an area designated by 

Canterbury City Council to ensure the conservation and enhancement of the natural beauty of the 

landscape.  

Historic environment constraints in the area include Vale Farmhouse, a Grade II listed structure which lies 

within the footprint of the proposed reservoir. There are several listed buildings within and around Broad 

Oak, the closest of which (124 Sweechgate) is 380m south of the 36m contour.  To the north Blakeland 

Farm is located 380m from the 36m contour and Calcott Hall more than 700m to the east of the dam.  Tyler 

Hill Conservation Area (with Allcroft Grange Conservation Area adjacent to the south) is located in close 

proximity to south-west edge of reservoir.  

In terms of ecological constraints there is one designated nature conservation site with the potential to be 

affected by the reservoir.  West Blean and Thornden Woods Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) lies to 

the north, west and south of the reservoir, parts of which are also ancient woodland (Cole Wood and 

Childs Forstal Wood) as well as Thornden Wood Kent Wildlife Trust reserve.  The available information 

indicates that parts of northern edge of reservoir footprint (36m contour) would potentially overlap with the 

area designated as SSSI.  Ecology surveys have been completed in the vicinity of the southern boundary 

of the reservoir as part of the Richborough Connection Project.  In relation to bats the historic records 

obtained as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) indicate that there are no historic records 

of bat roosts in the footprint of the reservoir but there are records of bat activity.  Surveys commissioned by 

National Grid found no presence of bat roosts within the southern part of the reservoir footprint but there 

was evidence of bat activity (refer to Document 5.4, Appendix 5.4.9F for further details).  Surveys also 

found presence of dormice in close proximity to the southern boundary of the reservoir and no evidence of 

reptiles.  No presence of great crested newt was recorded for the ponds surveyed in close proximity to the 

southern boundary of the reservoir (refer to Document 5.4, Appendices 5.4.9F to N for further information 

on ecological survey results in relation to the Richborough Connection Project). 
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The diversion of the Sarre Penn River will alter the current channel gradient and may alter channel 

geomorphology. The current river diversion alters the line and level of the river. Should this change further 

the interaction with the RCP may increase or decrease. Aquatic ecology, including fish passage, may also 

constrain the design of the diversion channel and fish pass. The diverted channel’s ecological potential will 

need to be accessed for compliance with the Water Framework Directive.  

3.4 Design criteria 

3.4.1 Richborough Connection Project 

3.4.1.1 Pylon type and size 

The route covered within Section A is approximately 5.8km in length and will contain 16 pylons. All pylons 

will be standard lattice pylons (Figure 3.1).  

The pylons closest to the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir all fall within Section A and are named PC8, PC9 

and PC10. Details on the three pylons are presented in Table 3.1.  

Table 3.1: RCP pylon positions 

Structure  
Number 

Station     
(m) 

X  Easting   
(m) 

Y  Northing   
(m) Pylon Type 

Line Angle 
(degrees) 

Structural 
Height (m) 

Ahead  
Span   (m) 

PC8 2591.31 616383.34 161729.57 L8(c) D60 
E7.3 

50.2 51.8 405.2 

PC9 2996.47 616739.76 161922.22 L8(c) D30 
E3.7 

13.8 47.5 308.0 

PC10 3304.50 617037.78 162000.07 L8(c) D E7.3 0.0 53.7 395.0 
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Figure 3.1: Examples of standard lattice pylons  

 

 

Potential considerations: 

The type and size of the pylons may impact the final landscape design for the combined schemes. 

3.4.1.2 General design criteria 

The following design criteria have been identified in the current development consent order application for 

the RCP design which may influence the interaction between the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak 

Reservoir scheme. This information should be amended if there are any changes to the RCP design, and 

the conclusions and recommendations of this report checked for validity. 

 The following radial clearance from object to overhead line (400kV) is
2
: 

– 5.3m to a tree capable of supporting a ladder/climber, consideration to allow for a growing buffer is 

addressed on a site specific basis 

– 8.1m to the ground 

– 8.1m to a bridge deck, 5.3m to associated infrastructure (e.g. bridge parapet) 

– 8.1m to a non-navigable watercourse  

– 10m to a navigable watercourse  

 The span lengths between pylon towers should follow the following requirements
3
: 

                                                      

2  Design Criteria Report; Mott MacDonald; November 2015 
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– Standard span length for standard height towers is 366m 

– Maximum single span length is 549m 

– Maximum sum of adjacent spans is 805m (at 35mAOD) 

 A pylon foundation must be situated at least 8m from a watercourse, or 15m from a tidal or navigable 

waterway 

 Exclusion zones around towers are required to be 32m by 32m square (pylon situated centrally and on 

the same orientation as the exclusion zone) 

 A recommended area of 50m x 50m square is required for maintenance operations (pylon situated 

centrally and on the same orientation) 

 Foundations to pylons to be
4
: 

– Pad and Chimney, or Pyramid, for pylons founded in good ground. Such foundations require open 

excavations to depth.  

– Piled foundations for pylons founded in soft ground or in ground with a high water table.  

Potential considerations: 

The design criteria present the following potential considerations: 

 Final position of pylons in relation to the Sarre Penn River diversion and fish pass. 

 Proximity of the overhead lines in relation to the Sarre Penn River diversion, fish pass and other 

infrastructure such as access bridges.  

 Final ground levels in relation to overhead lines following the construction of the reservoir and 

associated infrastructure.  

3.4.1.3 Limits of deviation 

Overhead lines may be subject to lateral, longitudinal or vertical limits of deviation (LoD) described below. 

Lateral LoD are designed to allow for localised constraints or unknown or unforeseeable issues that may 

arise during construction which would require a minor adjustment to the overhead line alignment and the 

pylon positions. For L8(c) pylons the LoD either side of the centreline is 30m (allowing 10m transverse 

movement + 20m Conductor Blowout). An illustration of the derivation of lateral LoD is shown in Figure 3.2. 

                                                                                                                                                                             

3 Overhead Line Clearances; Energy Networks Association; 2004 

4  Engineering Design Report; National Grid; February 2016 (Draft) 
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Figure 3.2: Derivation of Lateral LoD for 400kV Lattice Pylons Sections 

 

 

There are exceptions to lateral LoD at pinch points, pylons PC8 and PC9 in the zone of interest are both 

considered pinch points, details are described in Table 3.2. 

Table 3.2: Pinch Points to Lateral LoD 

Span Restriction Reason 

PC7-9 Reduced to 5m movement South Broad Oak Village 

The proposed longitudinal LoD would enable any individual pylon to be positioned up to a maximum 

distance of +/- 40m from the position shown on the Works Plans (including any lateral variations resulting 

from the application of the lateral LoD). 

The proposed vertical LoD are designed to take account of standard steel lattice pylon extensions. The 

vertical limit of deviation is +4m. The final design of pylons may be lower in height; there is no restriction 

placed on a reduction in height. 
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Potential considerations: 

A review of the above information presents the following potential considerations: 

 Deviation of pylons may impact the available land to construct the Sarre Penn River diversion and fish 

pass.  

 Deviation of pylons and overhead lines may change the nature of the riparian planting of the proposed 

Broad Oak Reservoir.  

 The LoD has been reduced for PC7-9 due to the proximity of Broad Oak village. This represents the 

importance placed on the concerns of the local community and demonstrates that the route is as far 

north as practically possible in this location.  

3.4.1.4 Maintenance access 

Easements to access pylons are negotiated with relevant landowners, this often utilises existing tracks and 

paths and is often suitable for tracked plant only.  

Potential considerations: 

On completion of construction of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir, the easements for maintenance 

access will need to be reviewed. Should the easements no longer be appropriate, then new easements will 

need to be agreed.  

3.4.2 Broad Oak Reservoir proposal 

3.4.2.1 Sarre Penn river diversion design 

The design constraints imposed on the diversion channel have an impact on its interaction with the RCP. 

The design constraints imposed by the Jacobs Stage 1a and 1b studies are presented below and are 

considered reasonable for the current design stage of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir.  

Table 3.3: Diversion channel design constraints  

Design constraint Comments 

Cross section A two stage channel has been proposed. The low flow channel should mimic the existing 
channel. The high flow channel is designed for a flow of 3m³/s which is the 1 in 2 year flood 
event. The surveyed channel sections have not been made available for this study for 
comparison.  

Cross section dimensions Low flow channel is 1m wide and 0.3m deep. The high flow channel is 0.7m deep.  

It is understood that the hydraulic design of the channel is based on geomorphology and 
aquatic habitat requirements, and that flood flows will be diverted in to the reservoir at the 
secondary embankment.  

Side slope The proposed side slope for the low flow channel is 1v:1h in the previous studies. The 
proposed side slope for the high flow channel is 1v:3h. This yields a total width of 6.8m.  

It should be noted that the geotechnical study recommended a side slope of 1v:4h if the 
diversion channel is cut in to London Clay. This will increase the width of the channel.  
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Design constraint Comments 

Length of channel 3.8km 2.0km of the existing Sarre Penn is flooded by the reservoir; however a further 1.8km of 
diversion is required to avoid the West Blean and Thornden Woods SSSI. 

Gradient A gradient of 1v:400h is recommended by the studies in order to mimic the existing stream 
power. However, it is reported that the existing channel has an average gradient of 1v:180h. 

A gradient of 1v:1000h is proposed for the portion of diversion channel which crosses the 
secondary embankment.  

It is noted that a 1v:200h gradient is discussed in the Stage 1a study but not presented in the 
Stage 1b study. Therefore a 1v:200h channel gradient will not be considered further in this 
report.  

Stream power A minimum of 10Wm² in order to transport particles up to “coarse sand” and prevent 
deposition of fine material on the gravel bed. 

Plan location To restrict seepage between the two components, the river diversion channel should be no 
closer than 10m to the reservoir perimeter. 

The above design constraints will be adhered to during this study or viable alternatives will be presented 

where interaction does not allow. 

Potential considerations: 

It is noted that a change in base data (topographic, geotechnical and hydrological) may have an impact on 

these design constraints, which in turn will impact on the plan location of the diversion channel. However, 

as a conservative approach has been applied to the base line Broad Oak Reservoir studies, changes are 

likely to reduce the interaction between the schemes.  

3.4.2.2 Dam design 

The embankment dam is a physical constraint on the plan location of the diversion channel. The following 

components in particular may influence channel design.  

Table 3.4: Dam constraints 

Dam component Comments 

Reservoir top water level Two reservoir Top Water Levels (TWL) have been proposed; 32.5mAOD and 36.0mAOD. 

Only the 32.5mAOD TWL has been reported in the current SEW Water Resources 
Management Plan (WRMP2014) 

Abutment crest level The current design has adopted an arbitrary freeboard allowance of 2m. Freeboard 
allowance usually accounts for flood rise, wave action and embankment settlement. 
However, at the abutments of an embankment dam, settlement allowance may be zero.  

A 2m freeboard puts the abutment crest level at 34.5mAOD or 38.0mAOD depending on the 
adopted TWL. The reservoir TWL may further influence freeboard as a larger reservoir will 
have a larger wind fetch, which may lead to greater waves.  

Ultimately, the abutment crest level governs where the dam ties in to natural ground and 
therefore impacts the plan extents of the embankment.  

Downstream slope The current design adopts a downstream slope of 1v:6h at the embankment abutments. The 
slope has not yet been determined by geotechnical analysis and therefore may 
increase/decrease. The position of the downstream toe has an influence on the physical 
location of the diversion channel. 
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Dam component Comments 

At the downstream toe there may also be appurtenant structures and maintenance access, 
drainage etc. which pose a physical constraint on the location of the channel.  

Potential considerations: 

The dam design is in its initial stages and appears to adopt conservative assumptions. This should be 

taken in to account when assessing the impact of the RCP on the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir as the 

footprint of the dam and reservoir place a physical constraint on the location of the diversion channel.  

3.4.2.3 Fish pass design 

Part of the Sarre Penn channel diversion incorporates a fish pass. The Phase 1a study identified Brown 

Trout, Bullhead and European Eel fish species. However, the study states that due to a lack of knowledge 

of the species in the watercourse, the fish pass design should consider all species of fish. Two fish pass 

options were considered, a bioengineered vertical slot fish pass and a “natural” low gradient bypass 

channel. However, only the latter option was considered in the Phase 1b study. 

The fish pass design proposed in the Stage 1b study allows a 10m wide corridor for design flexibility. The 

Q70 to Q10 flows are considered, taking the low flow values from the hydrological study. The design adopts 

a 1v:50h gradient with a maximum side slope gradient of 1v:4h.  

The two proposed reservoir TWL’s influence the length of the fish pass channel. Assuming a constant 

gradient of 1v:50h, the following parameters are reported:  

 TWL 36.0mAOD; head drop 13.4m; length of fish pass channel 670m 

 TWL 32.5mAOD; head drop 9.8m; length of fish pass channel 490m 

In the 2 year flood event the flow velocity in the fish pass channel is reported to be 1.77m/s which…would 

be able to move an average sized cobble. The study states…some erosive behaviour could be tolerated 

within a functioning fish pass. The study also states that the fish pass design may be unable to meet flow 

requirements (velocity and depth) for the Q95 flow, and that the channel may need to be narrower than 

reported.  

Potential considerations: 

A review of the above information presents the following potential impacts: 

 There is currently a lack of knowledge of the fish species in the watercourse. The study suggests that 

all species of fish should be considered, which may overdesign the structure. 

 The uncertainty in the TWL may lead to a longer fish pass channel being presented than actually 

required. Length of channel may become critical due to other physical constraints. 

 Further uncertainly in the fish pass design has led to a 10m corridor allowance, greater than the 

diversion channel design.  
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 The design adopts the hydrological parameters presented in the Jacobs phase 1a and 1b reports, 

which may not be an accurate representation of the current Sarre Penn conditions.  

As a conservative approach has been applied to the baseline Broad Oak Reservoir studies, refinements 

made during the design process will likely reduce the interaction between the two schemes.  

3.4.2.4 Water Treatment Works 

A Water Treatment Works (WTW) is a component of the Broad Oak Reservoir development, located 

immediately downstream (to the east) of the embankment. There are no details of this component of the 

scheme, but the presence of the facility is a physical constraint. It is understood SEW have some flexibility 

to locate this proposed infrastructure around constraints.  

Potential considerations: 

The design of the WTW and associated infrastructure is still in its preliminary stage. However, the WTW 

will present a physical constraint to the location of the diversion channel and fish pass, and the raw water 

transfer pipes will likely need to cross the diversion.  

3.4.2.5 Access requirements 

The following access requirements were identified in the Stage 1b study which impacts on the Sarre Penn 

channel diversion and the RCP: 

 Temporary bridges across the Sarre Penn for construction plant (various locations) 

 Permanent pre-cast bridge across the diversion channel, for maintenance vehicles and pedestrians, for 

access to the embankment crest. The justification for a pre-cast concrete bridge was speed of 

construction.  

 Bridleway adjacent to the diversion channel.  

Access to the RCP will also be required for maintenance and inspection.  

Potential considerations: 

The potential impact of the proposed access requirements are: 

 The bridleway adjacent to the diversion channel increases the required corridor for this component of 

the works.  

 The requirement for vehicles to access the crest from the south increases the size of the bridge.  

 The requirement for the bridge to allow access to the crest from the south in all flow events means the 

bridge spans the low and high flow channel, and therefore increases the size of the structure. 

 The proposed construction technique of installing precast units places restriction on plant size around 

the RCP.  
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3.4.2.6 Construction risk 

The Stage 1a study identified the following construction activities which will potentially be constrained by 

the RCP: 

 Excavation of the Sarre Penn diversion channel 

 Foundation preparation for the dam 

 Construction of the dam 

 Construction of the access bridge to the dam crest 

 Construction of the fish pass 

 Construction of the WTW 

 Construction of the pipelines 

Potential considerations: 

The type and size of plant may need to be reduced when working under overhead lines. The clearance to 

the overhead lines is unlikely to impact construction vehicle access. Consideration should be given to plant 

requirements during the appropriate design stage.  

3.4.2.7 Environmental mitigation 

The Stage 1b study summarised the environmental mitigation constraints which the reservoir may be 

subject to. To ensure the two schemes can coexist, these environmental mitigation constraints should be 

considered in this study. The key points from the Stage 1b study are summarised below.  

 The National Planning Policy Framework sets out the following requirements to local councils when 

considering planning applications: 

– Minimise impacts on SSSI 

– Avoid loss of irreplaceable habitat 

– Minimise impacts on biodiversity and provide net gains  

– Support establishment of ecological networks 

– Incorporate recreational opportunities  

– Recognise the benefits of ecosystem services 

– Minimise landscape impacts and provide enhancement  

– Consider flood risk 

– Climate change 

 Natural England noted the following expectations when consulting on SEW WRMP2014: 

– Significant amount of woodland and semi-natural habitat 

– Improving the connectivity of the SSSI woodland parcels.  

 Further consultation with Natural England and the Environment Agency emphasised the following 

points: 

– WFD compliance  

– Fish passage 

– Connectivity of existing SSSI ancient woodland  
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A review of the above information shows that woodland planting will be a requirement of the Broad Oak 

Reservoir scheme and should be considered in this study.  

Riparian planting is an aspiration to satisfy both ecological, landscape and visual constraints. However, the 

interaction between the RCP and Broad Oak Reservoir is a small component of the wider Broad Oak 

scheme, particularly in the context of visual impact. Indeed, by the time construction commences around 

2033 the RCP may have been present for 15 years.   

3.4.2.8 Landscape and visual impact  

National Grid will provide landscape solutions to minimise the landscape and visual impact of RCP. The 

Broad Oak Reservoir project should consider these solutions when proposing landscape designs, so that 

the two schemes complement each other once complete. The Stage 1a and Stage 1b studies proposed 

tree planting to enhance the visual appearance of Broad Oak Reservoir.  

Appendix D to this document describes how planting may be undertaken to meet the needs of the 

reservoir’s mitigation proposals whilst allowing both schemes to be constructed and operated without 

compromising either. 
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4.1 Introduction  

The aim of this section is to identify the potential areas of conflict between the RCP and the proposed 

Broad Oak Reservoir. Of the two schemes, the RCP is the more developed, therefore this study assumes 

that the RCP is in place and that the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir can be adapted. That said, the 

adaptation of the RCP has been considered where appropriate and within the limits of deviation.  

Figure 4.1 and Figure 4.2 present the proposed SEW reservoir, including the Sarre Penn river diversion 

and the RCP (pylons PC8, PC9 and PC10) identifying key areas of design conflicts.  

The focus of this study is the interaction between the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir with a 

TWL of 32.5mAOD as agreed in the current WRMP2014. However, we acknowledge that SEW has an 

aspiration for a larger reservoir and will therefore also consider the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir with a 

TWL of 36.0mAOD. 

Section 8 of Jacobs Phase 1b study identified a number of design conflicts which this report aims to 

address. A brief summary of Jacobs design conflicts is presented in Appendix C and incorporates 

references to the relevant sections of this report.  

4 Identification of Design Conflicts 
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Figure 4.1: Interaction between the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 32.5mAOD)  and the RCP (pylons PC8, PC9 and PC10) 

 

Source: Reservoir and river diversion based on Jacobs Phase 1b report drawing B14000AG/BORSTUDY/1020 
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Figure 4.2: Interaction between the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 36.mAOD)  and the RCP (pylons PC8, PC9 and PC10) 

 

Source: Reservoir and river diversion based on Jacobs Phase 1b report drawing B14000AG/BORSTUDY/1020 
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4.2 Design conflicts at top water level 32.5mAOD 

Table 4.1 provides a summary of the primary design constraints of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

(TWL 32.5mAOD) and how they interact with the RCP.  

Where the primary design constraints of the Broad Oak Reservoir scheme interact with the components of 

the RCP, this is denoted by  in the table below and is explored further in the subsequent discussion. 

Where there is no interaction this is denoted by . The RCP comprises pylons denoted “PC” and high 

voltage overhead lines denoted “OHL”. 

Table 4.1: Primary design constraints and the interaction with RCP 

Ref. Primary design constraint 
PC8 

OHL 
PC8 to 

PC9 
PC9 

OHL 
PC9 to 
PC10 

PC10 

1 Dam design – impact of selected TWL      

1.1 TWL 32.5mAOD      

2 Sarre Penn diversion channel design      

2.1 Location in plan (length and gradient)      

2.2 Cross section (side slopes)      

2.3 Geomorphology       

3 Fish pass design      

3.1 Fish pass type / suitability for fish species       

3.2 Fish pass location      

4 Pylon interaction      

4.1 Interaction between exclusion zones (pylon foundation and 
maintenance) and diversion channel / fish pass 

     

4.2 Foundation design      

5 Access requirements       

5.1 Temporary access for construction vehicles       

5.2 Permanent access for maintenance (SEW and National Grid)      

5.3 Permanent access bridge      

5.4 Bridleway      

6 Environmental mitigation      

6.1 Riparian planting      

6.2 Landscaping       

7 Construction risk      

7.1 Excavation of channel      

7.2 Excavation of fish pass      
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Ref. Primary design constraint 
PC8 

OHL 
PC8 to 

PC9 
PC9 

OHL 
PC9 to 
PC10 

PC10 

7.3 Installation of access bridge       

Table 4.1 shows that the primary interactions are between the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir and PC9 

and OHL PC9 to PC10.  

4.2.1 PC8 

Once constructed, PC8 will have no substantial impact on the construction of the proposed Broad Oak 

Reservoir (TWL 32.5mAOD).  

Figure 4.3 presents a cross section through PC8 combined with a reservoir TWL of 32.5mAOD. It shows 

there is no clash between the pylon and channel excavation. Construction access may need to pass under 

the overhead lines but this is considered to be a minor constraint.  

Figure 4.3: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 32.5mAOD) at PC8 (Section  

A-A) 

 

4.2.2 PC8 to PC9 overhead lines 

PC8 to PC9 overhead lines also have no substantial impacts to the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir with a 

TWL 32.5mAOD.  
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The Contractor may wish to place height restrictions on any plant required for the excavation of the 

diversion channel, if the preferred access route is from the south. This is considered to be a minor 

constraint.  

4.2.3 PC9 

Once constructed, PC9 may have an impact on the following components of the proposed Broad Oak 

Reservoir: 

 Sarre Penn diversion channel 

 Permanent access (NG maintenance route) 

 High canopy riparian planting for environmental mitigation 

 Construction (excavation of the diversion channel) and pylon interaction 

Figure 4.4 presents a cross section through PC9 combined with a reservoir TWL of 32.5mAOD. It shows 

there is a design conflict between the Sarre Penn river excavation and the proposed pylon position. 

Construction of the two schemes in this arrangement would not be possible and mitigation options must be 

applied.  

Figure 4.4: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 32.5mAOD) at PC9 (Section  

B-B) 

 

4.2.4 PC9 to PC10 overhead lines 

Once constructed the overhead powerlines between PC9 and PC10 may have an impact on the following 

components of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir: 
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 Location and type of fish pass 

 Temporary access for construction vehicles  

 Bridge over Sarre Penn diversion channel and associated construction risks 

 High canopy riparian planting for environmental mitigation  

 Landscaping  

 Construction risks (cable strike during excavation of diversion channel, fish pass and access bridge) 

4.2.5 PC10 

Once constructed, PC10 will have no substantial impact on the construction of the proposed Broad Oak 

Reservoir (TWL 32.5mAOD).  

Figure 4.5 presents a cross section through PC10 with the reservoir TWL of 32.5mAOD; it shows no 

interaction between the fish pass excavation and PC10. Impact with riparian planting may need to be 

managed within the maintenance zone.   

Figure 4.5: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 32.5mAOD) at PC10 and fish 

pass channel (Section C-C) 

 

4.3 Design conflicts at top water level 36.0mAOD 

Table 4.2 provides a summary of the primary design constraints of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

(TWL 36.0mAOD) and how they interact with the RCP.  



 

 

 

Richborough Connection Project (RCP) 
Interaction between RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

 
 

337293I/WCD//01/A 12 July 2016  
EC_EUNAPiMS\c2079220241\2016-07-12_Interaction between RCP and BOR_FINAL.docx 

31 

Where the primary design constraints of the Broad Oak Reservoir scheme interact with the components of 

the RCP, this is denoted by  in the table below and is explored further in the subsequent discussion. 

Where there is no interaction this is denoted by . The RCP comprises pylons denoted “PC” and high 

voltage overhead lines denoted “OHL”. 

Table 4.2: Primary design constraints and the interaction with RCP 

Ref. Primary design constraint 
PC8 

OHL 
PC8 to 

PC9 
PC9 

OHL 
PC9 to 
PC10 

PC10 

1 Dam design – impact of selected TWL      

1.1 TWL 36.0mAOD      

2 Sarre Penn diversion channel design      

2.1 Location in plan (length and gradient)      

2.2 Cross section (side slopes)      

2.3 Geomorphology       

3 Fish pass design      

3.1 Fish pass type / suitability for fish species       

3.2 Fish pass location      

4 Pylon interaction      

4.1 Interaction between exclusion zones (pylon foundation and 
maintenance) and diversion channel / fish pass 

     

4.2 Foundation design      

5 Access requirements       

5.1 Temporary access for construction vehicles       

5.2 Permanent access for maintenance (SEW and National Grid)      

5.3 Permanent access bridge      

5.4 Bridleway      

6 Environmental mitigation      

6.1 Riparian planting      

6.2 Landscaping       

7 Construction risk      

7.1 Excavation of channel      

7.2 Excavation of fish pass      

7.3 Installation of access bridge       

Table 4.2 shows that the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir may interact with all components of the RCP. 
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4.3.1 PC8 

Once constructed, PC8 may have an impact on the following components of the proposed Broad Oak 

Reservoir: 

 Sarre Penn diversion channel 

 Permanent access (NG maintenance) 

 High canopy riparian planting for environmental mitigation  

 Landscaping 

 Construction (excavation of the diversion channel) and pylon interaction 

Figure 4.6: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 36.0mAOD) at PC8 (Section  

D-D) 

 

Figure 4.6 presents a cross section through PC8 combined with a reservoir TWL of 36.0mAOD. It shows 

the channel excavation requirements would clash with the maintenance and exclusion zones associated 

with the PC8. The close proximity of the pylon may impact construction methods. Riparian planting and 

landscaping of the combined schemes would need consideration. It is unlikely the presented option would 

be acceptable in this format and mitigation options should be applied.  

4.3.2 PC8 to PC9 overhead lines 

Once constructed the overhead powerlines between PC8 and PC9 may have an impact on the following 

components of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir: 
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 Temporary access for construction vehicles (minor height restrictions) 

 High canopy riparian planting for environmental mitigation  

 Landscaping 

 Construction (excavation of the diversion channel) 

Figure 4.7 presents a general cross section through a section of overhead lines (reservoir TWL presented 

at 36.0mAOD). It shows a design conflict with high canopy riparian planting. The overhead lines will also 

cross the diversion channel (not shown). In these locations there will be limitations on excavation plant and 

methods. A competent Contractor will be able to mitigate the risks working under overhead lines with 

minimal impact on construction programme and costs.  

Figure 4.7: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 36.0mAOD) at PC8 to PC9 

overhead line (Section E-E) 

 

4.3.3 PC9 

Once constructed, PC9 may have an impact on the following components of Broad Oak Reservoir: 

 Sarre Penn diversion channel 

 Permanent access (NG maintenance route) 

 High Canopy riparian planting for environmental mitigation  

 Construction (excavation of the diversion channel) and pylon interaction 
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Figure 4.8: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 36.0mAOD) at PC9 (Section F-F) 

 

Figure 4.8 presents a cross section through PC9 combined with a reservoir TWL of 36.0mAOD. It shows a 

minor conflict between the Sarre Penn river excavation and PC9 maintenance zone. It is unlikely this 

conflict would affect the potential to construct both options. The pylon is situated on an island between the 

reservoir and the river cut; this may cause access issues for future maintenance of the pylon. The riparian 

planting corridor will be reduced to accommodate the pylon. 

4.3.4 PC9 to PC10 overhead lines 

Once constructed the overhead powerlines between PC8 and PC9 may have an impact on the following 

components of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir: 

 Location and type of fish pass 

 Temporary access for construction vehicles  

 Bridge over Sarre Penn diversion channel and associated construction risks 

 High canopy riparian planting for environmental mitigation  

 Landscaping  

 Construction risks (cable strike during excavation of diversion channel, fish pass and access bridge) 

Figure 4.9  presents the interaction between the Sarre Penn river diversion, the overhead lines and the 

access bridge onto the dam crest (TWL 36.0mAOD). The bridge construction risk is an interaction to 

overcome as traditional construction methods utilising cranes will be challenging with the position of the 

overhead power lines. In the example shown construction of foundations would also be challenging and it 

would be unlikely to be possible to construct in the position shown.  
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Figure 4.9: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 36.0mAOD) at PC9  to PC10 

overhead line (Section G-G) 

 

The overhead lines will also cross the diversion channel and fish pass (not shown). In these locations there 

will be limitations on excavation plant and methods. A competent contractor will be able to mitigate the 

risks working under overhead lines with minimal impact on construction programme and costs. 

4.3.5 PC10 

Once constructed, PC10 will have an impact on the following components of Broad Oak Reservoir: 

 Fish pass design (type and location) 

 Permanent access (NG maintenance) 

 High canopy riparian planting for environmental mitigation 

 Construction (excavation of the fish pass) and pylon interaction 
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Figure 4.10: Interaction between the RCP and proposed Broad Oak Reservoir (TWL 36.0mAOD) at PC10 and fish 

pass channel (Section H-H) 

 

Figure 4.10 presents a cross section through PC10 with the reservoir TWL of 36.0mAOD. It shows a clash 

between PC10 and the fish pass excavation. Construction of the two schemes in this arrangement would 

not be possible and mitigation options must be applied. 
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5.1 Introduction 

This section of the report will present potential solutions for the design conflicts. The aim is to provide 

confidence that the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir and the RCP can coexist.  

The focus of this study is the interaction between the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir with a 

TWL of 32.5mAOD as agreed in the WRMP2014. However, we acknowledge that SEW has an aspiration 

for a larger reservoir and will therefore also consider the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir with a TWL of 

36.0mAOD.  

5.2 Potential solutions for top water level 32.5mAOD 

5.2.1 PC8 

No significant design conflicts have been identified.  

5.2.2 PC8 to PC9 overhead lines 

No significant design conflicts have been identified.  

5.2.3 PC9 

To minimise PC9 impacts the following options are proposed. Note that typical details and sketches of 

some solutions are presented in subsequent figures and Appendix A.  

Table 5.1: Options for PC9 

Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

Sarre Penn diversion 
channel 

(Ref. 2 from Table 4.1) 

The proposed footprint for 
the 1v:400h diversion 
channel falls within the 
footprint of the pylon and 
exclusion zone.  

Locally move the channel to 
the north of the pylon 
(Figure 5.1) 

This option may require 
anti-seepage measures 
(such as sheet piles) 
between the reservoir and 
the channel. 

Alternatively, a berm could 
be created in the reservoir 
basin to accommodate the 
channel. This would 
require additional fill 
material, likely from the 
excavation of the channel. 

Locally amend the channel 
cross section when in close 
proximity to the pylon 
(Figure 5.2 and Figure 5.3) 

Steeper, engineered side 
slopes on the south bank 
would reduce the footprint 
of the channel. Examples 
include sheet piles, 
concrete retaining walls, 
gabion walls, willow 
terracing and reinforced 

5 Potential Solutions to Design Conflicts 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

earth. May require similar 
solutions, or a slacker 
gradient, on the north 
bank.  

Locally culvert the channel 
past the pylon 

 

 

 

 

This would allow the 
ground to be locally much 
higher and not impact the 
pylon position. The 
bridleway would need to 
ramp up and over the 
higher ground but this 
should be accomplished 
within the required 
gradients.  

The impacts on ecology 
will need to be considered. 
An oversized culvert 
allowing the natural bed 
material to pass with 
minimal impacts on water 
velocity could help mitigate 
many issues. 

A culvert in this location 
may extend to the 
embankment abutment and 
remove the requirement for 
a bridge 

Locally reduce the channel 
gradient from 1v:400h to 
1v:1000h (or similar) 

A slacker gradient will 
reduce the excavation 
footprint, which may be 
enough to avoid the pylon 
exclusion zone. 

1v:1000h was cited in the 
Stage 1b study as being 
acceptable for the 
secondary embankment, 
and so there is precedent 
in the channel design. 
However there may be 
geomorphological issues 
with the slacker gradient. 

Locally move the channel to 
the south of the pylon  

This option would result in 
additional excavation 
(which may be suitable for 
use in the main dam 
construction). 

It would also impact the 
access track.   

Permanent access – for 
National Grid maintenance  

(Ref. 5.2 from Table 4.1) 

No impact None required The diversion channel is to 
the north of PC9 therefore 
the pylon is accessible 
from Barnet’s Lane to the 
south. The right of 
easement may need to be 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

renegotiated.  

Environmental mitigation – 
riparian planting  

(Ref. 6.1 from Table 4.1) 

Woodland planting / 
connectivity may be affected 
by PC9 

Riparian planting would still 
be feasible around PC9 if 
some of the diversion 
channel options are 
implemented and sufficient 
space is maintained.  

Selection of appropriate 
species (for landscaping, 
biodiversity and 
maintenance) should be 
agreed with SEW and all 
other stakeholders. Refer to 
Appendix D 

As with the overhead 
powerlines, National Grid 
vegetation maintenance 
would be anticipated.  

Construction risk – 
excavation of diversion 
channel 

(Ref. 7.1 from Table 4.1) 

Risk of undermining the 
foundation of PC9 

The 32x32m exclusion zone 
around an RCP pylon for 
excavation during Broad 
Oak Reservoir works should 
be adhered to. 

The diversion channel 
impacts the 32x32m 
exclusion zone when the 
TWL is 32.5mAOD. 

The above options may 
mitigate this, such as  
moving the channel (in 
plan) or locally reducing 
the channel section width 
(with retaining measures) 

Alternatively, National Grid 
may also implement a 
specific foundation solution 
to mitigate the future risk of 
excavations undermining 
the pylon. 
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Figure 5.1: Locally move the channel further north of PC9 (TWL 32.5mAOD) 

 

Figure 5.2: Locally amend the channel cross section when in close proximity to PC9 (1:2 side slopes shown, utilising 

ground stabilisation techniques) (TWL 32.5mAOD) 
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Figure 5.3: Locally amend the channel cross section when in close proximity to PC9 (retaining structure shown) 

(TWL 32.5mAOD) 

 

Figure 5.4: Locally move the channel to the south of PC9 (TWL 32.5mAOD) 
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5.2.4 PC9 to PC10 overhead lines 

To minimise PC9 to PC10 impacts the following options are proposed. 

Table 5.2: Options for PC9 to PC10 overhead powerlines 

Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

Fish pass design – location 

(Ref. 3.2 from Table 4.1)  

Overhead powerlines may 
inhibit the use of some 
construction plant, which 
may in turn influence fish 
pass location 

Minimise footprint to reduce 
section of structure below 
the overhead powerlines  

The location of the fish 
pass is fixed by the 
location of the channel 
diversion. 

 
Locate the fish pass closer 
to the embankment to avoid 
interaction with powerlines  

Fish pass design – type 

(Ref. 3.1 from Table 4.1) 

A “natural” low gradient 
bypass channel design has 
been adopted. The relatively 
large footprint of the 
structure (plus the allowance 
of 10m wide corridor) is 
constrained by location.  

 

A bioengineered fish pass 
structure may reduce the 
footprint of the structure.  

Examples include vertical 
slot fish pass, Larinier and 
rock ramp. 

A bioengineered structure 
would require acceptance 
by the Environment 
Agency, however can be 
designed for the target 
species and there is 
precedent of such structure 
at UK dams. 

Additional structures may 
be required for 
invertebrates and eels. 

It should be noted that an 
engineered structure may 
be more advantageous to 
SEW as it is located next to 
the right abutment of the 
dam and no erosion risk 
should be present. 

Temporary access – for 
construction vehicles  

(Ref. 5.1 from Table 4.1)   

Construction plant can be 
expected near this section of 
overhead powerlines for 
construction of the diversion 
channel, fish pass and 
embankment 

Height restrictions on 
vehicles accessing the site 
via this route. Minimum 
overhead line height above 
ground level is 8.1m, this is 
a minor impact. 

There appear to be a 
number of proposed 
construction access routes 
to the site, therefore 
managing construction 
traffic in this way should 
not significantly affect 
programme or cost 

Permanent access – bridge  

(Ref. 5.3 and 7.3 from Table 
4.1) 

The requirement to access 
the embankment crest from 
the south introduces an 
additional cable strike 
construction risk. 

The proposed construction 
technique of installing 
precast units places 
restriction on plant size 
around the overhead 
powerlines 

Remove construction risk by 
removing the requirement 
for access from the south.  

The alternative is access 
from the north (across the 
spillway bridge and 
embankment crest). A 
turning area would be 
required at the right 
abutment. 

Constructing the bridge 
using in-situ construction 
techniques could reduce the 
need for large plant (e.g. 
cranes). 

Such techniques may 
include: 

Large plant may still be 
required for construction 
therefore some residual 
risk remains. May 
introduce pollution risk 
(which can also be 
mitigated) 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

 Construction of the bridge 
prior to excavation of the 
channel  

 Using jacks to move the  
bridge deck in to place 

 Launch beams from the 
channel bank and cast the 
deck insitu  

Use different materials for 
bridge construction: 

 Steel 

 Composite structure 
(earth embankment 
abutments) 

Large plant still required for 
construction therefore 
some residual risk remains.  

Reduce the size of the 
bridge by only providing 
access over the low flow 
channel and anticipate some 
overtopping of the bridge 
deck in higher flows. 

  

SEW would need to accept 
that during some flow 
conditions the bridge would 
not be accessible. In such 
scenarios the right 
abutment could be 
accessed from the north. 

Installation of culvert instead 
of bridge 

May still require precast 
elements, or carry a 
pollution risk if cast in-situ. 

May not be accepted by 
the Environment Agency or 
Natural England (fish 
passage concerns) 

Environmental mitigation – 
riparian planting 

(Ref. 6.1 from Table 4.1) 

Woodland planting / 
connectivity may be affected 

Environmental mitigation 
and the management of 
vegetation (including which 
plant species mix is 
appropriate to landscaping 
and biodiversity) will be 
undertaken by National Grid 
for the RCP. Refer to 
Appendix D 

NG to agreed maintenance 
regime with SEW as well 
as other stakeholders.  

Any environmental 
mitigation installed as part 
of the RCP may be 
affected during the 
construction of Broad Oak 
Reservoir. Therefore the 
reservoir scheme should, 
as a minimum, replace the 
environmental mitigation of 
the RCP. 

Construction risk – 
excavation of channel and 
fish pass  

(Ref. 7.1 and 7.2 from Table 
4.1) 

The overhead powerline 
crosses the diversion 
channel therefore there is 
the risk of cable strike during 
construction  

Height restrictions on 
excavating plant 

Temporary shutdown of 
overhead powerlines  

Construction risk can be 
managed by close liaison 
with the Contractor, SEW 
and National Grid, and by 
adhering to recommended 
guidelines such as HSE 
Working Safely Near 
Overhead Electricity Power 
Lines and Avoiding Danger 
from Overhead Power 
Lines. Such practice 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

should not adversely 
impact programme or cost 
as the length of channel to 
be excavated underneath 
the powerlines is relatively 
short.  

5.2.5 PC10 

No significant design conflicts have been identified.  

5.3 Potential solutions for top water level 36.0mAOD  

5.3.1 PC8 

To minimise PC8 impacts the following options are proposed. Note that typical details and sketches of 

some solutions are presented in subsequent figures and Appendix A.  

Table 5.3: Options for PC8 

Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

Sarre Penn diversion 
channel 

(Ref. 2 from Table 4.2) 

The 1v:400h gradient 
channel falls slightly within 
the pylon foundation 
exclusion zone. 

Locally move the channel to 
the north of the pylon 
(Figure 5.5) 

This option may require anti-
seepage measures (such as 
sheet piles) between the 
reservoir and the channel. 

Locally amend the channel 
cross section when in close 
proximity to the pylon 
(Figure 5.6, Figure 5.7 and 
Figure 5.8) 

Steeper, engineered side 
slopes on the southern bank 
would reduce the footprint of 
the channel at this location. 
Examples include sheet 
piles, concrete retaining 
walls, gabion walls, willow 
terracing and reinforced 
earth. May require similar 
solutions, or a slacker 
gradient, on the northern 
bank.  

Locally culvert the channel 
past the pylon 

 

 

 

 

This would allow the ground 
to be locally much higher 
and not impact the pylon 
position. The bridleway 
would need to ramp up and 
over the higher ground but 
this should be accomplished 
within the required 
gradients.  

The impacts on ecology will 
need to be considered. An 
oversized culvert allowing 
the natural bed material to 
pass with minimal impacts 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

on water velocity could help 
mitigate many issues. 

Locally reduce the channel 
gradient from 1v:400h to 
1v:1000h (or similar) 

A slacker gradient will 
reduce the excavation 
footprint, which may be 
enough to avoid the pylon 
exclusion zone. 

1v:1000h was cited in the 
Stage 1b study as being 
acceptable for the 
secondary embankment, 
and so there is precedent in 
the channel design. 
However there may be 
geomorphological issues 
with the slacker gradient.  

Locally move the channel to 
the south of the pylon 

This option would result in 
additional excavation (which 
may be suitable for use in 
the main dam construction). 

It would also impact the 
access track.  

Permanent access – for 
National Grid maintenance  

(Ref. 5.2 from Table 4.2) 

Maintenance access to PC8 
is required  

There is a proposed vehicle 
access track from Heel Lane 
/ Nook Farm which appears 
appropriate  

The right of easement may 
need to be renegotiated 
once the reservoir has been 
constructed.    

Environmental mitigation – 
riparian planting  

(Ref. 6.1 from Table 4.2) 

Woodland planting / 
connectivity may be affected 
by PC8 

There is significant space 
for riparian planting with 
TWL 32.5mAOD. 

For TWL 36.0mAOD space 
for riparian planting should 
be considering when 
considering the channel 
mitigation options above. 
Refer to Appendix D  

Selection of appropriate 
species (for landscaping, 
biodiversity and 
maintenance) should be 
agreed between all 
stakeholders. 

 

Construction risk – 
excavation of diversion 
channel 

(Ref. 7.1 from Table 4.2) 

Risk of undermining the 
foundation of PC8 

The 32x32m exclusion zone 
for excavation during Broad 
Oak Reservoir works should 
be adhered to 

The diversion channel 
impacts the 32x32m 
exclusion zone when the 
TWL is 36.0mAOD.  

The above options may 
mitigate this, such as 
moving the channel (in plan) 
or locally reducing the 
channel section width (with 
retaining measures). 

Alternatively, National Grid 
may implement a specific 
foundation solution to 
mitigate the future risk of 
excavations undermining 
the pylon.  
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Figure 5.5: Locally move the channel further north of PC8 (TWL 36.0mAOD) 

 

Figure 5.6: Locally amend the channel cross section when in close proximity to PC8 (1:3 side slopes shown and 

dependant on existing ground properties) (TWL 36.0mAOD) 
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Figure 5.7: Locally amend the channel cross section when in close proximity to PC8 (1:2 side slopes shown, utilising 

ground stabilisation techniques) (TWL 36.0mAOD) 

 

Figure 5.8: Locally amend the channel cross section when in close proximity to PC8 (retaining structure shown) 

(TWL 36.0mAOD) 
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5.3.2 PC8 to PC9 overhead lines 

To minimise PC8 to PC9 impacts the following options are proposed. 

Table 5.4: Options for PC8 to PC9 overhead powerlines  

Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

Temporary access – for 
construction vehicles  

(Ref. 5.1 from Table 4.2) 

Stage 1b study drawing 
1065 shows a proposed 
construction access route 
beneath the overhead 
powerlines 

Height restrictions on 
vehicles accessing the site 
via this route. Minimum 
overhead line height above 
ground level is 8.1m, this is 
a minor impact.  

There appear to be a 
number of proposed 
construction access routes 
to the site, therefore 
managing construction 
traffic in this way should 
not significantly affect 
programme or cost 

Environmental mitigation – 
riparian planting 

(Ref. 6.1 from Table 4.2) 

Woodland planting / 
connectivity may be affected 

Environmental mitigation 
and the management of 
vegetation (including which 
plant species mix is 
appropriate to landscaping 
and biodiversity) will be 
undertaken by National Grid 
for the RCP. Refer to 
Appendix D 

NG to agreed maintenance 
regime with SEW as well 
as other stakeholders.  

The environmental 
mitigation installed as part 
of the RCP may be 
affected during the 
construction of Broad Oak 
Reservoir. Therefore the 
reservoir scheme should, 
as a minimum, replace the 
environmental mitigation of 
the RCP. 

Construction risk – 
excavation of channel 

(Ref. 7.1 from Table 4.2) 

The overhead powerline 
crosses the diversion 
channel (for the 36.0mAOD 
reservoir TWL) therefore 
there is the risk of cable 
strike during construction  

Height restrictions on 
excavating plant 

Temporary shutdown of 
overhead powerlines. 
Minimum overhead line 
height above ground level is 
8.1m, this is a minor impact. 

Construction risk can be 
managed by close liaison 
with the Contractor, SEW 
and National Grid, and by 
adhering to recommended 
guidelines such as HSE 
Working Safely Near 
Overhead Electricity Power 
Lines and Avoiding Danger 
from Overhead Power 
Lines. Such practice 
should not adversely 
impact programme or cost 
as the length of channel to 
be excavated underneath 
the powerlines is relatively 
short.  

It should be assumed that 
a competent Contractor 
can work safely beneath 
overhead powerlines.  

5.3.3 PC9 

To minimise PC9 impacts the following options are proposed.  
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Table 5.5: Options for PC9 

Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

Permanent access – for 
National Grid maintenance – 
TWL 36.0mAOD 

(Ref. 5.2 from Table 4.2) 

If the diversion channel runs 
to the south of PC9 the 
pylon is isolated on an 
“island” between the 
channel and the reservoir.  

Access PC9 using the 
proposed access track 
across the dam 

This would require the right 
of easement to be 
renegotiated between SEW 
and National Grid. As the 
access track (including the 
bridge over the spillway) is 
for reservoir maintenance 
vehicles it may be 
assumed that it would be 
suitable for National Grid 
maintenance vehicles. 

Access PC9 using the 
proposed bridge over the 
diversion channel 

Suitable space for a road 
junction and turning area 
would be required. This 
would require the right of 
easement to be 
renegotiated.  

Environmental mitigation – 
riparian planting  

(Ref. 6.1 from Table 4.2) 

Woodland planting / 
connectivity may be affected 
by PC9 

Riparian planting would still 
be feasible around PC9 if 
some of the diversion 
channel options are 
implemented and sufficient 
space is maintained.  

Selection of appropriate 
species (for landscaping, 
biodiversity and 
maintenance) should be 
agreed with SEW and all 
other stakeholders. Refer to 
Appendix D 

As with the overhead 
powerlines, National Grid 
vegetation maintenance 
would be anticipated.  

Construction risk – 
excavation of diversion 
channel 

(Ref. 7.1 from Table 4.2) 

Risk of undermining the 
foundation of PC9 

The 32x32m exclusion zone 
for excavation during Broad 
Oak Reservoir works should 
be adhered to. 

The above options may 
mitigate this, such as  
moving the channel (in 
plan) or locally reducing 
the channel section width 
(with retaining measures) 

Alternatively, National Grid 
may also implement a 
specific foundation solution 
to mitigate the future risk of 
excavations undermining 
the pylon. 

5.3.4 PC9 to PC10 overhead lines 

To minimise PC9 to PC10 impacts the following options are proposed. 

Table 5.6: Options for PC9 to PC10 overhead powerlines 

Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

Fish pass design – location Overhead powerlines may Minimise footprint to reduce The location of the fish 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

(Ref. 3.2 from Table 4.2)  inhibit the use of some 
construction plant, which 
may in turn influence fish 
pass location 

section of structure below 
the overhead powerlines  

 

pass is fixed by the 
location of the channel 
diversion. 

 
Locate the fish pass closer 
to the embankment to avoid 
interaction with powerlines  

Fish pass design – type 

(Ref. 3.1 from Table 4.2) 

A “natural” low gradient 
bypass channel design has 
been adopted. The relatively 
large footprint of the 
structure (plus the allowance 
of 10m wide corridor) is 
constrained by location.  

 

A bioengineered fish pass 
structure may reduce the 
footprint of the structure.  

Examples include vertical 
slot fish pass, Larinier and 
rock ramp. 

A bioengineered structure 
would require acceptance 
by the Environment 
Agency, however can be 
designed for the target 
species and there is 
precedent of such structure 
at UK dams. 

Additional structures may 
be required for 
invertebrates and eels. 

It should be noted that an 
engineered structure may 
be more advantageous to 
SEW as it is located next to 
the right abutment of the 
dam and no erosion risk 
should be present. 

Temporary access – for 
construction vehicles  

(Ref. 5.1 from Table 4.2) 

Construction plant can be 
expected near this section of 
overhead powerlines for 
construction of the diversion 
channel, fish pass and 
embankment 

Height restrictions on 
vehicles accessing the site 
via this route. Minimum 
overhead line height above 
ground level is 8.1m, this is 
a minor impact. 

There appear to be a 
number of proposed 
construction access routes 
to the site, therefore 
managing construction 
traffic in this way should 
not significantly affect 
programme or cost 

Permanent access – bridge  

(Ref. 5.3 and 7.3 from Table 
4.2) 

The requirement to access 
the embankment crest from 
the south introduces an 
additional cable strike 
construction risk. 

The proposed construction 
technique of installing 
precast units places 
restriction on plant size 
around the overhead 
powerlines 

Remove construction risk by 
removing the requirement 
for access from the south. 
The alternative is access 
from the north (across the 
spillway bridge and 
embankment crest). A 
turning area would be 
required at the right 
abutment.  

Could also allow access to 
PC9  

Constructing the bridge 
using in-situ construction 
techniques could reduce the 
need for large plant (e.g. 
cranes). 

Such techniques may 
include: 

 Construction of the bridge 
prior to excavation of the 
channel  

 Using jacks to move the  

Large plant may still be 
required for construction 
therefore some residual 
risk remains. May 
introduce pollution risk 
(which can also be 
mitigated) 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

bridge deck in to place 

 Launch beams from the 
channel bank and cast the 
deck insitu  

Use different materials for 
bridge construction: 

 Steel 

 Composite structure 
(earth embankment 
abutments) 

Large plant still required for 
construction therefore 
some residual risk remains.  

Reduce the size of the 
bridge by only providing 
access over the low flow 
channel and anticipate some 
overtopping of the bridge 
deck in higher flows.  

SEW would need to accept 
that during some flow 
conditions the bridge would 
not be accessible. In such 
scenarios the right 
abutment could be 
accessed from the north. 

Installation of culvert instead 
of bridge 

May still require precast 
elements, or carry a 
pollution risk if cast in-situ. 

May not be accepted by 
the Environment Agency or 
Natural England (fish 
passage concerns) 

Environmental mitigation – 
riparian planting 

(Ref. 6.1 from Table 4.2) 

Woodland planting / 
connectivity may be affected 

Environmental mitigation 
and the management of 
vegetation (including which 
plant species mix is 
appropriate to landscaping 
and biodiversity) will be 
undertaken by National Grid 
for the RCP. Refer to 
Appendix D 

NG to agreed maintenance 
regime with SEW as well 
as other stakeholders.  

The environmental 
mitigation installed as part 
of the RCP may be 
affected during the 
construction of Broad Oak 
Reservoir. Therefore the 
reservoir scheme should, 
as a minimum, replace the 
environmental mitigation of 
the RCP. 

Construction risk – 
excavation of channel and 
fish pass  

(Ref. 7.1 and 7.2 from Table 
4.2) 

The overhead powerline 
crosses the diversion 
channel (for the 36.0mAOD 
reservoir TWL) therefore 
there is the risk of cable 
strike during construction  

Height restrictions on 
excavating plant 

Temporary shutdown of 
overhead powerlines  

Construction risk can be 
managed by close liaison 
with the Contractor, SEW 
and National Grid, and by 
adhering to recommended 
guidelines such as HSE 
Working Safely Near 
Overhead Electricity Power 
Lines and Avoiding Danger 
from Overhead Power 
Lines. Such practice 
should not adversely 
impact programme or cost 
as the length of channel to 
be excavated underneath 
the powerlines is relatively 
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Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

short.  

5.3.5 PC10 

To minimise PC10 impacts the following options are proposed.  

Table 5.7: Options for PC10 

Constraint Impact Alternative Options Comments 

Fish pass design – type 

(Ref. 3.1 from Table 4.2)  

A “natural” low gradient 
bypass channel design has 
been adopted. The relatively 
large footprint of the 
structure (plus the allowance 
of 10m wide corridor) is 
constrained by location.  

 

A bioengineered fish pass 
structure may reduce the 
footprint of the structure.  

Examples include vertical 
slot fish pass (as considered 
in Stage 1a study), Larinier, 
rock ramp etc. 

A bioengineered structure 
would require acceptance 
by the Environment 
Agency, however can be 
designed for the target 
species and there is 
precedent of such structure 
at UK dams. 

Additional structures may 
be required for 
invertebrates and eels. 

It should be noted that an 
engineered structure may 
be more attractive to SEW 
as it is located next to the 
right abutment of the dam 
and no erosion risk should 
be present.  

Fish pass design – location  

(Ref. 3.2 from Table 4.2) 

The fish pass is constrained 
by PC10 and the 
embankment dam (including 
additional infrastructure at 
the toe, such toe drains and 
access tracks) 

Locate structure closer to 
the embankment dam (may 
require more meanders and 
pools/riffles etc.) 

This option may not follow 
the existing topography 
and therefore may require 
greater engineering. 

Option restrained by final 
design of embankment. 

The location and type of 
fish pass may also be 
influenced by the extents of 
the WTW located 
immediately downstream.   

Permanent access – for 
National Grid maintenance  

(Ref. 5.2 from Table 4.2) 

Access to PC10 may be 
feasible from Benet’s Lane 
depending on location of fish 
pass 

The fish pass mitigation 
options above should also 
consider vehicle access to 
PC10 if developed further  

The right of easement may 
need to be renegotiated.  

Environmental mitigation – 
riparian planting 

(Ref. 6.1 from Table 4.2) 

Planting along the Sarre 
Penn diversion channel may 
not be able to continue 
along the fish pass 

If footprint of structure is 
smaller then there is more 
space for planting, if 
required  

Access to the fish pass for 
maintenance may take 
priority over vegetation 
planting   

Construction risk – 
excavation of fish pass 

(Ref. 7.2 from Table 4.2) 

Risk of undermining the 
foundation of PC10 

The 32x32m exclusion zone 
for excavation during Broad 
Oak Reservoir works should 
be adhered to 

This needs to be 
considered when 
considering the fish pass 
design options discussed 
above. 
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5.4 Potential solutions for a top water level between 32.5mAOD and 36.0mAOD 

Should a reservoir TWL between 32.5mAOD and 36.0mAOD be proposed by SEW, the interaction with the 

RCP will have minor variations with those identified for the two TWLs previously discussed in this section. 

It would be unreasonable to provide design concepts for the full range of proposed TWLs. By focusing on 

the 32.5mAOD and 36.0mAOD TWL an analysis of the lowest and highest potential levels has been 

conducted and as such provides confidence that levels in between can also be mitigated for. The design 

concepts discussed in Table 5.1 to 5.7 include technical solutions for any TWL between 32.5mAOD and 

36.0mAOD. The final solution is likely to be a combination of these mitigation options.  
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6.1 Introduction 

This section will present feasible solutions which will allow the two projects to coexist. Further design 

development would be required to confirm the preferred option and further level of detail. This work is not 

required at this stage considering the current construction timeline for the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir.   

6.2 Feasible and acceptable options that allow the two projects to co-exist for 

32.5mAOD 

For a reservoir TWL of 32.5mAOD a feasible option is presented in Figure 6.1 and described in the 

following text which generally follows the proposed Sarre Penn River diversion starting from its most 

upstream interaction with PC8.  

In the location of PC8 it is recommended to promote both schemes as per their current proposals.  

For the overhead lines between PC8 and PC9 it is possible to construct both schemes in the preferred 

alignments. It is important for National Grid to consider planting as appropriate to the RCP. In relation to 

the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir, SEW has indicated they will be looking to plant high canopy woodland. 

The powerlines will affect a corridor directly under the overhead lines where planting will be limited to 

smaller tree species and scrub. This will create a structurally diverse woodland and will result in greater 

reliant faunal and floral diversity, helping to meet the national planning policy framework aims in respect of 

diversification and net gain, as well as ensuring connectivity requirements. Further discussion on planting 

is provided in Appendix D.   

In addition SEW has a further 100m (approximate) corridor to their land boundary to the south to create 

their preferred habitat in addition to the river channel corridor (up to 70m) of which the majority is 

unaffected by overhead power lines. To construct some elements of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

they will need to access and work under power lines. There will be a minimum of 8.1m clearance to the 

lowest overhead line to which a competent Contractor will be able to work safely by using risk assessment 

and safe working practices.  

In the location of PC9 the Sarre Penn diversion channel can be relocated further to the north as presented 

in Figure 6.1. In addition, slope stability techniques would be utilised to minimise the excavation 

requirements. This will have the secondary benefits of reducing the total cut required and increase the 

available land for riparian planting. The cross section presents a terraced retaining structure which can 

incorporate multiple level planting zones, however it may have a shorter design life compared to an 

engineered retaining structure such as a gravity retaining wall. The bridleway and footpaths would be 

incorporated into the works. Moving the channel closer to the reservoir may create concerns over leakage 

paths between the two. The figure presented maintains the 10m spacing advised, however if this was 

consider a concern cut off piles could be installed as a precautionary measure. As the pylon would be sited 

to the south of the diversion channel easement agreements to the pylons for maintenance are unlikely to 

be affected, however they should be reviewed to ensure they remain suitable for both National Grid and 

SEW. 

6 Feasible Solutions 



 

 

 

Richborough Connection Project (RCP) 
Interaction between RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

 
 

337293I/WCD//01/A 12 July 2016  
EC_EUNAPiMS\c2079220241\2016-07-12_Interaction between RCP and BOR_FINAL.docx 

55 

  

Figure 6.1: Feasible solution for TWL 32.5mAOD 

 
Source: Reservoir and river diversion based on Jacobs Phase 1b report drawing B14000AG/BORSTUDY/1020 
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For the overhead lines between PC9 and PC10 it is possible to construct both schemes in their preferred 

alignments. The primary challenge to this is the access bridge passing over the Sarre Penn River diversion 

for access onto the dam crest. The overhead lines will pass over the bridge structure which will 

subsequently need to be constructed with the overhead lines in situ. The design of the bridge should 

ensure foundations are not sited directly under overhead lines, especially if they are piled. This may 

increase the span of the structure or require a small diversion of the river channel. There remains a 

number of options to construct the bridge under the overhead lines; one option would be to construct in-

situ prior to excavating the ground, and this would remove the need for cranes which could not operate 

under the overhead lines. The channel would be excavated at a later date.  

SEW has indicated they will be looking to plant high canopy woodland between PC9 and PC10. The 

powerlines will affect a corridor directly under the overhead lines where planting will be limited to smaller 

tree species and scrub. This will create a structurally diverse woodland and will result in greater reliant 

faunal and floral diversity, helping to meet the national planning policy framework aims in respect of 

diversification and net gain, as well as ensuring connectivity requirements. Further discussion on planting 

is provided in Appendix D.  In addition, SEW has a further 280m (approximate) corridor to their land 

boundary to the south to create their preferred habitat in addition to the river channel corridor (up to 70m) 

of which the majority is unaffected by overhead power lines. To construct some elements of the proposed 

Broad Oak Reservoir, SEW will need to access and work under power lines. There will be a minimum of 

8.1m clearance to the lowest overhead line to which a competent Contractor will be able to work safely by 

using risk assessment and safe working practices. 

In the location of PC10 for a reservoir TWL of 32.5.0mAOD it is recommended to promote both schemes 

as per their current proposals.  

An overview of the impacts on project specific constraints is presented in Table 6.1.  

Table 6.1: Impacts on project specific constraints for TWL 32.5mAOD  

Constraint  
Level of impact (No impact, Minor 
Impact, Impact, Major impact) Comment 

Pylon type and size No impact -  

General pylon design criteria (line 
clearances, span lengths, foundations, 
exclusion and maintenance zones) 

Minor impact  Sarre Penn River diversion will 
reduce the ideal maintenance 
zones of PC9. 

 Foundations details reviewed and 
potentially amended to 
accommodate future potential 
channel excavation.  

Pylon Limits of deviation No impact - 

NG Maintenance access Minor impact  To be reviewed once the proposed 
Broad Oak Reservoir scheme has 
been suitably developed. 

Sarre Penn River Diversion (Cross 
section, channel slopes, channel 
gradient, stream power and plan 

Minor impact  Cross sections altered at PC9 to 
allow interaction with the RCP 
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Constraint  
Level of impact (No impact, Minor 
Impact, Impact, Major impact) Comment 

location) scheme. 

 Plan location altered at PC9 to 
allow interaction with the RCP 
scheme. 

Dam Design No impact - 

Fish pass design No impact - 

Water treatment works No impact - 

SEW Access requirement Impact  Bridge access to dam crest 
requires construction under power 
lines between PC9 and PC10, 
suitable construction methods 
required for installation.  

SEW construction impact Minor impact  Excavation and access under new 
overhead lines.  

Woodland planting mitigation Minor impact  Appropriate and diverse species 
selection under overhead lines.  

 Canopy connectivity can be 
maintained through management 
of those woodland species.  

 Landscape and visual and 
biodiversity  aims met 

 

6.3 Feasible and acceptable options that allow the two projects to co-exist for 

36.0mAOD 

For a reservoir TWL of 36.0mAOD a feasible option is presented in Figure 6.2 and described in the 

following text which generally follows the proposed Sarre Penn River diversion starting from its most 

upstream interaction with PC8. 

In the location of PC8 the Sarre Penn diversion channel can be relocated further to the north as presented 

in Figure 6.2. In addition slope stability techniques can be utilised to minimise the excavation requirements. 

This will have the secondary benefits of reducing the total cut required and increase the available land for 

riparian planting. The cross section presents a terraced retaining structure which can incorporate multiple 

level planting zones, however it may have a shorter design life compared to an engineered retaining 

structure such as a gravity retaining wall. The bridleway and footpaths would be integrated into the works. 

Moving the channel closer to the reservoir may create concerns over leakage paths between the two, the 

figure presented maintains the 10m spacing advised, however if this was consider a concern cut off piles 

could be installed as a precautionary measure. As the pylon would be sited to the south of the diversion 

channel easement agreements to the pylons for maintenance are unlikely to be significantly affected, 

however they should be reviewed to ensure they remain suitable for both National Grid and SEW. 
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Figure 6.2: Feasible solution for TWL 36.0mAOD 

 

Source: Reservoir and river diversion based on Jacobs Phase 1b report drawing B14000AG/BORSTUDY/1020 
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For the overhead lines between PC8 and PC9 it is possible to construct both schemes in their preferred 

alignments. It is important for National Grid to consider planting as appropriate to the RCP. In relation to 

the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir, SEW has indicated they will be looking to plant high canopy woodland. 

The powerlines will affect a corridor directly under the overhead lines where planting will be limited to 

smaller tree species and scrub. This will create structurally diverse woodland and will result in greater 

reliant faunal and floral diversity, helping to meet the national planning policy framework aims in respect of 

diversification and net gain, as well as ensuring connectivity requirements, further discussion on planting is 

provided in Appendix D.  In addition SEW has a further 100m (approximate) corridor to their land boundary 

to the south to create their preferred habitat in addition to the river channel corridor (up to 70m) of which 

the majority is unaffected by overhead power lines. To construct some elements of the proposed Broad 

Oak Reservoir they will need to access and work under power lines, there will be a minimum of 8.1m 

clearance to the lowest overhead line to which a competent Contractor will be able to work safely by using 

risk assessment and safe working practices. 

In the location of PC9 it is recommended to promote both schemes as per their current proposals. As the 

pylon would effectively end up on an island between the Sarre Penn River diversion and the reservoir 

existing easements would be affected and will need to be reviewed.  

For the overhead lines between PC9 and PC10 it is possible to construct both schemes in their preferred 

alignments. The primary challenge to this is the access bridge passing over the Sarre Penn River diversion 

for access onto the dam crest. The overhead lines will pass over the bridge structure which will 

subsequently need to be constructed with the overhead lines in situ. The design of the bridge should 

ensure foundations are not sited directly under overhead lines, especially if they are piled, this may 

increase the span of the structure or require a small diversion of the river channel. There remains a 

number of options to construct the bridge under the overhead lines; one option would be to construct in-

situ prior to excavating the ground, and this would remove the need for cranes which could not operate 

under the overhead lines. The channel would be excavated at a later date.  

SEW has indicated they will be looking to plant high canopy woodland between PC9 and PC10. The 

powerlines will affect a corridor directly under the overhead lines where planting will be limited to smaller 

tree species and scrub. This will create structurally diverse woodland and will result in greater reliant faunal 

and floral diversity, helping to meet the national planning policy framework aims in respect of diversification 

and net gain, as well as ensuring connectivity requirements, further discussion on planting is provided in 

Appendix D.  In addition SEW has a further 280m (approximate) corridor to their land boundary to the 

south to create their preferred habitat in addition to the river channel corridor (up to 70m) of which the 

majority is unaffected by overhead power lines. To construct some elements of the proposed Broad Oak 

Reservoir, SEW will need to access and work under power lines. There will be a minimum of 8.1m 

clearance to the lowest overhead line to which a competent Contractor will be able to work safely by using 

risk assessment and safe working practices. 

In the location of PC10 the fish pass alignment can be adjusted as presented in Figure 6.2. This alignment 

will remove a conflict between the two schemes whilst maintaining all the design requirements of both 

schemes.   The new alignment may not be optimal for the existing ground contour levels, however, the 
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overall cut and fill requirements will be minimal considering the large earth moving equipment available for 

the construction of the new earth dam. The proposed channel in Figure 6.2 is the same length and gradient 

as that proposed in Stage 1b.  

An overview of the impacts on project specific constraints is presented in Table 6.2. 

Table 6.2: Impacts on project specific constraints for TWL 36.0mAOD  

Constraint  
Level of impact (No impact, Minor 
Impact, Impact, Major impact) Comment 

Pylon type and size No impact -  

General pylon design criteria (line 
clearances, span lengths, foundations, 
exclusion and maintenance zones) 

Minor impact  Sarre Penn River diversion will 
reduce the ideal maintenance 
zones for PC8 and PC10. 

 Foundations details reviewed and 
potentially amended to 
accommodate future potential 
channel excavation.  

Pylon Limits of deviation No impact - 

NG Maintenance access Minor impact  To be reviewed once the proposed 
Broad Oak Reservoir scheme has 
been suitably developed. 

Sarre Penn River Diversion (Cross 
section, channel slopes, channel 
gradient, stream power and plan 
location) 

Minor impact  Cross sections altered at PC8 to 
allow interaction with the RCP 
scheme. 

 Plan location altered at PC8 to 
allow interaction with the RCP 
scheme. 

Dam Design No impact - 

Fish pass design Minor impact  Fish pass plan location altered to 
allow construction around PC10 

Water treatment works No impact - 

SEW Access requirement Impact  Bridge access to dam crest 
requires construction under power 
lines between PC9 and PC10, 
suitable construction methods 
required for installation. 

SEW construction impact Minor impact  Excavation and access under new 
overhead lines.  

Woodland planting mitigation Minor impact  Appropriate and diverse species 
selection under overhead lines.  

 Canopy connectivity can be 
maintained through management 
of those woodland species.  

 Landscape and visual and 
biodiversity  aims met 
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7.1 Summary  

The RCP is a component of the proposed high-voltage electricity link between Belgium and the UK. An 

application has been submitted and accepted by the Planning Inspectorate under the Planning Act 2008 

(known as a Development Consent Order application) and the TEN-E Regulations (European Legislation).  

One of the statutory consultees for the planning application is SEW, who has included the proposed Broad 

Oak Reservoir in their Water Resource Management Plans for 2009 and 2014.  

The objective of this Mott MacDonald study is to provide National Grid with an appropriate level of 

confidence that both the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir can co-exist. To meet the objective, 

this study: 

 Provides a description of the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

 Identifies general and project specific constraints 

 Identifies potential design conflicts 

 Presents potential solutions to overcome design conflicts 

 Presents feasible and acceptable options to allow the two projects to co-exist 

7.2 Conclusions 

This study has shown that the RCP and the Broad Oak Reservoir project can co-exist. The key 

conclusions of this study are as follows: 

 In order to progress the design of the Broad Oak Reservoir, further site investigation and studies are 

required. This study has identified the topographic, geotechnical and hydrological information as 

limiting factors to the production of a robust design. In light of this, the dam, channel and fish pass 

proposals are considered conservative designs. Considering the proposed reservoir construction date 

around 2033, the level of base information and a conservative design approach is appropriate. 

However there is potential that once more detail base data is acquired the interaction may be 

significantly less.  

 This study has identified alternative design options. Using engineered solutions, such as retaining walls 

and culverts, a reduced footprint of the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir structures can be achieved and 

therefore minimise the interactions between the RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir. These 

alternative options are subject to general and project specific constraints. 

 Outstanding risks to both projects have been identified. However, these risks can be addressed as the 

design of Broad Oak Reservoir progresses and are not considered significant enough to prevent the 

reservoir from being built. To help illustrate this, a number of alternative solutions have been sketched.  

The report has considered the WRMP2014 corresponding to a TWL of 32.5mAOD. The report has shown 

that the interaction between the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir and the RCP is minimal with the main 

interaction between PC9 and the proposed Sarre Penn River diversion. Minor design amendments can be 

7 Conclusions 
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made to the proposed Sarre Penn diversion, in the form of retaining structures and minor realignment to 

the north. This will remove the interaction and allow both schemes to be constructed.  

NG has acknowledge that SEW has an aspiration for a larger reservoir and as such the report has also 

investigated the interaction at 36.0mAOD. At this TWL the level of interaction has increased, with PC8 and 

PC10 interacting with the Sarre Penn River diversion and fish pass. Technical design options have been 

presented to remove the interaction, which include retaining walls and realignment works.  

Adequate riparian planting (in the form of a suitable range of tree and scrub species woodland) can be 

provided to meet the intentions of the reservoir scheme in relation to habitat connectivity, providing net 

gain, whilst  minimising landscape and visual impacts (see Appendix D).  Furthermore, planting a 

structurally diverse range of species, and maintaining a variety of heights in limited locations i.e. beneath 

and adjacent to the overhead lines, would in fact increase the range of dependant faunal and floral species 

that would develop.  It would not alter the effectiveness of habitat connectivity as those species present 

use both tree and scrub species to commute, and thus is not a design conflict which presents the two 

schemes from coexistence.   

Both reservoir top water levels cause an interaction between a SEW proposed access bridge onto the dam 

crest and the overhead line between PC9 and PC10. Suitable construction techniques should be applied to 

minimise any impact. Options to construct the bridge prior to ground excavation may be an appropriate 

solution.  

It is our conclusion that should the RCP be constructed along it proposed route, it would still be possible to 

construct the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir including the Sarre Penn River diversion.  
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The following figures provide examples of the typical details discussed in the main text.  

Figure A.1: Sheet piled river bank retaining wall Figure A.2: Concrete river bank retaining wall 

  

Source: Mott MacDonald Source: http://www.kelsen.co.uk/project/107-new-street-dalry 

[accessed 02/03/16] 

 

Figure A.3: Gabion basket river retaining wall Figure A.4: Willow revetment river wall 

  

Source: http://www.gabionmattress.org/gabionbaskets/gabion-

wall.html [accessed 02/03/16] 

Source: http://www.salixrw.com/solution/gloucester-business-

park-balancing-pond/ [accessed 02/03/16] 

Appendix A. Typical details 
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Figure A.5: “Natural” low gradient bypass channel Figure A.6: Vertical slot fish pass 

 
 

Source: Stage 1a Study Report; Jacobs; 2015 Source: Stage 1a Study Report; Jacobs; 2015 

 

Figure A.7: Larinier fish pass Figure A.8: Rock ramp fish pass 

 

 

Source: http://evidence.environment-

agency.gov.uk/FCERM/en/FluvialDesignGuide/Chapter

11.aspx?pagenum=3 [accessed 02/03/16] 

Source: http://www.fishhabitatnetwork.com.au/getting-started/ 

[accessed 02/03/16] 
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Figure A.9: Typical eel pass  

 

 

Source: http://www.fishtek.co.uk/eelpassfabrication.html 

[accessed 03/03/16] 
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Appendix B. The RCP route 
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Section A – Stour Valley (Pylons PC1 to PC16) 

Figure B.1: Section A 

 

Source: Richborough Connection project, Engineering Design Report ; National Grid– March 2016 (Draft) 
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Section B - Sarre Penn Valley (Pylons PC17 to PC28) 

Figure B.2: Section B 

 

Source: Richborough Connection project, Engineering Design Report ; National Grid– March 2016 (Draft) 
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Section C Chislet Marshes (Pylons PC29 to PC43) 

Figure B.3: Section C 

 

Source: Richborough Connection project, Engineering Design Report ; National Grid– March 2016 (Draft) 
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Section D Ash Level (Pylons PC44 to PC60) 

Figure B.4: Section D 

 

Source: Richborough Connection project, Engineering Design Report ; National Grid– March 2016 (Draft) 
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Appendix C. Addressing the residual 
mitigation items reported in 
Section 8 of Jacobs Stage 1b 
Study  
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Referenced text from Stage 1b Study 

Potential solutions to overcome the design 
conflicts 

Report 
Section Ref. Area Description from Appendix 

A 
Mitigations reported in Section 8 

6 Reservoir top 
water level 

The reservoir top level has not 
been agreed. This stage of the 
study has considered 
32.5mAOD and 36.0mAOD top 
water levels.  

The location of the dam 
structures, river diversion 
cutting and fish pass varies 
depending upon the top water 
level. The final design could be 
anywhere in this range.  

Note, Natural England have 
accepted the smaller reservoir 
size in WRMP14, which 
acknowledged further reservoir 
sizes should be investigated 
fully to determine balance of 
feasibility and impacts. 

Interaction between reservoir 
scheme and RCP has to 
consider the envelope of 
design for the reservoir 
components. 

Where the mitigation is to route the 
river diversion around the RCP route 
no matter what reservoir top water 
level is finally accepted.  

The river diversion requirements 
should be natural and in the context 
of the reservoir, a deeper cutting 
further away from the reservoir is 
unlikely to be accepted which 
consequently enhances the risk to 
deliverability.  

The time and cost impact of applying 
this management of risk control are 
likely to be high and have not been 
quantitatively evaluated, so it is not 
possible at this stage to rate the risk 
as Medium or lower.  

This study has considered both the 32.5mAOD and 
36.0mAOD Top Water Levels. The solutions show that 
the RCP and river diversion channel can share the 
same corridor.  

5, 6  

6 Reservoir top 
water level 

As above  Where the mitigation is to attain 
agreement with the Regulatory 
Stakeholders for a certain reservoir 
water level prior to the detailed 
design of the RCP.  

This study has considered both the 32.5mAOD and 
36.0mAOD Top Water Levels. The solutions show that 
the RCP and river diversion channel can share the 
same corridor. 

5, 6 
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In the timescales of the RCP the river 
diversion design cannot be 
sufficiently developed to attain 
certainty of the design. The large 
envelopes of design which remain 
consequently result in a high risk to 
deliverability.  

8 Fish pass type 
and route 

Potential for greater footprint 
and interaction with the pylon 
east of the dam. 

Where the mitigation is to attain 
agreement with the EA fish pass 
board for an acceptable design.  

The fish pass design depends on the 
reservoir water level and river 
diversion gradient. The narrow 
corridor between the dam and pylon 
PC10 leaves limited scope for 
mitigation of the interaction through a 
design that is acceptable as a 
functioning fish pass and meets other 
key criteria for planning.  

This study has retained the design parameters set in 
the Stage 1 studies; a “natural” channel in a 10m wide 
corridor with a gradient of 1v:50h (2%). The study has 
shown there is sufficient space for a corridor of this 
size.  

4.2.5 

5.2.5 

6.2.5 

12 Secondary 
Embankment 

Impact from the secondary 
dam structure upon the SSSI 
is a specific issue flagged by 
Natural England. 

Flood risk to SSSI which 
depends upon channel design 
and catchment flood event 
characteristics. The reservoir 
scheme design needs to 
ensure that inundation of SSSI 
can be avoided or reduced to 
low probability events. 

Design impacts upon starting 

Where the mitigation is to complete 
catchment modelling and thus 
quantify flooding and water level 
control upstream to attain agreement 
with NE for the solution.  

Continued work is required to 
mitigate this risk, though the impact 
on the interaction is the effect the 
secondary embankment will have on 
determining an acceptable top water 
level. The risk is therefore rated the 
same as risk 6. 

This study has considered both the 32.5mAOD and 
36.0mAOD Top Water Levels. The solutions show that 
the RCP and river diversion channel can share the 
same corridor. Based on the assumptions to date 
there is minimal impact on the SSSI.  

The interaction of the reservoir and the SSSI will be a 
challenge for SEW with or without the RCP.  

 

3.2 
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level of the river diversion 
design. Whilst the secondary 
embankment does not interact 
with the RCP, agreement for 
the secondary dam with the 
regulatory stakeholders is one 
of the aspects that will 
influence which top water level 
of the reservoir is acceptable, 
so risk is inter-related to risk 6, 
which also affects river 
diversion location 

13 Statutory 
Regulators 

Statutory Regulators likely 
acceptance of the reservoir 
scheme and attaining 
agreements in principle to the 
preliminary design 

Where the mitigation is to maintain 
ongoing discussion with the EA and 
NE and build this feedback in to the 
design.  

In the timescales of the RCP the river 
diversion design cannot be 
sufficiently developed to attain 
certainty of the design. The large 
envelopes of design which remain 
consequently result in a high risk 
designation.  

This study expands upon the design parameters 
stated in the Stage 1 studies where discussion has 
been undertaken with Environment Agency and 
Natural England.  

3.2 

15 Reservoir 
planning 
process 

Future change in planning 
process may require material 
changes to current concept 
and preliminary designs. There 
is a difficulty in future proofing 
and this adds to the 
uncertainty over acceptability 
of RCP within the reservoir 
scheme area. 

There is no mitigation at present as 
this is a future risk to developing the 
reservoir scheme. This risk is held by 
SEW but there is a notably enhanced 
risk due to the additional constraints 
to development imposed from the 
proposed RCP route. 

We do not consider this to be a design conflict. It is 
applicable to all large developments which require 
years of planning.  

 

2 Geotechnical 
Factual 
Information 

Information on ground 
conditions is incomplete.  

Potential need to change the gradient 
of the cuttings slope or put in 
drainage and reinforcement to attain 

This study has retained the design parameters set in 
the Stage 1 studies, mainly a side slope of 1v:3h, 
actual cuttings drawn at 1 in 4. Where the diversion 

6 
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Ground condition information 
required to ensure that the 
river diversion is in clay (or if it 
needs lining), and for the 
design of stable slopes for the 
river diversion and dams.  

slope gradients as identified in 
preliminary design.  

channel encroaches on the reservoir basin, we 
propose seepage prevention measures such as sheet 
piles.  

4 Permanent 
Access 

Access is currently anticipated 
to be to both North and South 
extent of the dam, the access 
to the south requires a bridge 
over the diverted river which 
conflicts with the overhead 
conductors and pylons, and 
forms a construction risk. 

Where mitigation is to retain access 
route and bridge under the RCP 
route and manage the risk during 
construction.  

The time and cost impact of applying 
this management of risk controls are 
likely to be high and have not been 
quantitatively evaluated. 

This study has retained the access requirements set 
out in the Stage 1 studies. Techniques have been 
suggested which allow construction beneath overhead 
lines.  

4.2.4 

5.2.4 

6.2.4 

4 Permanent 
Access 

As above  Where mitigation is to consider 
alternative access routes which 
leaves a risk to attaining a scheme 
that is acceptable to regulatory and 
other stakeholders.  

This study has retained the access requirements set 
out in the Stage 1 studies. 

6 

5 Construction 
Risks 

Including construction access 
to river diversion/reservoir. 
Risks to Safety, Health and 
Environment during the 
construction stages of the 
reservoir scheme with the RCP 
as proposed in place. 

Where the scheme continues with 
the proposed RCP route and the 
risks in construction are managed 
through Control and Isolation as 
identified in the HERR form. The time 
and cost impact of applying this 
management of risk controls are 
likely to be high and have not been 
quantitatively evaluated.  

This study assumes that construction beneath 
overhead lines is within the skill set of a competent 
Contractor, and is not a design conflict which presents 
the two schemes from coexistence.  

6 

7 River Diversion 
Channel 
design/ 
location 

Attaining agreement of the 
diversion channel gradient and 
setting fixity on the river 
diversion design remains a risk 

Where the mitigation is to attain 
agreement with the Regulatory 
Stakeholders for a certain reservoir 
water level prior to the detailed 

This study has retained the design parameters set in 
the Stage 1 studies.  

6 
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to detailed design.  

Preliminary design has sought 
to refine the design criteria and 
thus increase certainty on the 
diversion channel gradient. 
However this has not yet been 
presented to the EA for 
agreement in principle at this 
stage. A suitable limit of 
deviation may be required.  

The specific risk is from 
uncertainty in preliminary 
design leading to potential 
greater interaction with RCP if 
preliminary design not 
accepted. 

design of the RCP.  

In the timescales of the RCP the river 
diversion design cannot be 
sufficiently developed to attain 
certainty of the design. The large 
envelopes of design which remain 
consequently result in a high risk to 
deliverability. However an alternative 
mitigation is to design slope 
stabilisation to allow steeper side 
slopes so that footprint of excavation 
for a steeper gradient could fit within 
the footprint of a 1:400 channel in the 
location of the RCP pylons.  

This is rated as a medium risk 
although the time and cost impact of 
applying this has not been 
quantitatively evaluated 

9 Planting 
Scheme 
(Environmental 
design and 
mitigation) 

Planting for the future, 
coordination of schemes 
planting and maintenance 
agreement to attain a scheme 
to meet: regulatory stakeholder 
requirements for mitigation 
planting, habitat connectivity 
and screening and be 
maintainable within limits of 
height for NG 

Where continued development of a 
planting scheme and approval in 
principle for the scheme and 
maintenance regime with Natural 
England is required.  

Adequate riparian planting (in the form of a suitable 
range of tree and scrub species woodland) can be 
provided to meet the intentions of the Reservoir 
scheme in relation to habitat connectivity, providing 
net gain, whilst  minimising landscape and visual 
impacts.  Furthermore, planting a more structurally 
diverse range of species, and maintaining a variety of 
heights in limited locations i.e. beneath and adjacent 
to the overhead lines, would in fact increase the range 
of dependant faunal and floral species that would 
develop.  It would not alter the effectiveness of habitat 
connectivity as those species present use both tree 
and scrub species to commute, and thus is not a 
design conflict which presents the two schemes from 
coexistence.   

 

10 CDM Hazards applicable to reservoir 
scheme design from 

Where the mitigation is to continue 
with the proposed RCP route and the 

This study assumes that construction beneath 
overhead lines is within the skill set of a competent 

6 



 

78 
337293I/WCD//01/A 12 July 2016  
EC_EUNAPiMS\c2079220241\2016-07-12_Interaction between RCP and BOR_FINAL.docx 

 

Richborough Connection Project (RCP) 
Interaction between RCP and the proposed Broad Oak Reservoir 

 
 

interaction with RCP.  

Jacobs are Designer and have 
undertaken a structured review 
of hazard of pylons during 
reservoir scheme construction 
and operation. Jacobs would, 
under guiding principles of 
CDM, naturally in design seek 
to eliminate the hazard by 
separating RCP and diversion 
corridor.  

risks in construction be managed 
through Control and Isolation as 
identified in the HERR form. The time 
and cost impact of applying this 
management of risk controls are 
likely to be high and have not been 
quantitatively evaluated.  

Contractor, and is not a design conflict which presents 
the two schemes from coexistence. 
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Introduction 

The purpose of this technical note is to illustrate how design and mitigation planting of the Proposed 

Broad Oak reservoir and National Grid’s proposal for a high voltage power line and pylons between 

Richborough and Canterbury (the Richborough Connection Project) can interact whilst achieving the 

environmental aims and objectives of both projects.  It is National Grid’s intention to fully co-operate 

with South East Water to assist in the progression of a scheme which not only mitigates for any 

adverse effects arising from the interaction of the reservoir and the overhead power line but which also 

provides the best possible setting for the local community at Broad Oak.   

Section 4.4 of the Proposed South East Water Reservoir Route Options Appraisal (Doc 5.4.2D
5
) 

recognises the concerns with regard to interacting with the environmental mitigation scheme proposed 

by South East Water.  National Grid considers that the reservoir scheme could be delivered with a 

range of planting, landscaping and habitat creation that can take place in combination with overhead 

lines.  However it is noted that some restrictions, for example height of planting, would be necessary 

and National Grid would work with South East Water to develop a strategy that meets both parties’ 

requirements.   

This note has been prepared jointly between National Grid’s landscape and arboricultural consultants 

(TEP) and ecology consultant (Amec Foster Wheeler) engaged on the Richborough Connection 

Project.  It is based on Doc 5.4.2D, Annex 2D.1 prepared in February 2015 and submitted as part of 

the DCO application in January 2016.  This technical note seeks to update that Annex, and provide 

further information on how the aims of the mitigation proposals for the reservoir may be achieved where 

interaction with the proposed Richborough Connection Project occurs.   

It concludes that the route of the overhead line and the reservoir mitigation proposals would work 

together without compromising either scheme in respect of the objectives for woodland (for both 

landscape and biodiversity).  It provides a list of species that can be planted in the vicinity of overhead 

lines and riparian zones and describes the management required to ensure it maintains appropriate 

height restrictions for that habitat, whilst maximising its biodiversity and landscape functions.   

This conclusion is supported by reporting from SEW’s consultants in their key findings: “This study 

indicated that with appropriate adaptation of the species planting and the application of a sensitive 

management regime it should be possible to maintain vegetation connectivity along the Sarre Penn that 

would provide shading for the river and be suitable as a wildlife corridor for species such as dormouse.”  

(Executive summary, Jacobs, 2016, Study of interaction between Broad Oak Reservoir and 

Richborough Connection Project, Stage 1b Study – July 2016).   

The SEW scheme environmental mitigation requirements are described in Chapter 7  (Jacobs, 2016, 

Study of interaction between Broad Oak Reservoir and Richborough Connection Project, Stage 1b 

Study – July 2016).  Section 7.2 and 7.3, delineate principles and objectives for that mitigation and 

summarises those in relation to the provision of appropriate woodland planting to support the 

connectivity of the existing SSSI ancient woodland blocks.   

                                                      
5
 This document is part of National Grid’s Development Consent Order application documents submitted to the Planning 

Inspectorate in January 2016 for the Richborough Connection project. 

Appendix D. Approach to planting for Broad 
Oak Reservoir and the RCP 
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“The scheme’s habitat enhancement objectives are strongly influenced by the existing habitats 

and species that are present within the local landscape. The presence of The Blean woodland 

complex, the West Blean and Thornden Woods SSSI, and notable assemblages of specialist 

woodland fauna (including birds, invertebrates, and dormice), dictate that the scheme’s habitat 

creation design has a strong woodland emphasis”.   

National Grid’s planting proposals fully support this.  

Summary of Environmental Context  

The proposed Richborough Connection Project is described in detail in the Environmental Statement 

(ES) Doc 5.2, Chapter 3, and the route illustrated in Doc 5.3.3, Figures 3.1a-3.1h.  Land uses within 

the proposed reservoir footprint largely comprise arable farm land bordered by hedgerow.  The 

agricultural land within the reservoir footprint comprises Grade 2 (very good) and Grade 3 

(good/moderate) Best and Most Versatile Agricultural land.  Mayton Lane and Barnetts Lane both run 

broadly north-south through the reservoir footprint and provide access to various properties (Mayton 

Farm, Vale Farm and Blaxland Farm) from the south.  Properties that lie within the reservoir footprint 

and are likely to be lost as a result of the scheme comprise Brookside, Vale Farm and Vale Cottages.  

There are also several Public Rights of Way (PRoW) running through the proposed site of the reservoir 

(CB80 and CB83 running broadly east-west and CB75, CB78, CB71 and CB88 running broadly north-

south) which would need to be diverted or closed completely should the reservoir be constructed.  

Within the surrounding area the closest areas of settlement, where receptors sensitive to noise, 

vibration, air quality, traffic and visual effects are likely to be located, comprise Broad Oak 

(approximately 300m to the south) and Calcott (approximately 360m to the east) as well as individual 

scattered properties.  The reservoir footprint lies largely within the Blean Woods Special Landscape 

Area, an area designated by Canterbury City Council to ensure the conservation and enhancement of 

the natural beauty of the landscape.  

Historic environment constraints in the area comprise Vale Farmhouse, a Grade II listed which lies 

within the footprint of the proposed reservoir.  There are several listed buildings within and around 

Broad Oak, the closest of which (124 Sweechgate) is approximately 380m south of the 36m reservoir 

contour. To the north, Blaxland Farm is located some 380m from the 36m contour and Calcott Hall 

more than 700m to the east of the proposed dam.  Tyler Hill conservation area (with Allcroft Grange 

conservation area adjacent to the south) is located in close proximity to the south-west edge of the 

proposed reservoir. 

In terms of ecological constraints there is one designated nature conservation site with the potential to 

be affected by the reservoir.  West Blean and Thornden Woods Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) 

lies to the north, west and south of the reservoir, parts of this are also ancient woodland (Cole Wood 

and Childs Forstal Wood) as well as Thornden Wood Kent Wildlife Trust reserve.  The available 

information indicates that parts of northern edge of the reservoir footprint (36m contour) would 

potentially overlap with the area designated as SSSI.  

Ecology surveys have been completed in the vicinity of the southern boundary of the reservoir as part 

of the Richborough Connection Project.  Surveys commissioned by National Grid found bat activity in 

the southern part of the reservoir footprint and dormice in close proximity to the southern boundary of 

the reservoir, with no evidence of reptile.  No great crested newt were recorded for the ponds surveyed 

in closest proximity to the southern boundary of the reservoir (refer to Docs 5.4.9E to Doc 5.4.9N for 

further information on ecological survey results in relation to the Richborough Connection Project). 
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Mitigation Proposals 

It is considered by National Grid that the proposed alignment of the overhead line and the reservoir 

mitigation proposals could work together without compromising either scheme.  The oversailing of the 

proposed stream diversion corridor, the proposed bridleway and areas of proposed 

mitigation/integration planting by the overhead line would not conflict with the aims of the planting 

intentions of South East Water as National Grid understands them to be, and support Natural England’s 

requirements for habitat creation and connectivity, (Section 7.2, Jacob’s, 2016, Study of interaction 

between Broad Oak Reservoir and Richborough Connection Project, Stage 1b Study – July 2016):  

NE’s formal consultation comments on the WRMP14 Broad Oak reservoir proposal provided specific 

expectations including that: 

 a significant amount of woodland and semi-natural habitat creation is required as mitigation; and 

 in addition improving the connectivity of the SSSI woodland parcels and that of the surrounding 

woodland sites offers opportunities for biodiversity enhancement above mitigation. 

Further to these, the site is located with The Blean Biodiversity Opportunity Area (BOA).  BOAs indicate 

where the delivery of Kent Biodiversity Strategy targets should be focused in order to secure the 

maximum biodiversity benefits.  One of the targets for The Blean BOA is to ‘enhance and reconnect 

woodland to create a very extensive block of habitat, particularly through the maintenance and 

restoration of coppice management’.  Such coppiced woodland habitat would be created in the 

mitigation proposals developed by National Grid and still support the scheme’s aims for a “strong 

woodland emphasis”.    

National Grid has guidelines in relation to planting under or near overhead lines and these need not 

conflict with the reservoir mitigation proposals.  Distances (electrical safety clearances) are specified 

between overhead lines and trees to ensure safety to the public and to prevent electrical flashover of 

the line which could result in power failure and/or damage to vegetation or property.  Safety clearances 

are set out in the Electricity Safety, Quality and Continuity Regulations 2002.  The minimum safety 

clearance for trees under or adjacent to a 400kV line is 5.3m from any tree that is capable of supporting 

a climber or a ladder, or 3.1m for all other trees.     

Landscape and Visual 

National Grid believes that South East Water’s environmental objectives (Section 7.2, Jacob’s, 2016, 

Study of interaction between Broad Oak Reservoir and Richborough Connection Project, Stage 1b 

Study – July 2016) and mitigation principles in relation to minimising landscape impacts and providing 

landscape enhancement are achievable and deliverable with the Richborough Connection Project in 

place.  Mitigation woodland planting in the vicinity of the overhead power line would conserve and 

reinforce the strategic habitat network and woodland, reflecting the area’s position on the edge of The 

Blean.  “High canopy” woodland could be established within the valley so long as the woodland 

adjacent or under the 400kV overhead line is managed to the minimum safety clearances.  Such an 

approach would meet South East Water’s objective to establish high canopy woodland whilst also 

providing continuous woodland cover and habitat connectivity as requested by Natural England.  

Hedgerow and shelterbelt patterns could be reinforced with due regard to safety clearances and the 

Richborough Connection Project embedded environmental measures have ensured that there is 

minimum impact on orchards, and any loss would occur only in direct relation to pylon footprints.  

Cabling (trenching or Horizontal Directional Drilling) would result in a greater loss of orchards as these 

could not be successfully re-established over high voltage cables.  The potential impact on orchards 

was one of the factors considered in the choice of route and technology (COR, para 7.97, Doc 7.7).  
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The Richborough Connection Project would not compromise the objective to allow views out over open 

water and countryside from the existing and proposed footpath network.  Pylons do not intercept views 

as they are visually permeable and they are widely spaced such that often only one or two pylons are 

apparent in any one view at any one time. 

Woodland management 

The tree and understorey species as proposed in the Richborough Connection Project mitigation 

planting and as suggested in Annex 1 of Doc 5.4.2D (Annex D.1 to this document lists those species) 

would be appropriate and consistent with the existing habitats and species that are present within the 

local landscape.  The Richborough Connection Project, inclusive of its mitigation planting, would not 

compromise the intentions of the reservoir scheme to enhance the Blean woodland complex, thereby 

supporting its notable assemblage of specialist woodland fauna.  The proposal to reinstate a traditional 

coppice management system as part of the Richborough Connection Project mitigation proposals is 

consistent with one of the targets for The Blean Biodiversity Opportunity Area which is to ‘enhance and 

reconnect woodland to create a very extensive block of habitat, particularly through the maintenance 

and restoration of coppice management’. 

The principal operational requirement of relevance to trees close to an overhead line is the physical 

clearance to prevent arcing between the conductor and any nearby tree (the ‘Vicinity Zone’).  This 

clearance is three dimensional and dynamic and must include clearance from the conductor under a 

range of temperature and wind conditions.  A minimum clearance of 5.3m is required from any tree that 

is capable of supporting a climber or a ladder, or 3.1m for all other trees.  In addition to the physical 

size, location and growth of trees in relation to overhead lines, National Grid also has a duty to manage 

the risk of any falling tree breaching the Vicinity Zone around a conductor. 

Lattice pylons allow sufficient ground clearance that vegetation can be retained beneath the conductors 

(wires), thereby maintaining connectivity and some screening and landscape functions.  The height of 

vegetation is dependent on the pylon spacing and the location within the span (the centre point being 

the most restricted due to conductor sag).  There is also no restriction on planting beneath overhead 

lines as there would be with buried cables, although individual standard trees that are intended to 

develop into full-height specimens would not be planted beneath the line. 

Vegetation that would be retained beneath the proposed overhead line and any that is planted may 

require management to control the top height.  In general, existing woodland and trees would be 

coppiced where the species, age and previous management are amenable to this practice.  Elsewhere, 

trees would be pruned where this is required to control their height or spread.  Where tree removal is 

proposed as part of the Richborough Connection Project, trees would be replaced, including those 

beneath the conductors.  All planting that is proposed beneath the conductors is capable of 

management by coppicing (Annex D.1 to this Appendix has a range of potential species).  Most 

broadleaved species coppice well, with the exception of cherry, beech, poplar and some alders; 

however, these are not included in species mixes specified for the Richborough Connection Project in 

areas beneath lines.  The same planting mixes are also capable of developing into high canopy (not 

coppiced) woodland, or could be managed as a coppice with standards system. 

Coppicing is a particularly appropriate form of woodland management to the Richborough Connection 

Project.  The practice has strong cultural and historic associations with Kent, which was the last region 

of the UK in which coppicing remained widespread following its decline after the industrial revolution.  

This also makes it more likely that any woodland in Kent would be capable of restoration to a coppice 

system than would be the case in other regions because of the relatively short time since widespread 

coppicing ceased.  This observation is borne out by the woodland surveys carried out as part of the 

Richborough Connection Project. 
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In practical terms, coppicing is well-suited to woodland management within the Richborough 

Connection Project easements for a number of reasons.  Coppice stools produce growth that is slender 

and not capable of supporting a climber.  Re-coppicing is done at ground level, which reduces the 

proximity of workers to live conductors and removes the requirement for an additional clearance zone 

in which operatives can undertake aerial pruning in safety.  Coppicing also reduces the frequency of 

tree management operations and makes tree growth more consistent and predictable. 

The conductor clearance that is required for coppice woodland is 3.1m; the maximum permissible 

height of woodland beneath the line depends on the height of the conductor at that point.  ‘Sag heights’ 

for each conductor span have been modelled for the proposed Richborough Connection Project 

alignment.  The anticipated sag heights around Broad Oak would not prevent coppice management 

that is consistent with good silvicultural practice and coppice cycles would vary between 5 and 15 

years, depending on location, aspect, soils and species. 

In order to maintain the most diverse range of habitats and prevent temporary fragmentation during 

operational management, easements would be sub-divided and managed in coups (management 

compartments), each spanning the easement and connecting the woodland on either side.  Coppicing 

would alternate with each coup being cut roughly half way through the coppice cycle of its adjacent 

coup, thereby maintaining habitat connectivity at all times.   

On the edges of the easement, the sides of trees in the adjacent woodland would be pruned 

periodically if their extension growth breaches the Tree Management Zone.  Safety clearances would 

be monitored by a combination of remote observation and on-site observations.  Tree height would be 

monitored within the easement.  When the top height of coppice regrowth approaches the vicinity zone 

(i.e. the point beyond which further growth cannot be allowed), the coup would be coppiced during the 

next winter working period.  It may be necessary to undertake ad hoc interventions to prevent individual 

trees from breaching the Vicinity Zone during the growing seasons leading up to coppice cutting.  This 

would generally constitute coppicing of an individual stool or removal of a small number of poles from a 

coppice stool which has significantly outgrown neighbouring trees. 

This is illustrated in Drawing D5598.010 appended to this Appendix, which illustrates the easement 

tree clearance requirements and provides a cross section of the woodland. 

Coppicing of woodland within easements will have a broad range of positive effects on the woodland 

and local ecology.  Coppice trees tend to outlive standard trees and can be more resilient to storm 

damage because they tend to fail at the stem base rather than the root plate.  Coppice woodland also 

tends to have greater biodiversity because of improved structural diversity, increased light penetration 

and greater availability of woodland margin habitats.  These benefit species that forage on woodland 

margins and those that rely on edge habitats, flowering herbs and ground flora, such as bats and 

butterflies.  There are also locally important species such as dormice that require an intact understorey, 

which tend to diminish in pure high canopy woodland but for which coppice woodland provides 

excellent habitat opportunities. 

The presence of coppice woodland does not preclude any form of woodland management on adjacent 

land.  It would be possible to manage adjacent existing or new woodland on a similar pure coppice 

system or as coppice with standards.  High canopy woodland could also be maintained adjacent to 

Richborough Connection Project easements; the presence of adjacent coppicing would tend to make 

these trees more aerodynamically resilient and less prone to failure because of the periodic variability 

of exposure to controlled wind loading.  The only permanent effect on the treescape that will be 

associated with the Richborough Connection Project is a reduction in the maximum height of trees 
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beneath the line.  In all other respects, including connectivity and the function of adjacent woodland, the 

Richborough Connection Project will have no significant adverse effects and will provide some benefits 

in the form of enhancement planting, greater species diversity and more widespread use of coppicing. 

Terrestrial Biodiversity 

The biodiversity present in the area of interaction between the Richborough Connection Project and the 

proposed South East Water reservoir has been established through ecology surveys completed in the 

vicinity of the southern boundary of the reservoir as part of the Richborough Connection Project.  

Historic records obtained for the ES (Doc 5.2, Chapter 9) indicated that there are no historic records of 

bat roosts in footprint of reservoir but there are records of bat activity.  The surveys found no presence 

of bat roosts within the southern part of the reservoir footprint but there was evidence of bat activity 

(refer to Doc 5.4.9F for further details).  Surveys also found presence of dormice in close proximity to 

the southern boundary of the reservoir.  No presence of great crested newt was recorded for the ponds 

surveyed in closest proximity to the southern boundary of the reservoir (refer to Docs 5.4.9E to Doc 

5.4.9N for further information on ecological survey results in relation to the Richborough Connection 

Project.  Potential for other species or species groups is present, but were scoped out of significant 

effects and thus out of the Richborough Connection Project ecological assessment.  Habitat with 

potential for invertebrates, breeding birds, small mammals and reptiles is present in the wider vicinity, 

with further sources of diversity in the nearby Blean woodland component units.  

As described above, the proposed species mix, in combination with appropriate woodland 

management, would result in a connected and structurally diverse woodland habitat on the overlap 

area with the Richborough Connection Project, and rather than a “high canopy” woodland habitat alone, 

would result in far greater dependant faunal and floral diversity.  This would meet National Policy 

Planning Framework (Section 11, paragraph 109) aims in respect of diversification and net gain, as well 

as ensuring connectivity required by Natural England.  

The benefits of such structural diversity is supported by many examples in available best practice 

guidance and research papers.  A Natural England research paper looking specifically into the 

management of woodland for the benefit of bat species, stresses the need for a variety of ages and 

structures for bat foraging and roosting.  In addition to the availability of older woodland habitat such as 

located in the Blean woodland complex in the vicinity the proposed reservoir and Richborough 

Connection Project, rivers, clearings and glades are essential foraging habitats in woods, as are 

staggered, south-facing exposed edges of the forest. Woodland areas with complex vegetation 

structure and abundant water are key for bats. Considering the foraging strategies of bats, in relation to 

the microhabitats available in woodlands (Section 5.1, p42), “it becomes clear that all conceivable 

foraging habitats from the forest floor up to the canopy and beyond can be used by bats. The density of 

species correspondingly increases with the spatial structures in woods.”  Section 6.1, p46 goes on to 

say: A high insect density can be found in woods with several levels of different structures, as well at 

water, at forest edges, and in glades and clearings.  Section 7.2 concludes that “Structural richness is 

limited in even-aged [and thus structured] woods. Accordingly, the foraging habitat variety is also 

limited which immediately affects the activity density and diversity of species. An increase in the vertical 

structure of stands promotes the niche variety for different bat species. Clearings, structured forest 

edges and water also positively affect the diversity of species.” 

The management and maintenance cycles of the woodland mitigation planting underneath the 

overhead line would create this diversity of tree spacing, crown density, increased surface area of edge 

habitat and woodland floor light conditions and correspondingly, provide a diverse range of 

microhabitats for small mammals, reptiles, breeding birds and a range of invertebrates.  This woodland 

type would still result in complete connectivity under the line which bats, along with other key species 

identified in the area such as dormice, would be able to use as both a wildlife corridor and a functional 

foraging resource.  
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In relation to planting mitigation, the general objective of the WFD as cited in the report in respect of 

“providing shading and habitat continuity” would still be upheld.  It is recognised that some areas of 

shading for stream courses are a valuable habitat type however, as for the remainder of the woodland, 

a variety of microclimates is more beneficial than a completely shaded stream course which would 

result from planting with only “high canopy” trees as described in current South East Water planting 

mitigation proposals.  The riparian woodland that would be reduced in height to allow for the 

Richborough Connection Project, would result in the creation of a mixture of light and temperature 

conditions, from the unaffected dense canopy through open canopy and dappled shade to some open 

ground conditions and where shading is required, those areas could be maintained through appropriate 

choice of species and maintenance.  This would result in a diversity of micro habitats on both the 

margins of the stream diversion and in the aquatic habitats, and consequently for fauna dependant on 

those conditions.  Best practice guidance available such as Scottish Environmental Protection Agency’s 

(SEPA) (Engineering in the Water Environment Good Practice Guide: Riparian Vegetation 

Management Second edition, June 2009) describes in Section 3.4, (illustrated in Figures 7 and 8 

therein) how shade should be managed in river channels so that a range of both unshaded and shaded 

habitats result.  

This conclusion of greater structural variety leading to greater biodiversity is one that is also made in 

Section 7.5, (Jacobs, 2016, Study of interaction between Broad Oak Reservoir and Richborough 

Connection Project, Stage 1b Study – July 2016): 

“A continuous line of riparian high canopy woodland has benefits for a range of species found 

at Broad Oak, notably commuting bats and dormice. In general terms, continuous habitat 

connectivity could be achieved using lower growing tree or shrub species or appropriate 

management techniques (e.g. coppicing) for sections, if the RCP proposals are adopted. 

Species such as bats and dormice have strong associations with linear habitats ranging in 

height from hedgerows to fully mature woodland, and so localised changes in vegetation height 

could avoid being a constraint to the dispersal of these animals as such but would need to be 

managed to maintain small trees and shrubs. Localised variation in vegetation type, structure 

and height might also provide a more diverse range of micro-habitats and so increasing 

biodiversity potential at these locations e.g. fruiting and flowering shrubs or ground flora due to 

increased sunlight and temperature levels in more open areas.” 

Conclusions 

Adequate riparian planting (in the form of a suitable range of tree and shrub species woodland) can be 

provided to meet the intentions of the reservoir scheme in relation to habitat connectivity, providing net 

gain, whilst minimising landscape and visual impacts.  Furthermore, planting a more structurally diverse 

range of species, and maintaining a variety of heights in limited locations i.e. beneath and adjacent to 

the overhead lines, would in fact increase the range of dependant faunal and floral species that would 

develop.  It would not alter the effectiveness of habitat connectivity as those species present use both 

tree and scrub species to commute, and thus is not a design conflict which prevents the two schemes 

from coexistence.  
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Figure D.1: Illustration of the safety clearance zones for trees. 

 

Low height and slow growing species appropriate to coppice management should be planted beneath 

overhead lines to ensure that future safety problems will not occur and to reduce the need for 

significant ongoing tree management works.  Access to pylon bases is required for maintenance 

purposes and planting should not obstruct or interfere with maintenance access. The following species 

are offered as appropriate choices for the Broad Oak Reservoir mitigation planting.  All species are 

locally appropriate to the south east of England and Kent and are in line with Biodiversity Action Plan 

and best practice principles in respect of their wildlife supporting capacity.  Soil analysis has not been 

undertaken and so a range of species suitable for more than one soil type are suggested at this time.  

Suitable species to create low height woodland for visual screening and integration of reservoir 

structures and features: 

Annex D.1 of suitable Trees Species  

Crab apple Malus sylvestris (5-10m) 

Field maple Acer campestre (up to 25m when mature but it takes 10 yrs to reach 8m high and can be 

kept low through coppicing) 

Hazel Corylus avellana (5-15m – would need management towards full maturity, but recommended 

that this is regularly coppiced) 

Holly Ilex aquifolium (<10m) 

Suitable species for replacing or supplementing hedgerow and/or scrub: 

Blackthorn Prunus spinosa (1-5m) 

Broom Cytisus scoparius (<4m) 

Dogwood Cornus sanguinea (1.5-2.5m) 

Elder Sambucus nigra (<5m) 

Gorse Ulex europaeus (2-3m) 

Guelder rose Viburnum opulus (<5m) 

Hawthorn Crataegus monogyna (5-15m) (suggest this forms 60% of a hedgerow mix) 

Juniper Juniperus communis (up to 10m but usually 3-5m max) 

Privet Ligustrum vulgare (5m) 
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Dog rose Rosa canina (1-3m) 

Field rose Rosa arvensis (up to 5m) 

Spindle Euonymus europaeus (<6m) 

Spurge laurel Daphne laureola (up to 1m) 

Purging buckthorn Rhamnus catharticus (up to 10m but usually 4-6m) 

Butcher’s broom Ruscus aculeatus (up to ~90cm) 

Wayfaring tree Viburnum lantana (2-4m) 

Suitable species for the stream diversion planting: 

Alder buckthorn Frangula alnus (3-6m) 

Almond willow Salix trianda (up to 10m) 

Eared willow Salix aurita (0.5-2.5m) 

Grey willow Salix cinerea (2-10m) 

Osier willow Salix viminalis (5m) 

Purple willow Salix purpurea (5m) 

Goat willow Salix caprea (3-10m) 

Further discussion between the parties is envisaged to develop a greater understanding of the issues 

and design considerations relevant to each scheme and to ensure that a mutually acceptable outcome 

is reached. 

Reference documents 

Electricity Association Technical Specification 43 – 8 Issue 2:1988 – Overhead clearances 

Electricity Safety, Quality and Continuity Regulations 2002 (publication reference URN 02/1544) London, DTI 

National Grid: A Sense of Place: design guidelines for development near high voltage overhead lines. 

National Grid: Development Near Lines: Planning and Amenity Aspects of High Voltage Electricity Lines and 

Substations, 2001. 

Jacobs, 2016, Study of interaction between Broad Oak Reservoir and Richborough Connection Project, Stage 1b 

Study – July 2016  

English Nature (2005) Research Reports, Number 661, Development of good practice guidelines for woodland 

management for bats, Authors: Dr. Peter Boye and Markus Dietz, Commissioned by: The Bat Conservation Trust 

SEPA (2009) Engineering in the Water Environment Good Practice Guide: Riparian Vegetation Management 

Second edition, June 2009.   
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Proposed reservoir at Broad Oak 

This Appendix sets out the planning status of the South East Water (SEW) proposal for a reservoir at 

Broad Oak near Canterbury. The report has been prepared by Arup. 

Planning Status 

Saved Policies of the Canterbury District Local Plan 2006 (2009) (CDLP 2009 Saved Policies) 

Chapter 7 of the CDLP 2009 Saved Policies deals with investment in community infrastructure and 

section 7.133-7.139 deals specifically with Natural Resources. Paragraph 7.137 states: 

“The Water Resources Strategy for the South East has been drawn up jointly by Southern Water, Mid-

Kent Water, Folkestone and Dover Water Services and the Environment Agency. This Strategy has 

shown that the transfer of surplus water between supply areas will be able to meet current deficits. 

However, as demand increases new sources of supply will be needed in the medium term.” 

Paragraphs 7.138-7.139 identify options for securing adequate water supply within the District and the 

proposed reservoir at Broad Oak is mentioned. The plan states: 

“7.138 Options for securing adequate water supply and environmental protection within the District 

include: increasing the yield of existing resources by removing distribution, treatment and other 

constraints; further progress with leakage control; demand management; water and effluent reuse; 

innovative solutions; water transfer; desalination; and reservoirs. 

7.139 Major development options, such as a reservoir at Broad Oak, that may be proposed for water 

supply purposes may have significant implications for the environment and potentially, for nearby 

communities.  It is expected that in advance of submitting a planning application for such 

developments, the scope and timescale of environmental assessment and/or assessment of impact on 

communities should be agreed with the City Council and other relevant bodies. Other information that 

may be required includes justification of need, location and choice of water supply options. This 

process will inform the content of any informal environmental impact assessment and ensure that the 

Council has the information it requires to assess the proposal at the planning application stage.”  

Whilst the SEW proposed reservoir at Broad Oak is mentioned in the adopted plan, it does not form the 

subject matter of any saved policies nor does it form an allocation within the plan or on the proposals 

map. The proposed reservoir is not mentioned in any other chapter of the CDLP 2009 Saved Policies.  

Draft Canterbury Local Plan Amendments (November 2015) (CDLP Amendments 2015) and Potential 

Main Modifications (April 2016) 

The CCC Draft Local Plan has been in Examination since late 2014 and in November 2015 the Council 

published the ‘Draft Canterbury Local Plan Amendments’ (CDLP Amendments 2015) followed by the 

‘Potential Main Modifications’ (April 2016). Whilst both documents have been reviewed for relevance to 

a proposed reservoir at Broad Oak it is an emerging policy document and does not form adopted 

policy. 

Appendix E. Proposed reservoir at Broad 
Oak - Planning Status 
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Chapter 7 of the CDLP Amendments 2015 covers Climate Change, Coastal Change and Water 

Resources. ‘Policy CC13 - Water Resources’ states: 

“The Council will ensure that development is phased using appropriate time scales for the construction 

of any necessary water and/or wastewater infrastructure associated with development proposals. The 

Council will consult in detail with water companies and the Environment Agency to ensure the need for 

new water services infrastructure is understood and planned for.” 

The supporting text for Policy CC13 discusses the SEW Water Resource Management Plan (WRMP) 

and outlines that it is a key document which seeks to ensure that enough water is available in the right 

place at the right time to support sustainable growth and development in the South East, including 

Canterbury District. Paragraph 7.67 states that  

“The Council supports the overall strategy set out in the document to reduce the demand for water and 

make the best use of existing water resources. The management plan predicts that significant new 

water supply infrastructure will be required and one such major water supply option is a new reservoir 

at Broad Oak. 

This proposal may have significant implications for the environment and potentially for nearby 

communities, of both a positive and negative nature. It is expected that in advance of submitting a 

planning application for the reservoir, the scope and timescale of environmental assessment and/or 

assessment of impact on communities should be agreed with the City Council and other relevant 

bodies.  Other information that will be required includes justification of need, location and choice of 

water supply options.  This process will inform the content of any informal environmental impact 

assessment and ensure that the Council has the information it requires to assess the proposal at the 

planning application stage. South East Water will have to satisfy the Council that impacts of a reservoir 

(including environmental and community impacts) are justified, acceptable and adequately mitigated. It 

is anticipated that an application will made be during the period of this Local Plan.”  

The SEW proposed reservoir at Broad Oak does not form the subject matter of any policies in the draft 

Local Plan or Main Modifications, it is not included as an allocation and land is not safeguarded for its 

future provision.  

Planning Application Search 

A search on the Canterbury City Council Planning Applications Register and the National Infrastructure 

Planning website has confirmed that no application for consent or request for EIA screening/scoping 

has been submitted by SEW for a proposed reservoir at Broad Oak. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion: 

 A reservoir at Broad Oak does not form the subject matter of any policies in the adopted or the 

emerging Local Plan.  

 A reservoir at Broad Oak is not identified as a site allocation; and land is not safeguarded for its 

future provision. 

 A WRMP is not a statutory planning document, and as such it is considered that a WRMP could 

only be afforded limited weight in planning terms. 
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This note has been produced following the first round of written questions from the Planning 
Inspectorate in order to explain the methodology and reasons for the Limits of Deviation (LoD). 

In accordance with the guidance provided by the Planning Inspectorate: Advice Note 9: the 

Rochdale Envelope, the proposed route of the overhead lines on the Richborough Connection 

Project are subject to LoD which provide a necessary and proportionate degree of flexibility as to 

the final alignment of the linear works. The LoD identifies a maximum distance or measurement of 

variation within which these works must be constructed.  

LoD are designed to allow for unknown or unforeseeable issues or localised constraints that may 

arise during construction which would require a minor adjustment to the overhead line alignment 

and the pylon positions. 

For example, if a large solid mass such as a large concrete foundation or void such as a well or 

shaft (in the ground) can be avoided by moving the position of the pylon up to 10m, then it may be 

that the LoD are used. This would remove the need for intensive site works to rectify the issue 

found.  

An overhead line may be subject to lateral, longitudinal or vertical LoD as described below. 

Existing 132kV overhead lines 

The existing 132kV PX overhead line proposed to be dismantled is already installed and is 

therefore geographically fixed electrical infrastructure which does not require a LoD.  It is only 

those elements of the existing PX and PY overhead lines that require temporary and permanent 

diversions (as set out below) which have a LoD.  

Lateral LoD 

These are measured from the centreline of the overhead line and represent the maximum lateral 

movement that can occur. The centrelines of both the 400kV and 132kV overhead line routes are 

depicted on the Works Plans (Doc 4.3).   

The overall width for the lateral LoD is derived from a calculation of the maximum blowout of the 

conductor (i.e. the swing of the conductors (wires) in high winds) along with the distance from the 

centreline to the outermost conductor. The maximum blowout is taken from the lowest sag of the 

lowest conductors in a standard span length, swung at 45 degrees to represent a high wind 

loading condition. In practice there are many variables which can influence the lateral LoD but the 

applied width is considered to be a suitable upper limit. The distance is slightly more for a low 

height lattice pylon as the structure is wider than a standard lattice pylon. 
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The proposed lateral LoD are: 

 30m for a standard lattice pylon either side of centreline allowing 10m lateral 

movement + 20m pylon width and conductor blowout as shown in Figure 1. 

 35m for a low height lattice pylon either side of centreline allowing 10m lateral 

movement + 25m pylon width and conductor blowout as shown in Figure 2. 

 25m either side of centreline for temporary PX diversions; and  

 25m either side of centreline for the temporary and permanent PY diversions. 

The maximum lateral movement of any pylon can only be to 10m either side of the route centre 

line. This distance is applicable for all 400kV and 132kV pylon types. 

The only exceptions to this 10m distance are where ‘pinch points’ have been identified due to the 

existence of local constraints specific to those locations, resulting in a maximum lateral movement 

less than 10m. These exceptions are described below. 

Lateral LoD - pinch points 

A number of ‘pinch points’ have been identified to the lateral LoD due to the existence of local 

constraints specific to those locations. The lateral LoD has been reduced in width at these 

locations. Constraints include groups of trees, environmental constraints, listed buildings and 

proximity of the proposed overhead line to residential properties. The identified ‘pinch points’ are 

scheduled in the table below: 

Pinch Points to Lateral LoD 

Span Restriction Reason 

Gantry to 
PC1 

Reduced to 5m movement North Adjacent existing 400kV OHL 

PC2-3 No movement South River Stour and Greenbridge Park 

PC4-6 Reduced to 5m movement West Lynne Wood (Ancient Woodland) 

PC7-9 Reduced to 5m movement South Broad Oak Village 

PC11-12 Reduced to 5m movement North & South Kemberland Wood (Ancient Woodland) 

PC15-17 Reduced to 5m movement North Tile Lodge Farm (Listed Building) 

PC27-29 No movement South Environmental/Biodiversity constraints 

In some cases the local constraint has resulted in a decision to fully prohibit any lateral movement 

in one direction, for example PC2-3 and PC27-29. It is not possible to fully prohibit movement in 

both directions at this stage as issues may still arise at the time of construction which require a 

minor adjustment.  

Longitudinal LoD 

Pylons may also require longitudinal repositioning to avoid unknown or unforeseeable issues that 

may arise during construction. These changes would result in minor adjustments to the overhead 

line design and the pylon positions along the length of the route. The extent of the repositioning of 

the affected pylons would be determined on a case by case basis depending on the individual 

circumstances.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

Should any pylon be repositioned longitudinally, the subsequent effects on the position of the next 

pylons along the alignment (i.e. any subsequent repositioning of other pylons) would be limited. 

This is because National Grid would need to retain pylon positions at the locations shown on the 

Works Plans within approximately two pylon spans, in order to maintain the optimal pylon positions 

throughout the rest of the route.   

A tension pylon would in practice have a very limited ability to move longitudinally from its 

proposed position as it could only move along the current route alignment (in the direction of the 

conductors either before or after the pylon). In doing so, it would require the adjacent sections to 

deviate laterally, for which tolerances are more restricted. 

Vertical LoD 

The proposed vertical LoD are designed to take account of standard extension heights. The 

upwards vertical LoD is +4m allows a degree of flexibility to ensure that safety clearances can be 

achieved in all circumstances as ground levels may change locally (i.e. where landowners 

undertake earth moving). 

 

There is no downwards LoD as flexibility is required for the depth of each pylon foundation due to 

the lack of specific information regarding ground conditions where the pylons are to be located. 

This cannot be confirmed until intrusive ground surveys have been undertaken and detailed 

design of the foundations is complete.   

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Derivation of Lateral LoD for 400kV Standard Lattice Pylon 

 

 
 
 

 Figure 2: Derivation of Lateral LoD for 400kV Low Height Lattice Pylon 
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WQ1-004-012 Compulsory - Response Schedule and Activity Reference Table

Response Schedule

Construction

Scaffolding
Construction 

Haul Road

Demolition Haul 

Road

Working Area 

for scaffold 

construction and 

dismantling

Haul Road Haul Road

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0900 SHEET 1 of 18
137, 138, 139, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 174, 

219, 226, 233, 236, 258, 259, 263, 269
138, 143,144 145, 146

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0901 INSET 1A TO SHEET 1 OF 18
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 

29, 31, 32
15, 16, 13,14 15, 16, 13,14 15, 16

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0902 INSET 1B TO SHEET 1 OF 18

28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 

53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 

78, 79 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101, 152, 

153, 154, 155  

154 152, 153, 154 153

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0903 INSET 1C TO SHEET 1 OF 18

96, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 

116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 

135, 136, 137, 138 

138

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0904 INSET 1D TO SHEET 1 OF 18
138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167,168, 169, 170 ,171, 172, 173, 

174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180
138, 141

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0905 INSET 1E TO SHEET 1 OF 18

163, 164, 174, 177, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 

194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 

213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227  

218
191, 192, 200, 206,216, 

217

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0906 INSET 1F TO SHEET 1 OF 18

144, 219, 222, 226, 228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 

244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, 261, 262, 

263, 264, 265, 266, 268, 269 

144 144, 240, 254

228, 229, 230, 237, 238, 

239, 241, 244, 245,246, 

247, 249, 250, 252, 253, 

264, 265, 266

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0907 SHEET 2 of 18

143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 269, 284A, 284B, 285, 305A, 306, 307, 308, 309, 

310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, 317, 318, 319, 320, 321, 322, 323,  497, 498, 499, 500, 501, 

502, 503, 526 

501, 502 145, 322 143, 144, 502 499, 500 498, 500, 503 146, 147, 148.

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0908 INSET 2A TO SHEET 2 OF 18 146, 147, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275, 276, 277, 278, 279, 284A 267

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0909 INSET 2B TO SHEET 2 OF 18 269, 277, 278, 279, 280, 281, 282, 283, 284A, 286, 290, 293, 295, 296, 297
281, 282, 295, 

296
281, 282

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0910 INSET 2C TO SHEET 2 OF 18

283, 284A, 284B, 285, 286, 287, 288, 289, 290, 291, 292, 294, 298, 299, 300, 301, 302,

303, 304, 305A, 305B, 306, 309, 464, 465, 466, 467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 472, 473, 474,

475, 476, 477, 478, 479, 480, 481, 482, 483, 484, 485, 486, 487, 488A, 488B, 489, 490,

491, 492, 493, 494, 495, 496, 497, 498

467, 478 490

464, 465, 466, 469, 470, 

471, 472, 473, 477, 485, 

486, 487, 488B

468, 474, 489, 

498
489,498

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0911 INSET 2D TO SHEET 2 OF 18
503, 504, 505, 506, 507, 508, 509, 510, 511, 512, 513, 514, 515, 516, 517, 518, 519, 520,

521, 522, 523, 524, 525, 526
505

504, 518, 520, 

522, 524, 525

504, 505, 507, 

511
507, 511, 512, 513, 516

503, 506, 508, 

509, 517, 519, 

526

506

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0912 SHEET 3 of 18

321, 322, 323, 324, 325, 326, 327, 329, 356, 358, 359, 360, 361, 362, 363, 364, 365, 366,

367, 368, 369, 370, 371, 372, 373, 374, 375, 376, 377, 378, 379, 380, 381, 382, 383, 384,

385, 386, 387, 388, 389, 391, 392, 393, 394, 419, 422, 423, 424, 425, 426, 427, 428, 429,

430, 431, 432, 433, 434, 435, 436, 437, 438, 439, 440, 441, 442, 443, 444, 445, 446, 452,

525, 526, 527

324,327 525 419

379, 380, 381, 382,383, 

385, 394,  423, 424, 425, 

426, 427, 428, 429, 430, 

431

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0913 INSET 3A TO SHEET 3 OF 18
327, 328, 329, 330, 331, 332, 333, 334, 335, 336, 337, 338, 339, 340, 341, 342, 343, 344,

345, 346, 347, 348, 349, 350, 351, 352, 353, 354, 355, 356, 357, 358, 359 
327 355 353, 354, 355

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0914 INSET 3B TO SHEET 3 OF 18
390, 392, 393, 394, 395, 396, 397, 398, 399, 400, 401, 402, 403, 404, 405, 406, 407, 408,

409, 410, 411, 412, 413, 414, 415, 416, 417, 418, 420, 421, 422, 432
421

394, 396, 397, 398, 399, 

400, 401, 405, 406

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0915 SHEET 4 of 18
446, 452, 456, 457, 458, 459, 526, 527, 528, 529, 530, 531, 532, 533, 534, 535, 536, 537,

546, 547, 548, 549, 609, 610, 611, 612, 613, 614, 615, 619, 621, 622, 624, 626, 628
611 615

531, 532, 534, 

535, 537, 546, 

549

547, 548, 609 536, 609

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0916 INSET 4A TO SHEET 4 OF 18 446, 447, 448, 449, 450, 451, 452, 453, 454, 455, 457

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0917 INSET 4B TO SHEET 4 OF 18 538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 543, 544, 545 538, 540, 545

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0918 SHEET 5 OF 18

452, 457, 458, 459, 536, 547, 548, 549, 609, 610, 611, 612, 613, 614, 615, 616, 617, 618,

619, 620, 621, 622, 623, 624, 625, 626, 627, 628, 629, 630, 631, 632, 633, 634, 635, 637,

641, 643, 649, 650, 652, 653, 655, 656, 657, 658, 662, 665, 667, 672

615, 620, 627, 

629

635, 637, 643, 

649, 653, 657, 

662, 667

547, 548, 609, 

641, 652, 665
536, 609

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0919 INSET 5A TO SHEET 5 OF 18
459, 536, 547, 548, 549, 550, 551, 552, 553, 554, 555, 556, 595, 596, 598, 599, 601, 602,

603, 604, 605, 606, 609
596

549, 554, 596, 

601

550, 555, 556, 596, 599, 

604, 605, 606

536, 547, 548, 

598, 602, 603, 

609

553, 609

Drawing reference (Doc. 

4.3 Land Plans)
Sheet Number All plot numbers

Class 5: Access

Visibility splaysBellmouth

Class 4: Dismantling of redundant infrastructure

Roads Scaffolding 
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PDD-21497-2-OHL-0920 INSET 5B TO SHEET 5 OF 18

452, 457, 460, 461, 462, 463, 554, 555, 556, 557, 558, 559, 560, 561, 562, 563, 564, 565,

566, 567, 568, 569, 570, 571, 572, 573, 574, 575, 576, 577, 578, 579, 580, 581, 582, 583,

584, 585, 586, 587, 588, 589, 590, 591, 592, 593, 594, 595, 596, 597, 600, 601, 607, 608,

609, 613, 614

596 463, 600, 554, 596, 601
588, 589, 590, 

596

555, 561, 562, 565, 

568,569, 570, 572, 573, 

575, 578, 579, 588, 589 

596,

609 609

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0921 INSET 5C TO SHEET 5 OF 18 632, 633, 634, 636, 638, 639, 640, 642, 644, 645, 646, 647, 650, 651, 654, 655 638

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0922 INSET 5D TO SHEET 5 OF 18 650, 655, 658, 659, 660, 661, 663, 664, 666, 668, 670, 671, 672, 673, 708

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0923 SHEET 6 OF 18 648, 650, 655, 656, 658, 667, 672, 674, 708, 709, 710, 714, 719, 720, 721, 724, 729, 734 709, 719, 720 667

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0924 SHEET 7 OF 18

662, 665, 667, 669, 672, 674, 677, 678, 679, 708, 709, 710, 711, 712, 713, 714, 715, 716,

717, 718, 719, 720, 721, 724, 729, 734, 738, 739, 740, 749, 752, 753, 756, 757, 758, 760,

764, 766, 767

662, 667, 669, 

709, 715, 716, 

717, 719, 720

749, 752, 753 

758, 764
713, 715 711, 712, 713, 718 734, 766 

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0925 INSET 7A TO SHEET 7 OF 18 674, 696, 697, 700, 705, 708, 709, 720 709, 720

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0926 INSET 7B TO SHEET 7 OF 18
665, 675, 676, 677, 680, 681, 682, 683, 684, 685, 686, 687, 688, 689, 690, 691, 692, 693,

694, 695, 697, 698, 699, 701, 702, 703, 704, 706, 707, 719, 734

693, 695, 699, 

702, 704, 707

675, 676, 684, 

719

665, 686,706, 

692, 694, 698, 

701, 703

688, 689, 690, 

706

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0927 INSET 7C TO SHEET 7 OF 18 708, 721, 722, 723, 725, 726, 727, 728, 729, 730, 731, 732, 733, 735, 736, 737, 740

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0928 SHEET 8 OF 18

674, 709, 720, 721, 729, 734, 739, 740, 749, 752, 753, 756, 757, 758, 760, 764, 765, 766,

767, 768, 769, 770, 785, 790, 791, 793, 800, 801, 802, 803, 804, 805, 806, 807, 808, 809,

810A, 810B, 811, 812, 813, 814, 815, 816, 817, 818, 819

709, 720, 739

749, 752, 753 

758,764, 767, 

769, 807

734, 766, 811 770

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0929 INSET 8A TO SHEET 8 OF 18
674, 740, 741, 742, 743, 744, 745, 746, 747, 748, 750, 751, 754, 755, 759, 760, 761, 762,

763, 765

741, 742, 743, 

744

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0930 INSET 8B TO SHEET 8 OF 18 768, 771, 772, 773, 774, 775, 776, 777, 778, 779, 780, 781, 785, 787, 788, 790, 791, 793 780, 781 780, 781
771, 772, 773, 778, 779, 

780, 781

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0931 INSET 8C TO SHEET 8 OF 18 770, 782, 783, 784, 786, 789, 792, 794, 795, 796, 797, 798, 799, 811 782, 789
794, 797, 798, 

799

770, 783, 784, 

786, 792, 795, 

796,811

770, 792

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0932 SHEET 9 OF 18

790, 791, 793, 800, 801, 802, 803, 804, 805, 806, 807, 808, 809, 810A, 810B, 811, 812,

813, 814, 815, 816, 817, 818, 819, 820, 825, 829, 831, 832, 838, 839, 840, 841, 842, 843,

844, 845, 846, 847, 848, 849, 850, 851, 852, 853, 854, 855, 856, 857, 858, 859, 860, 861,

862, 863, 864, 865, 866, 867, 868, 877, 878

814, 818, 825, 

829, 831, 841

807, 820, 838, 

844, 849, 853, 

857, 863, 864

811, 840, 851, 

862

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0933 INSET 9A TO SHEET 9 OF 18
813, 819, 821, 822, 823, 824, 825, 826, 827, 828, 830, 832, 833, 834, 835, 836, 837, 839,

841, 842, 843

825, 830, 833, 

834, 841

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0934 SHEET 10 OF 18

857, 858, 859, 862, 863, 864, 865, 866, 867, 868, 869, 870, 871, 872, 873, 874, 875, 876, 877, 

878, 879, 880, 881, 885, 888, 891, 892, 893, 894, 895, 897, 898, 899, 900, 901, 904, 907, 908, 

909, 910, 911, 912, 913, 914, 915, 919, 921, 945, 976, 977, 1005, 1009, 1047, 1050, 1053, 

1054

879 881
863, 864, 869, 

879

868, 871, 873, 

876, 880
868, 880 862, 867, 885

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0935 INSET 10A TO SHEET 10 OF 18
865, 881, 882, 883, 884, 885, 886, 887, 888, 889, 890, 896, 902, 903, 904, 905, 906, 908, 909, 

911, 912, 913
881, 887

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0936 INSET 10B TO SHEET 10 OF 18

909, 912, 916, 917, 918, 919, 920, 922, 923, 924, 925, 926, 927, 928, 929, 930, 931, 932, 933, 

934, 935,936, 937, 938, 939, 940, 941, 942, 943, 944, 945, 946, 947, 948, 949, 950, 951, 952, 

953, 954, 955, 956,957, 958, 959, 960, 961, 962, 963, 964, 965, 966, 967, 968, 969, 970, 971, 

972, 973, 974, 975, 977, 978,979, 980, 981, 982, 983, 984, 985, 986, 987, 988, 989, 990, 991, 

992, 993, 994, 995, 996, 997, 998, 999,1000, 1001, 1002, 1003, 1004, 1005, 1006, 1007, 1008, 

1009, 1010, 1011, 1012, 1013

986 1008, 1013 998, 1001 999, 1003, 1005

974, 975, 982, 

985,  990, 991, 

996

962. 964

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0937 INSET 10C TO SHEET 10 OF 18

1010, 1011, 1012, 1013, 1023, 1024, 1025, 1026, 1027, 1029, 1030, 1031, 1032, 1034, 1035, 

1036, 1037,1038, 1039, 1040, 1041, 1042, 1043, 1044, 1045, 1046, 1047, 1048, 1049, 1050, 

1054

1013, 1024, 

1026
1040, 1046  1025

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0938 INSET 10D TO SHEET 10 OF 18 1009, 1014, 1015, 1016, 1017, 1018, 1019, 1020, 1021, 1022, 1028, 1032, 1033, 1053
1015, 1019, 

1021

1009. 1017, 1018, 1020, 

1022, 1028. 1033
1053

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0939 SHEET 11 OF 18

1047, 1050, 1051, 1052, 1053, 1054, 1055, 1056, 1057, 1058, 1059, 1060, 1061, 1062, 1063, 

1064, 1065,1066, 1067, 1068, 1069, 1070, 1071, 1072, 1073, 1074, 1087, 1090, 1091, 1092, 

1098, 1102, 1104, 1106,1107, 1109, 1110, 1111, 1122, 1126, 1128, 1129, 1130, 1131, 1132, 

1145, 1153, 1155, 1156, 1157, 1158,1159, 1160, 1166A, 1166B

1156
1058, 1073, 

1107

1057, 1062, 

1063, 1068, 

1074, 1090

1091, 1092

1091, 1092,1104, 1107, 

1111, 1122, 1126, 1128, 

1129, 1130, 1132

1053, 1069, 

1153, 1159

1053, 1069, 

1153, 1159

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0940 INSET 11A TO SHEET 11 OF 18 1069, 1071, 1074, 1081, 1083, 1084, 1085, 1086, 1087, 1088, 1089, 1090, 1098, 1102
1074, 1085, 

1089, 1098
1069

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0941 INSET 11B TO SHEET 11 OF 18
1102, 1107, 1111, 1112, 1113, 1114, 1115, 1116, 1117, 1118, 1119, 1120, 1121, 1123, 1124, 

1125, 1127, 1133, 1135, 1146, 1147, 1148, 1150, 1151, 1153
1125, 1135 1107 1107, 1135 1112, 1113

1107, 1111, 1112, 1113, 

1114, 1115, 1116, 1117

1118, 1127, 

1133, 1153
1102, 1153

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0942 INSET 11C TO SHEET 11 OF 18
1066, 1071, 1075, 1076, 1077, 1078, 1079, 1080, 1082, 1087, 1093, 1094, 1095, 1096, 1097, 

1099, 1100,1101, 1103, 1105, 1106, 1108, 1109
1082

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0943 INSET 11D TO SHEET 11 OF 18
1106, 1131, 1134, 1136, 1137, 1138, 1139, 1140, 1141, 1142, 1143, 1144, 1149, 1152, 1154, 

1158, 1166A,1166B
1137, 1143 1137, 1143 1131, 1134, 1137, 1138

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0944 SHEET 12 OF 18

1153, 1155, 1156, 1157, 1158, 1159, 1160, 1161, 1162, 1163, 1164, 1165, 1166A, 1166B, 

1167, 1168, 1176,1177, 1179, 1189, 1194, 1195, 1197, 1202, 1203, 1204, 1205, 1206, 1207, 

1208, 1209, 1210, 1211, 1212,1213, 1214, 1230, 1239, 1249, 1269, 1270, 1271, 1273, 1274, 

1275, 1286

1153, 1157 1164 1153, 1162 1153, 1159

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0945 INSET 12A TO SHEET 12 OF 18

1158, 1166A, 1166B, 1167, 1168, 1169, 1170, 1171, 1172, 1173, 1174, 1175, 1176, 1177, 

1178, 1179, 1180,1181, 1182, 1183, 1184, 1185, 1186, 1187, 1188, 1189, 1190, 1191, 

1192,1193, 1194, 1195, 1196, 1198,1199, 1200, 1201, 1203, 1204, 1205, 1210, 1230, 1239
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PDD-21497-2-OHL-0946 INSET 12B TO SHEET 12 OF 18

1198, 1204, 1205, 1207, 1210, 1212, 1213, 1214, 1215, 1216, 1217, 1218, 1219, 1220, 1221, 

1222, 1223,1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1229, 1230, 1231, 1232, 1233, 1234, 1235, 1236, 

1237, 1238, 1239, 1240,1241, 1242, 1243, 1244, 1245, 1247, 1248

1219, 1236

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0947 INSET 12C TO SHEET 12 OF 18

1230, 1239, 1243, 1244, 1245, 1246, 1247, 1248, 1249, 1250, 1251, 1252, 1253, 1254, 1255, 

1256, 1257,1258, 1259, 1260, 1261, 1262, 1263, 1264, 1265, 1266, 1267, 1268, 1269, 1270, 

1271, 1273, 1274, 1275

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0948 SHEET 13 OF 18

1230, 1239, 1269, 1270, 1271, 1272, 1273, 1274, 1275, 1276, 1277, 1278, 1279, 1280, 1281, 

1282, 1283,1284, 1285, 1286, 1287, 1288, 1292, 1293, 1294, 1295, 1296, 1297, 1298, 1299, 

1300, 1301, 1302, 1303,1304, 1305, 1306, 1307, 1308, 1309, 1310, 1311, 1312, 1313, 1314, 

1315, 1316, 1317, 1318, 1319, 1320,1321, 1322, 1323, 1324, 1325, 1326, 1327, 1328, 1329, 

1330, 1331, 1332, 1333, 1334, 1335, 1336, 1337,1338, 1339, 1340, 1341, 1342, 1343, 1344, 

1346, 1348

1301, 1302,1334
1294, 1308, 

1311, 1316

1278, 1307, 

1318, 1325, 

1326

1300, 1317, 1346 1329

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0949 SHEET 14 OF 18

1230, 1269, 1270, 1271, 1272, 1273, 1274, 1275, 1276, 1277, 1278, 1279, 1280, 1281, 1282, 

1283, 1284,1285, 1286, 1287, 1288, 1289, 1290, 1291, 1292, 1293, 1294, 1295, 1296, 1297, 

1298, 1299, 1302, 1303,1314

1302 1294 1278

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0950 SHEET 15 OF 18

1327, 1330, 1331, 1333, 1334, 1335, 1336, 1337, 1338, 1339, 1340, 1341, 1342, 1345, 1346, 

1347, 1348,1349, 1350, 1351, 1352, 1353, 1354, 1355, 1356, 1357, 1358, 1359, 1360, 1361, 

1362, 1363, 1364, 1365,1366, 1367, 1368, 1369, 1370, 1371, 1372, 1373, 1374, 1375, 1376, 

1377, 1378, 1379, 1380, 1381, 1383,1384, 1386, 1387, 1388, 1390, 1397, 1398, 1403, 1404, 

1406, 1411, 1416, 1427, 1469, 1470B, 1471, 1472,1478, 1483, 1484, 1485, 1492, 1493, 1494, 

1499, 1500, 1501, 1502, 1503, 1504, 1506, 1507, 1509, 1510,1528, 1529, 1530, 1534, 1535

1334

1363, 1378, 

1383, 1384, 

1387, 1404, 

1472

1353, 1366

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0951 INSET 15A TO SHEET 15 OF 18

1364, 1380, 1382, 1385, 1389, 1390, 1391, 1392, 1393, 1394, 1395, 1396, 1399, 1400, 1401, 

1402, 1405,1406, 1407, 1408, 1409, 1410, 1411, 1412, 1413, 1414, 1415, 1417, 1418, 1419, 

1420, 1421, 1422, 1424,1425, 1439

1413
1393, 1394, 

1412, 1419 
1422 1425

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0952 INSET 15B TO SHEET 15 OF 18

1391, 1392, 1403, 1406, 1413, 1415, 1419, 1420, 1421, 1422, 1423, 1424, 1425, 1426, 1428, 

1429, 1430,1431, 1432, 1433, 1434, 1435, 1436, 1437, 1438, 1439, 1440, 1441, 1442, 1443, 

1444, 1445, 1446, 1447,1448, 1449, 1450, 1451, 1452, 1453, 1454, 1455, 1456, 1457, 1458, 

1459, 1460, 1461, 1462, 1463, 1464,1465, 1466, 1467, 1468, 1469, 1470A, 1470B, 1471, 1472

1413, 1419
1419, 1443, 

1464, 1472
1457 1422, 1430, 1434 1434 1425

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0953 SHEET 16 OF 18

1469, 1471, 1483, 1499, 1500, 1506, 1507, 1509, 1510, 1512, 1528, 1529, 1530, 1531, 1532, 

1533, 1534,1535, 1536, 1537, 1538, 1539, 1540, 1541, 1542, 1543, 1544, 1545, 1546, 1547, 

1548, 1549, 1550, 1551,1552, 1553, 1554, 1555, 1556, 1557, 1558, 1559, 1560, 1561, 1562, 

1563, 1564, 1565, 1566, 1567, 1568,1569, 1570, 1571, 1572, 1574, 1575, 1576, 1577, 1578

1541, 1548, 

1562, 1570
1549, 1558, 1561 1549, 1558, 1561

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0954 INSET 16A TO SHEET 16 OF 18

1469, 1471, 1473, 1474, 1475, 1476, 1477, 1478, 1479, 1480, 1481, 1482, 1483, 1486, 1487, 

1488, 1489,1490, 1491, 1495, 1496, 1497, 1498, 1499, 1500, 1501, 1502, 1505, 1506, 1507, 

1508, 1510, 1511, 1512,1513, 1514, 1515, 1516, 1517, 1518, 1519, 1520, 1521, 1522, 1523, 

1524, 1525, 1526, 1527, 1528, 1529,1530, 1531

1527 1522 1511, 1531 1511, 1531

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0955 SHEET 17 OF 18

1550, 1551, 1552, 1557, 1561, 1562, 1563, 1564, 1565, 1566, 1567, 1568, 1569, 1570, 1571, 

1572, 1573,1574, 1575, 1576, 1577, 1578, 1579, 1580, 1581, 1582, 1583, 1584, 1585, 1586, 

1587, 1588, 1589, 1590,1591, 1593, 1597, 1598, 1602, 1605, 1606, 1607, 1614, 1625, 1629, 

1630, 1631, 1636, 1646, 1647, 1661,1662, 1663, 1664, 1665, 1666, 1667, 1668, 1669, 1670, 

1671, 1672, 1673

1662, 1667, 

1670
1629,1630, 1631

1562, 1570, 

1580, 1581, 

1582, 1647, 

1665, 1672

1561, 1573, 

1589, 1661,  

1668

1561, 1573, 

1661, 1668

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0956 INSET 17A TO SHEET 17 OF 18

1591, 1592, 1593, 1594, 1595, 1596, 1597, 1598, 1599, 1600, 1601, 1602, 1603, 1604, 1606, 

1607, 1608,1609, 1610, 1611, 1612, 1613, 1614, 1615, 1616, 1617, 1618, 1619, 1620, 1621, 

1622, 1623, 1624, 1626,1627, 1628, 1629, 1632, 1633, 1635, 1636

1629

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0957 INSET 17B TO SHEET 17 OF 18

1631, 1632, 1633, 1634, 1635, 1636, 1637, 1638, 1639, 1640, 1641, 1642, 1643, 1644, 1645, 

1647, 1648,1649, 1650, 1651, 1652, 1653, 1654, 1655, 1656, 1657, 1658, 1659, 1660, 1661, 

1662, 1663, 1666

1647, 1653,

1648, 1650, 

1651, 1652, 

1655, 1657, 

1659, 1660

1654, 1661 1654, 1661

PDD-21497-2-OHL-0958 SHEET 18 OF 18 1550, 1672, 1673, 1674, 1675, 1676, 1677 1672
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Cable Dropping/handling overhead

Working Area (Tower 

Demolition and cable 

dropping)

Haul Road

(Note: in some instances the land parcels 

listed here are required for multiple uses, 

speciffically around access points where 

vegetation clearance for visibility splays is 

required). 

137, 142 137, 139 137 163, 164 233, 263 258
157, 158, 160, 174, 

236

1,3,4,5,7,21, 22 2,8,9,10,11,12 6,17,18,19,20,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,31,32

38, 85, 91

28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 

41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 

53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 

65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 

77, 78, 79 80, 81, 82, 83, 84,  86, 87, 88, 89, 

90, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 101

114, 121, 132, 137 114

96, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 

106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 115, 

116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 122, 123, 124, 125, 

126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 133, 134, 135, 

136

142 139, 142 163, 164, 179 160, 169, 170

179, 184, 198, 224 188 222, 223

185, 188, 190, 201, 

205, 213,  214, 215,  

224

256, 257, 263 258, 262
222, 231, 234, 236, 

248, 258,  259

146, 147, 148, 497, 

503
503, 526 147 321 305B 150, 284A, 305B, 309 294B 149, 150, 285

146 146, 147 275 270, 271, 284A, 275

290 290 284A

489, 497 489, 497, 
468, 474, 475, 476, 479, 480, 481, 482, 483, 

484, 491, 492, 493, 494, 496, 497
290

299, 300, 301, 303, 

305B, 309
488A

298, 294, 292. 305A, 

285, 284B

503, 526 503, 519, 521,526,  506, 508, 509, 510, 514, 515, 517, 519, 521

526, 527 526
321, 362, 364, 

365, 444, 445
325, 326, 363, 365

361, 364, 366, 367, 

368, 370, 371, 372, 

373, 374, 375, 377, 

378, 387, 388, 389, 

434, 436, 437, 438, 

440, 442, 443

332, 333, 334, 335, 

336, 339, 340, 341, 

345, 348, 349, 350, 

357, 358

407, 414, 
395, 408, 409, 414, 

415, 418, 420, 422

526, 527, 609
526, 527, 533, 536, 

609
526, 529, 530, 533, 536, 609, 622 456, 458,, 610

447, 448, 

453,454, 455

543 544, 539 541, 542, 539

609, 626, 631, 641, 

652, 665

536, 609, 622, 631, 

641
622, 626, 631, 641, 665

459, 610, 656, 

658

553, 609 609 459, 551, 552

Vegetation removal 

and management

Temporary Diversion 

of 132kV route

Biodiversity 

Mitigation

UKPN 11/32kV 

undergrounding 

areas

Class 3: Construction and Mitigation

Bridge 

Rights of 

Navigation 

Closures 

Mooring Compound Access

Class 4: Dismantling of redundant infrastructure

Land Drainage

Demolition
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609 609 607, 608 577 592

647
639, 642, 644, 645, 

646, 651, 654

658, 659, 660, 

661, 668, 673

724, 734 734
656, 658, 710, 

714
721

665, 734, 756, 757 734 665, 734, 756, 757, 766 710, 714 721, 760

665, 706, 734
665, 686, 689, 688, 690 692, 694,698, 701, 

703, 706, 734, 

735, 736, 737

721, 722, 723, 725. 

726. 730, 731, 732, 

733

734, 756, 757, 770, 

811
766 766, 770, 811

785, 801, 815, 

816, 817

721, 760, 809, 810A, 

812
803, 806, 808

745
750, 751, 759, 760, 

761, 762

775, 785, 787, 

787

792, 811 792. 795, 796, 811 770, 783, 784, 786, 792, 795, 796, 811

811, 840, 851, 862 811, 840, 851, 862 811, 840, 851, 862, 867

800, 801, 815, 

816, 817, 854, 

855, 861

 809, 810A, 812, 832, 

839, 
803, 806, 808

835, 837 832, 836, 839

862, 867, 885 862, 867, 885 862, 867, 885 914

891, 893, 894, 895, 

899, 900, 901, 904, 

945

909

885, 905, 906 885, 896, 903 889, 890 884, 889, 904 909

972, 987 990, 996, 1006, 1011 1007

945, 943, 944, 933, 

942, 941, 939, 930, 

932, 940, 957, 958, 

965, 961, 973, 980, 

983, 989, 984, 994

916, 918, 920, 923, 

922, 924, 926, 928, 

934, 951, 927, 935, 

948, 952, 957, 961, 971

1040 1011, 1023, 1025, 1040, 1045, 1049, 1046, 

1053

1053, 1069, 1102, 

1153
1053, 1069, 1102 1053, 1060, 1069, 1102, 1153

1055, 1067, 

1109, 1110, 

1145, 1155

1069, 1102 1069, 1088, 1102 1069, 1088, 1102

1102, 1151 1102, 1153
1102, 1118, 1121, 1123, 1127, 1133, 1146, 

1147, 1148, 1153

1105, 1108, 1109

1153, 1159, 1161, 1162 1214, 1205

1167, 1177, 1179, 

1189,  1194, 1195, 

1230, 1214, 1205, 

1269, 1270, 1271

1178, 1183 1169

1167, 1173, 1177, 

1182, 1188, 1190, 

1198, 1205, 1201, 

1179, 1194, 1195, 1230
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1205, 1214, 1225, 

1230, 1235, 1240, 1242

1299, 1312, 

1315, 1326, 

1328, 1333, 

1336, 1337

1230, 1253, 1254, 

1252, 1270, 1269, 1271

1279, 1317, 1329, 

1346

1272, 1276, 1277, 1279, 1300, 1317, 1329, 

1332, 1346, 1344, 1343, 1341

1299, 1312,  

1315, 1326 1328, 

1333

1230, 1269, 1270, 1271

1279 1272, 1276, 1277, 1279 1299 1230, 1269, 1270, 1271

1346, 1364 1346
1341, 1343, 1344, 1347, 1346, 1356, 1357, 

1364, 1471 
1411

1333, 1336, 

1337, 1349, 

1352,  1354, 

1355, 1362

1509
1360, 1427, 1484, 

1485, 1493, 1494

1401, 1415 1364, 1415 1364, 1415, 1422, 1425
1395, 1411, 

1389, 1391

1392, 1391, 1389, 

1439
1382, 1385

1408, 1410, 

1407, 1409, 

1405, 1402, 1399

1471 1448, 1471
1415, 1422, 1425, 1429, 1430, 1434, 1448, 

1471

1392, 1439, 1455, 

1456, 1458, 1391

1463, 1466, 

1467, 1468

1428, 1433, 1442, 

1450

1471, 1544, 1549, 

1561, 1573
1471, 1549

1471, 1531, 1539, 1540, 1544, 1549, 1558, 

1561, 1573

1553, 1554, 

1555, 1556, 

1565, 1563, 

1566, 1575, 1576

1509

1471,  1511 1471, 1511 1471, 1505, 1508, 1511, 1531 1514, 1521

1473,1479, 1474, 

1475, 1481, 1480, 

1486, 1482, 1495, 

1488, 1487, 1496, 

1489, 1497, 1498, 

1490 

1561, 1573, 1661, 

1668
1661, 1668 1561, 1573, 1588, 1668, 1661 1614

1593, 1597, 1598, 

1636, 1663, 1666
1669

1563, 1565, 

1566, 1575, 

1576, 1579, 

1587, 1605

1602, 1625

1596, 1604, 

1608, 1611, 

1613, 1614

1593, 1597, 1598, 

1633, 1635, 1636
1601

1649, 1654, 1661 1654, 1661 1654, 1656, 1658, 1661
1633, 1635, 1636, 

1666
1637, 1639, 1643
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Appendix I 
 

In response to Q.1.4.17 - Compulsory 
Acquisitions Objection Schedule 

  





EN020017: Richborough Connection. Examining Authority’s first written questions and requests for information 

 

1 

 

ANNEX A 

RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT: LIST OF ALL OBJECTIONS TO THE GRANTING OF COMPULSORY ACQUISITION 

POWERS  

 

Obj 

No.i 

Name / 

Organisatio
n 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 

Ref 
Noiii 

WR 

Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

2 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PB Headley 
and Son 

10032031 RR-
003 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 446, 452, 457,  462, 
557, 571,  576, 582, 
585, 586, 594, 613, 
618, 619, 621, 627, 

628, 630, 632, 633, 
634, 666, 674, 677, 
678, 685, 691, 708, 
748, 754 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 460, 563, 574, 580, 

597, 614, 616, 617, 
624,  625, 680, 681, 
682, 687 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 442, 443, 444, 445, 
447, 454, 455, 456, 
458, 459, 463, 552, 

577, 592, 607, 608, 
610, 615, 629, 638,  
642, 654, 668, 673, 
709, 710, 714, 720, 
721, 722, 730, 743, 
745 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 461, 529, 532, 534, 
535, 536, 537, 546, 
549, 551, 553, 554, 
555, 561, 572, 573, 
579, 590, 596, 599, 
600, 601, 606, 609, 

611, 612, 620, 622, 
623, 626, 637, 641, 
643, 649, 652, 653, 
657, 662, 665, 667, 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 

Name / 
Organisatio

n 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

2  
(Cont.) 

669, 675, 676, 684, 
686, 689, 715, 716, 
717, 718, 719, 724, 

734, 738, 749, 769, 
770, 782 

5 Thanet 

Offshore Wind 
Limited 

10032034 RR-

007 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 1621, 1624 Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1594, 1603A, 1603B, 
1610, 1612, 1617, 
1620, 1627, 1628, 
1632, 1638, 1641, 
1644, 1645 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1601, 1602, 1611, 
1613 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1608, 1614, 1625, 
1629, 1630, 1631, 
1639, 1642, 1648, 

1650, 1653, 1654 

No No 

5 Thanet 

Offshore Wind 
Limited 

10032034 RR-

007 

    Part 2 Permanent N/A 1621, 1624 Yes No 

 

Permanent Temporary 1594, 1603A, 1603B, 
1610,  1612, 1617, 
1620, 1627, 1628, 
1632, 1638, 1641, 
1644, 1645 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1601, 1602, 1611, 
1613 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1608, 1614, 1625, 
1629, 1630, 1631, 

1639,  1642, 1648, 
1650, 1653, 1654 

No No 
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Obj 
No.i 

Name / 
Organisation 

IP/AP 
Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 
Ref 

Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 

NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 

UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 
UKPN?x 

Status of 
Objection 

5 Thanet 
Offshore Wind 
Limited 

10032034 RR-007     Part 3, Lease 
dated 8th June 
2007 contains 

reserve 
easements 

Permanent N/A 1621, 1624 Yes No 

 

Permanent Temporary 1594, 1603A, 1603B, 
1610,  1612, 1617, 
1620, 1627,  1628 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1601, 1602, 1611, 

1613 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1608, 1614, 1625, 
1629, 1630, 1631, 
1639,  1648, 1650 

No No 

Part 3, Lease 
dated 8th June 
2007 contains 
reserve 
easements and 

Right of Way 

Permanent Temporary 1632, 1638, 1641, 
1644, 1645 

Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 1642, 1653, 1654 No No 

8 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 

South East 
Water Limited 

10032047 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

RR-014   
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

  
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

Part 1 N/A N/A 384 No No   

Permanent N/A 180, 181, 183, 186, 

189, 199, 202, 203, 
204, 209, 210, 211, 
219, 226, 227, 232, 
261, 277, 278, 279, 

283, 315, 316, 328, 
329, 330, 331, 344, 
347, 352, 356, 359, 
360, 369, 376, 386, 
391, 393, 403, 446, 
449, 452, 457, 462, 
557, 585, 586, 594, 

613, 632, 768, 776 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 460, 558, 563, 564, 
567,  581, 583, 584, 
587, 597, 614 

Yes No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

8 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 Temporary N/A 153, 154, 178, 185, 
190, 191, 200,  201, 
205, 206, 212,  213, 

214, 215, 216, 217, 
218,  222, 228, 229, 
230,  231, 233, 234, 
236, 254,  264, 265, 

266, 267,  270, 271, 
281, 282, 284A, 321, 

327,  332, 333, 334, 
339, 340, 341, 346, 
350, 351, 353, 354, 
355, 357, 358, 361, 
362, 363, 364, 365, 
366, 368, 370, 373, 
374, 375, 377, 378, 

379, 380, 381, 382, 
383, 387, 388, 394, 
396, 397, 398, 405, 

406, 419, 423, 424, 
425, 429, 431, 442, 
443, 444, 445, 447, 
454, 455, 456, 458, 

459, 463, 552, 577, 
591, 592, 607, 608, 
610, 615, 778, 781 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

8 
(Cont.) 

Temporary Temporary 17, 26, 28, 29, 30, 
31, 34, 35, 36, 37, 
38, 39, 41, 45, 47, 

52, 61, 62, 63, 64, 
65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 
70, 71, 73, 74, 75, 
76, 79, 80, 82, 83, 

84, 85, 91, 93, 95, 
96, 98, 99, 101, 114, 

120, 121, 132, 238, 
239, 240, 241, 243, 
245, 284B, 461, 469, 
470, 471,  476, 481, 
482, 483, 484, 488A, 
488B,  489, 495, 497, 
499, 500, 501, 503, 

505, 506, 507,  508, 
509, 510, 511, 513, 
514, 527, 529, 530, 

531, 532, 533, 534, 
535, 536, 537, 546, 
547, 549, 550, 551, 
554, 555, 556, 561, 

562, 568, 569, 570, 
572, 573, 575, 578, 
579, 588, 589, 590, 
601, 609, 611, 612, 
770, 783 

No No 

8 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

South East 
Water Limited 

10032047 RR-014     Part 3, Right to 
install and 

maintain water 
pipes 

Permanent N/A 202, 203, 204, 219, 
276,  283, 315, 316, 

328, 330, 446, 449, 
452, 557, 768, 776 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 558, 563, 564, 567, 

581, 583 

Yes No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

8 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Temporary N/A 185, 153, 154, 190, 
191, 200,  201, 205, 
213, 214, 215, 218, 

233, 282,  284A, 321, 
394, 396, 429, 431, 
442, 443, 444, 445, 
447, 454, 455, 456, 

458, 459, 463, 
552,778, 781 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 284B, 488A No No 

Temporary Temporary 551 No No 

Temporary Temporary 17, 26, 28, 29, 30, 
31, 34, 35, 36, 37, 
38, 39, 41, 45, 47, 
52, 61, 62, 63, 64, 
65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 
70, 71, 73, 74, 75, 
76, 79, 80, 82, 83, 

84, 85, 91, 93, 95, 

96, 98, 99, 101, 114, 
120, 121, 132, 238, 
239, 240, 241, 243, 
245, 284B, 461, 469, 
470, 471, 476, 481, 
482, 483, 484, 486, 

488A, 488B, 489, 
495, 497, 499, 500, 
501, 503, 505,  506, 
507, 508, 509, 510, 
511, 513, 514, 527, 

529, 530, 531, 532, 

533, 534, 535, 536,  
537, 546, 547, 549, 
550, 551, 554, 555, 
556, 561, 562, 568, 
572, 575, 578, 579, 
588, 770, 783 

No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain water 

Permanent N/A 180, 181, 183, 186, 
189, 199, 209, 210, 
211 

Yes No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

8 
(Cont.) 

pipes under a 
Deed dated 1st 
April 1975 

Temporary N/A 178, 206, 212, 216, 
217 

No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain water 
pipes under a 

Deed dated 

30th June 1988 
 

Permanent N/A 261, 268, 277, 278, 
279 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 228, 230, 254,  264, 
265, 266, 267, 270, 

271 

No No 

     

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain water 
pipes under a 

Deed dated 3rd 
November 
1992 

Permanent N/A 462, 585, 586, 594, 
613, 632 

Yes No 

 

Permanent Temporary 460, 584, 587, 597, 

614 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 577, 591, 592, 607, 
608, 610, 615 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 569, 570, 573, 589, 

590, 601, 609, 611, 
612 

No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain water 
pipes under 

Deeds dated 
30th April 
2010, 23rd 
April 2010 and 
3rd November 
1952, Right to 

install and 

maintain water 
pipes 
 

Permanent N/A 457 Yes No 

10 Barrington 
James Gilson 

Boylan and 
Georgina 
Victoria 
Kingham 
Selfe 
 

10032053 RR-018     Part 1 Permanent N/A 402, 410, 432, 435, 
439 

Yes No   

Temporary N/A 408, 412, 417, 418, 
420, 421, 422, 434, 
436, 437, 438 

 

No No 



EN020017: Richborough Connection. Examining Authority’s first written questions and requests for information 

 

8 

Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

10 
 

Barrington 
James Gilson 
Boylan and 

Georgina 
Victoria 
Kingham 
Selfe 

10032053 RR-018     Part 2 Permanent N/A 435 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 434, 436 No No 

10 Barrington 

James Gilson 
Boylan and 
Georgina 
Victoria 
Kingham 
Selfe 

10032053 RR-018     Part 3, Right of 

Way  

Permanent N/A 410, 432, 439 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 412, 417, 418, 420, 
421, 422, 437, 438 

No No 

Part 3, Right of 
Way and 
access to 
adjacent land 

Permanent N/A 402 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 408 No No 

12 Michael 
Fraser Bullen 

10032061 RR-025     Part 1 Permanent N/A 392 Yes No   

Temporary N/A 389, 390, 395, 396 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

14 Network Rail 
Infrastructure 
Limited 

10032066 RR-030     Part 1 Permanent N/A 260, 1031,1051, 
1083, 1289, 1290, 
1291, 1374, 1379, 

1380, 1388, 1400, 
1406, 1423, 1436, 
1437, 1583, 1585 

Yes No   

Permanent Permanent 1202 Yes Yes 

Permanent Temporary 1377, 1390, 1396, 
1403, 1414, 1417, 

1420, 1421, 1426, 
1432, 1447, 1435, 
1462 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1399, 1405, 1410, 
1428, 1433, 1442, 
1450 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 23, 237, 239, 1161, 
1341, 1364, 1366, 
1378, 1382, 1383, 

1393,1395, 1401, 
1402, 1404, 1407, 

1408, 1409, 1412, 
1413, 1415, 1422, 
1427, 1582, 1588 

No No 

14 Network Rail 
Infrastructure 
Limited 

10032066 RR-030     Part 2 Permanent N/A 1249 Yes No 

14 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Network Rail 

Infrastructure 

Limited 

10032066 RR-030     Part 3, Right of 

Way 

Permanent N/A 1374, 1379, 1380, 

1388, 1400, 1406, 

1423, 1436, 1437 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 1377, 1390, 1396, 
1403, 1414, 1417, 
1420, 1421,  1426, 
1432, 1435, 1447, 

1462 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1399, 1405, 1410, 
1428, 1433, 1442, 
1450 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

14 
(Cont.) 

Temporary Temporary 1382, 1395, 1427 No No 

Temporary Temporary 1341, 1364, 1366, 
1378, 1383, 1393, 
1401, 1402, 1404, 

1407, 1408, 1409, 
1412, 1413, 1415, 
1422 

No No 

Part 3, Rights 
of way and 
access 

following an 
Agreement 
dated 10th 
June 1968 

Permanent N/A 1289, 1290 Yes No 

15 Philip Thomas 

and  Martin 
Thomas 

10032071 RR-035     Part 1 Permanent N/A 402, 410, 432, 439 Yes No   

Temporary N/A 399, 400, 408, 412, 
417, 418, 420, 421, 

422, 437, 438 

No No 

15 Philip Thomas 

and Martin 
Thomas 

10032071 RR-035     Part 2 Permanent N/A 435 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 434, 436 No No 

16 G.G. Baxter 
(Holdings) 
Limited 

10032077 RR-041     Part 1 Permanent N/A 897, 907, 910, 915, 
921, 967, 976, 977, 
979 

Yes No   

Temporary N/A 893, 894, 899, 900 No No 

Temporary Temporary 1300, 1301 No No 

16 G.G. Baxter 
(Holdings) 
Limited 

10032077 RR-041     Part 3, Rights 
of way and 
access granted 
by a Transfer 

dated 30th 
September 
2001 

Temporary Temporary 1300, 1301 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

17 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

Baxter Farms 
Limited 

10032078 RR-042     Part 1 Permanent N/A 883, 888, 892, 897, 
898, 902, 907, 908, 
910, 911, 915, 921, 

938, 950, 959, 966, 
967, 968, 976, 977, 
978, 979, 981, 992, 
1010, 1030, 1037, 

1039, 1041, 1042, 
1043, 1047, 1048, 

1050, 1054, 1061, 
1064, 1066, 1070, 
1071, 1075, 1081, 
1083, 1084, 1246, 
1249, 1266, 1268, 
1273, 1274, 1280, 
1283, 1284, 1286, 

1288, 1290, 1291, 
1292, 1295, 1296, 
1298 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 937, 947, 949, 955, 
960, 963, 969, 970, 

988, 993, 997, 1002, 
1004, 1012, 1027, 
1029, 1032, 1034, 
1035, 1036, 1038, 
1044, 1086, 1090, 
1264, 1275, 
1281,1282, 1285, 

1287, 1293 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 884, 886, 889, 890, 

891, 893, 894, 895, 
899, 900, 901, 904, 
920, 922, 939, 940, 
943, 944, 945, 957, 

994, 1007, 1008, 
1013, 1024, 1026, 
1055,1058, 1065, 
1067, 1072, 1073, 
1077, 1078, 1299 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

17 
(Cont.) 

Temporary Temporary 928, 934, 948, 951, 
952, 961, 962, 964, 
971, 972, 974, 975, 

980, 982, 983, 986, 
987, 989, 995, 996, 
998, 999, 1000, 1001, 
1003, 1006, 

1011,1019, 1021, 
1022, 1023, 1025, 

1028, 1033, 1040, 
1045, 1052, 1053, 
1057, 1060, 1062, 
1063, 1068, 1069, 
1074, 1085, 1091, 
1269, 1271, 1277, 
1278, 1279, 1294, 

1300, 1301 

No No 

17 Baxter Farms 
Limited 

10032078 RR-042     Part 3, Right of 
Way and 

access to 
adjacent land 

Permanent N/A 1081, 1083, 1084, 
1290, 1291, 1292, 

1295, 1296, 1298 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 1086, 1090, 1293 Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 1294 No No 

Part 3, Rights 

of way and 
access 
following a 
Conveyance 
dated 13th 
November 
1952 

Temporary Temporary 1300, 1301 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

18 
         

David Botting 10032080 RR-044     Part 1 N/A N/A 810B No No   

Permanent N/A 821, 822, 823, 824, 
826, 842, 843, 845, 
848, 852, 859 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 856, 858 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 810A, 818, 825, 830, 
831, 832, 833, 834, 

835, 837, 839, 841 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 799, 807, 811, 820, 
838, 840, 844, 849, 

851, 853, 857, 862, 
863 

No No 

18 David Botting 10032080 RR-044     Part 3, Right of 
Way and 
access to 
adjacent land 

Temporary N/A 831, 832, 833, 834 No No 

19 Robert Brett 
and Sons 
Limited 

10032082 RR-046     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1584, 1590, 1591, 
1607, 1609, 1673 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1592, 1599, 1600, 

1606, 1623, 1626, 

1646, 1664,1671 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 543, 1587, 1605 No No 

Temporary Temporary 137, 138, 139, 140, 
141, 142, 143, 144, 
148, 149, 150, 238, 
240, 243, 250, 631, 
635, 1604, 1643, 

1647, 1661, 1662, 
1665, 1667, 1668, 
1669, 1670, 1672 

No No 
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Obj 
No.i 

Name / 
Organisation 

IP/AP 
Ref Noii 

RR Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 
Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 
UKPN?x 

Status of 
Objection 

19 Robert Brett 
and Sons 
Limited 

10032082 RR-046 
 

    Part 3, Benefit 
of restrictive 
covenants 
granted by a 
Transfer dated 

15th April 2005 

Temporary Temporary 148, 149 No No 

 

Part 3, Option 

to enter into a 
Deed of Grant 
dated 26th 
March 1998 

Permanent N/A 1584, 1590, 1591, 

1607, 1609, 1673 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 1592, 1599, 1600, 
1606, 1623, 1626, 

1646, 1664,1671 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1587, 1605 No No 

Temporary Temporary 1604, 1643, 1647, 
1661, 1662, 1665, 
1667, 1668, 1669, 
1670, 1672 

No No 

Part 3, Right of 
Way 

Temporary Temporary 137, 138, 139, 140, 
141, 142, 143 

No No 

Part 3, Right of 

Way and 
general rights 

in relation to 
services 

Temporary Temporary 250 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
maintain 
apparatus 
across land 

granted by 
Transfer dated 
15th April 2005 

Temporary Temporary 144, 238, 240, 243 No No 

Part 3, Rights 
reserved by a 

Transfer dated 
15th April 2005 

Temporary Temporary 150 No No 
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No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

20 Chandler and 
Dunn Limited 

10032083 RR-047     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1424, 1438, 1441, 
1454, 1469, 1470B, 
1476, 1483, 1492, 

1499 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1418, 1431, 1440, 
1452, 1453, 1459, 
1460, 1461, 1465, 

1470A, 1478, 1501 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1463, 1468, 1473, 
1474, 1480, 1481, 
1484, 1485, 1490, 
1491 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1385, 1394, 1411, 

1419, 1430, 1434, 
1443, 1448, 1457, 
1464, 1466, 1467, 
1471, 1472, 1487, 
1488 

No No 

22 The King's 

School 
Canterbury 

10032085 RR-049     Part 1 Permanent N/A 261, 268, 269, 273 Yes No   

Temporary N/A 254, 257, 262, 263, 

264, 274, 275 

No No 

22 The King's 
School 
Canterbury 

10032085 RR-049     Part 3, Right of 
Way 

Permanent N/A 261 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 254 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

23 Dyas Farms 
(1988) Ltd 

10032086 RR-050     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1228, 1233, 1243, 
1258, 1259, 1260, 
1262 

Yes No   

Permanent Permanent 1196, 1203, 1206, 
1207, 1208, 1209, 
1211, 1212, 1217, 
1220, 1221, 1222, 

1223, 1227, 1229, 

1247 

Yes Yes 

Permanent Temporary 1200, 1210, 1213, 
1215, 1224, 1231, 
1232, 1234, 1237, 
1238, 1244, 1245, 
1248, 1261 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1235 No No 

Temporary Permanent 1199, 1204, 1216, 
1218, 1226, 1239 

No Yes 

Temporary Temporary 1198, 1201, 1205, 
1214, 1219, 1225, 

1230, 1236, 1240, 

1241, 1242, 1272 

No No 

23 Dyas Farms 
(1988) Ltd 

10032086 RR-050     Part 3, Right of 
Way and access 
to adjacent 
land 

Permanent Permanent 1206, 1208, 1209 Yes Yes 
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No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

24 David John 
Fuller and 
Simone 

Amanda 
Fuller 

10032087 RR-051     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1290, 1292, 1295, 
1296, 1298,  1304A,  
1304B, 1314, 1321, 

1322, 1323, 1330, 
1335, 1338, 1340, 
1345, 1348, 1361, 
1368, 1369, 1371, 

1372 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1293, 1297, 1303, 
1305, 1309, 1313, 
1319, 1320, 1324, 
1327, 1331, 1339, 
1342, 1350, 1351, 
1358, 1359, 1365, 
1367, 1375, 1381 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1312, 1328, 1333, 
1336, 1337, 1349, 
1352, 1362 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1294, 1302, 1306, 

1307, 1308, 1310, 
1311, 1315, 1316, 
1317, 1318, 1325, 
1326, 1329, 1332, 
1334, 1344, 1346, 
1347, 1353, 1354, 
1355, 1356, 1360, 

1363 

No No 

24 David John 
Fuller 

10032087 RR-051     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1255, 1289, 1291 Yes No   

Temporary Temporary 1252, 1300, 1301 No No 

24 David John 

Fuller 

10032087 RR-051     Part 3, Right of 

Way 

Permanent N/A 1289, 1291 Yes No 

 

 

 

 



EN020017: Richborough Connection. Examining Authority’s first written questions and requests for information 

 

18 

Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

25 Pippa 
Southorn 

10032089 RR-052     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1374, 1379, 1380, 
1388, 1397, 1400, 
1406, 1423, 1436, 

1437 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1377, 1390, 1396, 
1403, 1414, 1416, 
1417, 1420, 1421, 

1426, 1432, 1435, 

1447, 1462 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1399, 1405, 1410, 
1428, 1433, 1442, 
1450 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1341, 1364, 1366, 

1378, 1382, 1383, 
1393, 1395, 1401, 
1402, 1404, 1407, 
1408, 1409, 1412, 
1413, 1415, 1422, 
1427 

No No 

25 Pippa 
Southorn 

10032089 RR-052     Part 3, Right of 
way and access 
to adjacent 
land 

Permanent N/A 1397 Yes No 

Part 3, Right of 

Way 

Permanent Temporary 1416 Yes No 
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No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
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Noiv 

Other 
Doc 
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Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Southern Gas 
Networks plc 

10032088 RR-053     Part 1 Permanent N/A 204, 219, 226, 283, 
289, 293, 297, 446, 
449, 452, 457, 462, 

557, 571, 576, 582, 
628, 634, 685, 705, 
763, 848, 850, 852, 
859, 865, 877, 910, 

912, 917, 929, 1010, 
1037, 1039, 1050, 

1084, 1099, 1158, 
1163, 1168, 1171, 
1228, 1233, 1243, 
1258, 1259, 1260, 
1262, 1273, 1274, 
1374, 1379, 1380, 
1388, 1400, 1406, 

1423, 1436, 1437 

Yes No   

Permanent Permanent 1144, 1154, 1160, 
1166A, 1174, 1184, 

1196, 1197, 1203, 
1207, 1209, 1211, 

1212, 1217, 1220, 
1221, 1222, 1223, 
1227, 1229, 1247 

Yes Yes 
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RR 
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Doc 
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/ 
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/ 
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Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 

(Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Permanent Temporary 460, 558, 563, 564, 
574, 580, 624, 625, 
687, 856, 858, 870, 

872, 875, 878, 919, 
925, 1149, 1152, 
1165, 1166B, 1170, 
1172, 1175, 1180, 

1200, 1210, 1213, 
1215, 1224, 1231, 

1232, 1234, 1237, 
1238, 1244, 1245, 
1248, 1261, 1275, 
1377, 1390, 1396, 
1403, 1414, 1417, 
1420, 1421, 1426, 
1432, 1435, 1447, 

1462 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 185, 190, 191, 192, 
201, 213, 215, 216, 

217, 222, 284A, 290, 
442, 443, 444, 445, 

447, 454, 455, 456, 
458, 459, 463, 538, 
540, 541, 542, 544, 
545, 552, 638, 642, 
760, 854, 855, 861, 
881, 914, 916, 923, 
930, 933, 943, 944, 

945, 1122, 1126, 
1145, 1155, 1235, 

1399, 1405, 1410, 
1428, 1433, 1442, 
1450 

No No 

Temporary Permanent 1176, 1181, 1199, 

1204, 1216, 1218, 
1226, 1239 

No Yes 

Temporary Temporary 7, 12, 137, 138, 139, 
140, 141, 142, 143, 
147, 148, 149, 150, 

151, 250, 284B, 461, 

No No 
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RR 
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/ 
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/ 
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CA 
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CA 
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Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

467, 474, 476, 477, 
478, 479, 481, 482, 
483, 484, 501, 502, 

503, 504, 507, 508, 
510, 511, 512, 514, 
515, 517, 518, 519, 
520, 521, 522, 523, 

526, 527, 529, 532, 
534, 535, 536, 537, 

546, 549, 551, 553, 
554, 555, 556, 561, 
562, 568, 572, 579, 
596, 599, 622, 626, 
641, 643, 649, 652, 
665, 669, 675, 686, 
688, 690, 701, 706, 

734, 738, 758, 764, 
766, 767, 838, 840, 
844, 849, 851, 853, 

857, 862, 863, 864, 
866, 867, 869, 871, 
873, 876, 879, 885, 
903, 905, 906, 909, 

924, 927, 1011, 1057, 
1062, 1063, 1088, 
1089, 1092, 1098, 
1102, 1107, 1113, 
1115, 1116, 1117, 
1118, 1121, 1125, 

1127, 1129, 1130, 
1133, 1135, 1143, 

1146, 1150, 1153, 
1156, 1157, 1159, 
1162, 1164, 1167, 
1169, 1173, 1177, 
1178, 1179, 1182, 

1183, 1198, 1201, 
1205, 1214, 1219, 
1225, 1230, 1236, 
1240, 1241, 1242, 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

1271, 1272, 1341, 
1364, 1366, 1378, 
1382, 1383, 1393, 

1395, 1401, 1402, 
1404, 1407, 1408, 
1409, 1412, 1413, 
1415, 1422, 1427 

26 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Southern Gas 

Networks plc 

10032088 RR-053     Part 3, Right of 

Way 

Temporary Temporary 7, 12 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline 

Permanent N/A 204, 219, 226, 283, 
289, 293, 297, 446, 
449, 452, 457, 462, 
571, 576, 582, 634, 
705, 763, 848, 850, 

852, 859, 865, 877, 
912, 917, 929, 1084, 
1099, 1163, 1168, 
1171, 1228, 1233, 
1243, 1258, 1259, 

1260, 1262 

Yes No 

Permanent Permanent 1154, 1160, 1166A, 
1174, 1184, 1196, 
1197, 1203, 1207, 
1209, 1211, 1212, 
1217, 1220, 1221, 
1222, 1223, 1227, 

1229, 1247 

Yes Yes 

Permanent Temporary 460, 574, 580, 856, 
858, 870, 875, 878, 
919, 925, 1149, 1152, 

1165, 1166B, 1170, 

1172, 1175, 1180, 
1200, 1210, 1213, 
1215, 1224, 1231, 
1232, 1234, 1237, 
1238 ,1244, 1245, 
1248, 1261 

Yes No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Temporary N/A 185, 190, 191, 192, 
201, 213, 215, 216, 
217, 222, 290, 442, 

443, 444, 445, 447, 
454, 455, 456, 458, 
459, 463, 538, 540, 
541, 542, 544, 545, 

638, 642, 760, 854, 
855, 861, 881, 916, 

923, 930, 1145, 1155, 
1235 

No No 

Temporary Permanent 1176, 1181, 1199, 
1204, 1216, 1218, 
1226, 1239 

No Yes 

Temporary Temporary 137, 138, 139, 140, 
141, 142, 143, 250, 
461, 467, 474, 476, 
477, 478, 479, 481, 
482, 483, 484, 503, 

504, 507, 508, 510, 

511, 512, 514, 515, 
518, 520, 521, 522, 
523, 526, 527, 529, 
532, 534, 535, 553, 
579, 596, 599, 641, 
643, 764, 766, 767, 
838, 840, 844, 849, 

851, 853, 857, 862, 
863, 864, 866, 867, 
869, 879, 885, 903, 

905, 906, 909, 924, 
927, 1011, 1088, 
1089, 1092, 1098, 
1107, 1125, 1127, 

1143, 1150, 1153, 
1156, 1162, 1164, 
1167, 1169, 1173, 
1177, 1178, 1179, 
1182, 1183, 1198, 
1201, 1205, 1214, 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

1219, 1225, 1230, 
1236, 1240, 1241, 
1242, 1272 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 

a Deed dated  

18th March 
1969 

Temporary Temporary 871, 873, 876, 1062, 
1063 

No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 

a Deed dated 
11th November 
1977 

Temporary N/A 552 No No 

Temporary Temporary 551, 536, 537, 546, 
549, 554, 555, 556, 
561, 562, 568, 572 

No No 

Permanent N/A 557 Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 558, 563, 564 Yes No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 

maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
14th January 
1970 

Temporary Temporary 147, 150 No No 

Part 3, Right to 

install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
15th January 

1939 

Temporary N/A 914 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
16th March 

1960 

Temporary N/A 1122, 1126 No No 

Temporary Temporary 1129, 1130, 1157, 
1159 

No No 

Permanent Permanent 1144 Yes Yes 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
17th March 
1972 

Temporary N/A 1399, 1405, 1410, 
1428, 1433, 1442, 
1450 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1341, 1364, 1366, 
1382, 1383, 1393, 
1395, 1401, 1402, 
1404, 1407, 1408, 

1409, 1412, 1413, 

1415, 1422, 1427 

No No 

Permanent N/A 1374, 1379, 1380, 
1388, 1400, 1406, 
1423, 1436, 1437 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 1377, 1390, 1396, 

1403, 1414, 1417, 
1420, 1421, 1426, 
1432, 1435, 1447, 
1462 
 

Yes No 

Part 3, Right to 

install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
18th March 
1969 

 

Permanent Temporary 872 Yes No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 

a Deed dated 
21st February 
1969 

Permanent N/A 1010 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 943 No No 

Temporary Temporary 1102, 1115, 1116, 
1117, 1118, 1121, 

1146 

No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
Deeds dated 
21st February 

Permanent N/A 1037, 1039, 1050 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 944, 945 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

1969 and 18th 
March 1969 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 

21st February 

1969, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline 

Temporary Temporary 1133, 1135 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 

maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
21st November 
1974 

Permanent N/A 628 Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 624, 625 Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 622, 626 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
27th July 1973 
 

 

Temporary Temporary 649, 652 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline under 

a Deed dated 
27th March 
1974 

Permanent N/A 685 Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 687 Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 665, 669, 675, 686, 

688, 690, 701, 706, 
734, 738 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
27th November 
2013 

Temporary Temporary 151 No No 

Part 3, Right to 

install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
27th November 
2013, Right to 
install and 

maintain a gas 
pipeline 

Temporary N/A 284A No No 

Temporary Temporary 148, 284B No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 

maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
30th June 1964 

Temporary Temporary 502 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
30th June 
1964, Right to 

install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline  

Temporary Temporary 501 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
6th June 1980, 
Right to install 

and maintain a 
gas pipeline  

Temporary Temporary 519 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deeds dated 
20th June 1969 

and 18th March 
1969 

Temporary Temporary 758 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 

maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
a Transfer 
dated 10th May 
1976 

Permanent N/A 910 Yes No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 

maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
Deed dated 4th 
February 1972, 

Right to install 
and maintain a 
gas pipeline 

Permanent N/A 1273, 1274 Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 1275 Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 1271 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline under 
Deeds dated 
21st February 
1969 and 18th 

March 1969 

Temporary N/A 933 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
Deeds dated 
24th February 
1972 and 16th 

March 1960, 
Right to install 
and maintain a 
gas pipeline 

Permanent N/A 1158 Yes No 

Part 3, Right to 

install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
Deeds dated 
27th November 
2013 and 14th 
January 1970, 

Right to install 
and maintain a 
gas pipeline 

Temporary Temporary 149 No No 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline, Right 
to install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 
a Deed dated 
17th March 

1972 

Temporary Temporary 1378 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

26 
(Cont.) 

Part 3, Right to 
install and 
maintain a gas 

pipeline, Right 
to install and 
maintain a gas 
pipeline under 

a Deed dated 
18th March 

1969 

Temporary Temporary 1057 No No 

27 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Richard Peter 
Headley 

10032090 RR-054     Part 1 Permanent N/A 446, 452, 457, 462, 
557, 571, 576, 582, 
585, 586, 594, 613, 
618, 619, 621, 627, 
628, 630, 632, 633, 

634, 664, 666, 671, 
674, 677, 678, 679, 
685, 691, 696, 697, 
700, 705, 708, 727, 

747, 748, 754 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 460, 558, 563, 564, 
574, 580, 581, 583, 
584, 587, 597, 614, 
616, 617, 624, 625, 
680, 681, 682, 683, 
687 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 442, 443, 444, 445, 
447, 454, 455, 456, 
458, 459, 463, 552, 
577, 591, 592, 607, 

608, 610, 615, 629, 
638, 642, 644, 654, 
668, 673, 709, 710, 

714, 720, 721, 722, 
723, 730, 731, 743, 
744, 745 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

27 
(Cont.) 

Temporary Temporary 461, 529, 532, 534, 
535, 536, 537, 546, 
549, 551, 553, 554, 

555, 556, 561, 562, 
568, 569, 570, 572, 
573, 579, 588, 589, 
590, 596, 599, 600, 

601, 603, 606, 609, 
611, 612, 620, 622, 

623, 626, 637, 641, 
643, 649, 652, 653, 
657, 662, 665, 667, 
669, 675, 676, 684, 
686, 688, 689, 690, 
692, 693, 694, 695, 
698, 699, 701, 702, 

703, 704, 706, 707, 
713, 715, 716, 717, 
718, 719, 724, 734, 

738, 749, 752, 756, 
769, 770, 782, 783 

No No 

27 Richard Peter 
Headley 

10032090 RR-054     Part 2 Permanent N/A 585, 586, 594, 613, 
632 

Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 597, 614 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 577, 592, 607, 608, 
610, 615 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 569, 573, 590, 600, 

601, 606, 609, 611, 
612 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 

Name / 
Organisatio

n 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR Ref 

Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanen
t / 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?i

x 

CA 
UKPN?

x 

Status of 

Objection 

27 
       
 

Richard Peter 
Headley 

10032090 RR-054     Part 3, Rights 
of pre-emption 
out of an 

Agreement 
dated 3rd 
January 2012 

Permanent N/A 446, 452, 457, 462 Yes No 

 

Permanent Temporary 460 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 442, 443, 444, 445, 
447, 454, 455, 456, 
458, 459, 463 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 461 No No 

Part 3, Rights 

of Pre-emption 
under an 
Agreement 
dated 5th 
January 2010 

Permanent N/A 619, 621, 628 Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 624, 625 Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 622, 623, 626 No No 

Part 3, Rights 

of Pre-emption 
under an 
Agreement 
dated 5th 
January 2012 

Permanent N/A 557 Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 558, 563, 564 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 552 No No 

Temporary Temporary 529, 532, 534, 535, 
536, 537, 546, 549, 

551, 554, 555, 556, 

561, 562, 568, 572, 
579 

No No 

Part 3, Rights 
of way and 
access granted 

by a Transfer 
dated 18th 
December 
1970 

Permanent N/A 696, 697, 700, 705   
 

Permanent Temporary 683   
 

Temporary Temporary 690, 692, 693, 694, 

695, 698, 699, 701, 
702, 703, 704, 706, 
707 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

28 
 
 

Powell-Cotton 
Settled 
Estates 

10032091 RR-055     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1535, 1537, 1538, 
1543, 1545, 1546, 
1550, 1551, 1557, 

1560, 1567, 1568, 
1569, 1574, 1578, 
1674 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1533, 1547, 1552, 

1559, 1564, 1571, 

1572, 1577 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1553, 1554, 1556, 
1565, 1576, 1579 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1540, 1541, 1544, 
1548, 1549, 1555, 

1558, 1561, 1562, 
1563, 1566, 1570, 
1573, 1575, 1580, 
1581 

No No 

28 Powell-Cotton 

Settled 

Estates 

10032091 RR-055     Part 3, Right of 

way and access 

to adjacent 
land 

Permanent N/A 1674 Yes No 

 

29 Patrick Max 
Headley and 
Judith E 

Headley 

10032092 RR-056     Part 1 Permanent N/A 560, 566, 571, 576, 
582, 619, 621, 628 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 567, 574, 580, 581, 
583, 624, 625 

Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 548, 553, 565, 575, 
588, 596, 599, 622, 
623, 626 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanen
t / 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanen
t / 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 
UKPN?

x 

Status of 

Objection 

29 
 
 

 
 
 

Jeremy David 
Quinlan, 
Andrew 

Christopher 
Quinlan, 
Judith E 
Headley, 

Timothy 
Quinlan 

Headley & 
Amy Susan 
Headley 
 

10032092 RR-
056 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 446, 451, 452, 457, 
462, 557, 559 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary  460, 558, 563, 564 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 442, 443, 444, 445, 
447, 448, 453, 454, 
455, 456, 458, 459, 
463, 552 

No No 

Temporary Temporary  461, 529, 532, 534, 
535, 536, 537, 546, 

547, 549, 550, 551, 
554, 555, 556, 561, 
562, 568, 572, 579 

No No 

30 Quex Park 
Estates 

Company 
Limited 

10032093 RR-
057 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 1535, 1537, 1538, 
1543, 1545, 1546, 

1550, 1551, 1557, 
1560, 1567, 1568, 
1569, 1574, 1578, 
1584, 1590, 1591, 

1607, 1609, 1673, 
1674 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1533, 1547, 1552, 
1559, 1564, 1571, 
1572, 1577, 1592, 
1595, 1599, 1600, 
1606, 1623, 1626, 
1646, 1664, 1671 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1553, 1554, 1556, 
1565, 1576, 1579, 
1587, 1605 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 1540, 1541, 1544, 

1548, 1549, 1555, 
1558, 1561, 1562, 
1563, 1566, 1570, 
1573, 1575, 1580, 
1581, 1582, 1589, 
1596, 1604, 1643, 
1647, 1661, 1662, 

1665, 1667, 1668, 
1669, 1670, 1672 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanen
t / 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanen
t / 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 
UKPN?

x 

Status of 

Objection 

30 Quex Park 
Estates 
Company 

Limited 

10032093 RR-
057 

    Part 3, Right of 
way and access 
to adjacent 

land 

Permanent N/A 1674 Yes No 

31 Derek Richard 
Lawrence, 
Richard Julian 

Lawrence, 

Darren 
Conway 
Lawrence and 
Gary Robert 
Lawrence 

10032095 RR-
059 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 449, 450 Yes No   

32 FW Mansfield 

and Son 

10032096 RR-

060 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 289, 302, 306, 310, 

311, 312, 313, 317, 
320, 323, 328, 329, 
330, 331, 347, 356 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 287, 288, 304 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 299, 305B, 307, 308, 

309, 321, 322, 324, 
325, 326, 327, 332, 

339, 341, 350, 358, 
363 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 285, 292, 300, 301, 
303, 305A, 467, 474, 
478, 479, 501, 502, 

503, 504, 505, 506, 
508 

No No 

32 FW Mansfield 
and Son 

10032096 RR-
060 

    Part 3, Right of 
Way 

Temporary Temporary 328, 330,331 No No 

33 

 
 
 
 
 

John Carlos 

Orr 

10032097 RR-

061 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 674, 677, 678, 685, 

691, 696, 697, 700, 
705 

Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 680, 681, 682, 683, 
687 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 709, 720 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanen
t / 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanen
t / 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 
UKPN?

x 

Status of 

Objection 

33 
(Cont.) 

Temporary Temporary 676, 684, 688, 689, 
690, 692, 693, 694, 
695, 698, 699, 701, 

702, 703, 704, 706, 
707 

No No 

33 John Carlos 
Orr 

10032097 RR-
061 

    Part 3, Rights 
of way under a 

Transfer dated 

18th December 
1970 

Permanent N/A 674, 677, 678, 685, 
691, 696 

Yes No 

 

Part 3, Rights 
of way and 
access granted 
by a Transfer 

dated 18th 
December 
1970 

Permanent Temporary 680, 681, 682, 687 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 709, 720 No No 

Temporary Temporary 688, 689 No No 

Part 3, Right of 
Way and 

access to 
adjacent land 

Temporary Temporary 676, 684 No No 

33 John Carlos 
Orr and 
Natalie Jane 
Orr 

10032097 RR-
061 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 691 Yes No   

33 John Carlos 
Orr and 
Natalie Jane 
Orr 

10032097 RR-
061 

    Part 3, Right of 
access under 
Transfer dated 
31st May 2005 

Permanent N/A 691 Yes No 

33 Natalie Jane 

Orr 

10032097 RR-

061 

    Part 1 Permanent N/A 697, 705 Yes No   

33 Natalie Jane 
Orr 

10032097 RR-
061 

    Part 3, Right of 
access 

Permanent N/A 697 Yes No 

Part 3, Rights 

of way under a 
Transfer dated 
23rd January 
1985 

Permanent N/A 705 Yes No 
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Obj 
No.i 

Name / 
Organisation 

IP/AP 
Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 
Ref 

Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 

NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 

UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 
UKPN?x 

Status of 
Objection 

34 Ross Patrick 
O'Brien and 
David O'Brien 

10032099 RR-063     Part 1 Permanent N/A 219, 226, 232 Yes No   

Temporary N/A 205, 215, 222, 229, 
231, 233, 234, 236 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 524, 525, 526, 527, 
530, 531, 533 

No No 

34 Ross Patrick 
O'Brien and 
David O'Brien 

10032099 RR-063     Part 2 Temporary Temporary 528 No No 

34 Ross Patrick 
O'Brien 

10032099 RR-063     Part 1 Permanent N/A 251 Yes No   

Temporary N/A 258 No No 

34 David O'Brien 10032099 RR-063     Part 1 Permanent N/A 242, 255, 261, 268, 

269, 273 

Yes No   

Temporary N/A 235, 248, 254, 257, 
259, 262, 263, 264, 
274, 275 

No No 

34 David O'Brien 10032099 RR-063     Part 3, Right of 
Way 

Permanent N/A 261 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 254 No No 

35 Philip Michael 

Brook Smith 
and William 
Lawrence 
Greenwell 
Swan as 
trustees of 
the Michael 

Smith Family 
Trust 1988 

10032100 RR-064     Part 1 N/A N/A 1142 No No   

Permanent N/A 1099, 1100, 1140, 
1158, 1163, 1168, 

1171 

Yes No 

Permanent Permanent 1154, 1160, 1166A, 
1174, 1184, 1185 

Yes Yes 

Permanent Temporary 1149, 1152, 1165, 

1166B, 1170, 1172, 
1175, 1180, 1191 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1145, 1155 No No 

Temporary Permanent 1176, 1181, 1186 No Yes 

Temporary Temporary 1143, 1148, 1157, 
1159, 1162, 1164, 
1167, 1169, 1173, 
1177, 1178, 1179, 
1182, 1183, 1188, 

1189, 1194 

No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

35 Philip Michael 
Brook Smith 
and William 

Lawrence 
Greenwell 
Swan as 
trustees of 

the Michael 
Smith Family 

Trust 1988 

10032100 RR-064 
 

  

Part 3, Rights 
of drainage as 
contained 

within a 
agreement 21st 
January 1983 

Permanent N/A 1099, 1158, 1163, 
1168, 1171 

Yes No 

 

Permanent Permanent 1154, 1160, 1166A, 
1174, 1184 

Yes Yes 

Permanent Temporary 1149, 1152, 1165, 
1166B, 1170, 1172, 
1175, 1180 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1145, 1155 No No 

Temporary Permanent 1176, 1181 No Yes 

Temporary Temporary 1143, 1157, 1162, 

1164, 1167, 1169, 
1173, 1177, 1178, 
1179, 1182, 1183 

No No 

35 Monkton 
Court Farms 

10032100 RR-064     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1099, 1158, 1163, 
1168, 1171 

Yes No   

Permanent Permanent 1154, 1160, 1166A, 

1174,1184, 1197 

Yes Yes 

Permanent Temporary 1149, 1152, 1165, 
1166B, 1170, 1172, 
1175, 1180 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1145, 1155 No No 

Temporary Permanent 1176, 1181 No Yes 

Temporary Temporary 1143, 1150, 1153, 
1156, 1157, 1159, 
1162, 1164, 1167, 
1169, 1173, 1177, 
1178, 1179, 1182, 
1183 

No No 

35 Philip Michael 
Brook Smith 

10032100 RR-064     Part 1 Permanent Permanent 1197 Yes Yes   

Temporary Temporary 1150, 1153, 1156 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

36 St Nicholas 
Court Farms 

10032102 RR-066     Part 1 Permanent N/A 331, 352, 359, 360, 
376, 391, 393, 728, 
729, 740, 746, 765 

Yes No   

Temporary N/A 334, 346, 351, 354, 
355, 357, 361, 362, 
364, 365, 366, 373, 
380, 387, 397, 405, 

419, 424, 725, 726, 

732, 733, 735, 736, 
737, 739, 741, 742, 
750, 751, 759, 762 

No No 

36 St Nicholas 
Court Farms 

10032102 RR-066     Part 3, General 
rights 

Permanent N/A 765 Yes No 

Temporary N/A 762 No No 

37 BB Stephens 
and Son 

10032105 RR-069     Part 1 Permanent N/A 636, 640, 650, 655, 
663, 670, 672 

Yes No   

Temporary N/A 639, 645, 646, 647, 

651, 656, 658, 659, 
660, 661 

No No 

38 Michael Paul 

Wilkinson 

10032106 RR-070     Part 1 Permanent N/A 763, 765, 768, 790, 

791, 793, 802, 804, 
805, 813, 819 

Yes No   

Temporary N/A 760, 762, 773, 775, 
780, 781, 785, 787, 
788, 800, 801, 803, 
806, 808, 815, 816, 
836 

No No 

Temporary Temporary 758, 764, 766, 767 No No 

39 David James 
Snell 

10032107 RR-071     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1084 Yes No   

Permanent Temporary 1086, 1090 Yes No 

Temporary Temporary 1088, 1089, 1092, 

1098, 1102, 1107, 
1111, 1114, 1115 

No No 

39 David James 
Snell 

10032107 RR-071     Part 3, Right of 
Way and access 
to adjacent 
land 

Permanent N/A 1084 Yes No 

Permanent Temporary 1086, 1090 Yes No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

40 The Master, 
Fellows And 
Scholars Of 

The College 
Of Saint John 
The 
Evangelist In 

The 
University Of 

Cambridge 

10032108 RR-072     Part 1 Permanent N/A 1228, 1233, 1243, 
1250, 1256, 1258, 
1259, 1260, 1262, 

1265, 1267 

Yes No   

Permanent Permanent 1193, 1196, 1203, 
1206, 1207, 1208, 
1209, 1211, 1212, 

1217, 1220, 1221, 

1222, 1223, 1227, 
1229, 1247 

Yes Yes 

Permanent Temporary 1192, 1200, 1210, 
1213, 1215, 1224, 
1231, 1232, 1234, 
1237, 1238, 1244, 

1245, 1248, 1261, 
1263 

Yes No 

Temporary N/A 1235 No No 

Temporary Permanent 1187, 1199, 1204, 
1216, 1218, 1226, 

1239 

No Yes 

Temporary Temporary 1190, 1195, 1198, 
1201, 1205, 1214, 
1219, 1225, 1230, 
1236, 1240, 1241, 
1242, 1253, 1270, 
1272, 1276 

No No 

40 The Master, 
Fellows And 
Scholars Of 
The College 

Of Saint John 
The 

Evangelist In 
The 
University Of 
Cambridge 

10032108 RR-072     Part 3, Right of 
Way and access 
to adjacent 
land 

Permanent Permanent 1206, 1208, 1209 Yes Yes 

42 Brian Edward 

Lawrence 

10032110 RR-074     Part 1 Permanent N/A 386 Yes No   

Temporary N/A 375, 378, 388 No No 
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Obj 

No.i 
Name / 

Organisation 

IP/AP 

Ref Noii 

RR 
Ref 
Noiii 

WR 
Ref 
Noiv 

Other 
Doc 

Ref 
Nov 

Interestvi 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
NGvii 

Permanent 
/ 

Temporary 
UKPNviii 

Plot(s) 
CA 

NG?ix 

CA 

UKPN?x 

Status of 

Objection 

42 Brian Edward 
Lawrence and 
Marilyn Irene 

Lawrence 

10032110 RR-074     Part 1 Temporary N/A 394 No No   

 

 

_________________________ 

i Obj = objection number. 

 
ii Reference number assigned to each Interested Party (IP) and Affected Person (AP) 

 
iii Reference number assigned to each Relevant Representation (RR)  in the Examination library 

 
iv Reference number assigned to each Written Representation (WR) in the Examination library 
 
v Reference number assigned to any other document in the Examination library 

 
vi This refers to parts 1 to 3 of the Book of Reference: 

 Part 1, containing the names and addresses of the owners, lessees, tenants, and occupiers of, and others with an interest in, or power to sell and convey, or release, each parcel of Order land; 

 Part 2, containing the names and addresses of any persons whose land is not directly affected under the Order, but who “would or might” be entitled to make a claim under section 10 of the Compulsory Purchase Act 1965, as a result of the 

Order being implemented, or Part 1 of the Land Compensation Act 1973, as a result of the use of the land once the Order has been implemented; 

 Part 3, containing the names and addresses of any persons who are entitled to easements or other private rights over the Order land that may be extinguished, suspended or interfered with under the Order. 
 
vii NG = National Grid. This column indicates whether National Grid are seeking compulsory acquisition or temporary possession of land/ rights 

 
viii UKPN = UK Power Networks. This column indicates whether UK Power Networks are seeking compulsory acquisition or temporary possession of land/ rights  
 
ix CA = compulsory acquisition. The answer is ‘yes’ if the land is in parts 1 or 3 of the Book of Reference and National Grid are seeking compulsory acquisition of land/ rights 

 
x CA = compulsory acquisition. The answer is ‘yes’ if the land is in parts 1 or 3 of the Book of Reference and UK Power Networks are seeking compulsory acquisition of land/ rights 
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 PART 1 

PROTECTION FOR RAILWAY INTERESTS 

1. The provisions of this Part have effect unless otherwise agreed in writing between the 

undertaker and Network Rail. 

2. In this Part— 

“construction” includes execution, placing, alteration and reconstruction and “construct” and 

“constructed” have corresponding meanings; 

“engineer” means an engineer appointed by Network Rail for the purposes of this Order; 

“network licence” means the network licence, as amended from time to time, granted to 

Network Rail by the Secretary of State in exercise of the powers in section 8 of the Railways 

Act 1993(a); 

“Network Rail” means Network Rail Infrastructure Limited (registered company number 

2904587) and any associated company of Network Rail Infrastructure Limited which holds 

property for railway purposes; and for the purpose of this definition “associated company” 

means any company which is (within the meaning of section 1159 of the Companies Act 

2006(b)) the holding company of Network Rail Infrastructure Limited, a subsidiary of 

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited or another subsidiary of the holding company of Network 

Rail Infrastructure Limited; 

“plans” includes sections, designs, design data, software, drawings, specifications, soil reports, 

calculations, descriptions (including descriptions of methods of construction), staging 

proposals, programmes and details of the extent, timing and duration of any proposed 

occupation of railway property; 

“railway operational procedures” means procedures specified under any access agreement (as 

defined in the Railways Act 1993) or station lease; 

“railway property” means— 

(a) any railway belonging to Network Rail; 

(b) any station, land, works, apparatus and equipment belonging to Network Rail and 

connected with any such railway; and 

(c) any easement or other property interest held or used by Network Rail for the purposes of 

such railway or works, apparatus or equipment; 

“specified work” means so much of any of the authorised development as is situated upon, 

across, under, over or within 15 metres of, or may in any way adversely affect, railway 

property. 

3.—(1) Where under this Part Network Rail is required to give its consent or approval in respect 

of any matter, that consent or approval is subject to the condition that Network Rail complies with 

any relevant railway operational procedures and any obligations under its network licence or under 

statute. 

(2) In so far as any specified work or the acquisition or use of railway property is or may be 

subject to railway operational procedures, Network Rail must— 

(a) co-operate with the undertaker with a view to avoiding undue delay and securing 

conformity as between any plans approved by the engineer and requirements emanating 

from those procedures; and 

(b) use its reasonable endeavours to avoid any conflict arising between the application of 

those procedures and the proper implementation of the authorised development pursuant 

to this Order. 

                                                 
(a) 1993 c. 43. 
(b) 2006 c. 40. 
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4.—(1) The undertaker must before commencing construction of any specified work supply to 

Network Rail proper and sufficient plans of that work for the reasonable approval of the engineer 

and the specified work must not be commenced except in accordance with such plans as have been 

approved in writing by the engineer or settled by arbitration under article 51 (arbitration). 

(2) The approval of the engineer under sub-paragraph (1) must not be unreasonably withheld, 

and if by the end of the period of 28 days beginning with the date on which the plans have been 

supplied to Network Rail the engineer has not intimated disapproval of those plans and the 

grounds of disapproval, the undertaker may serve upon the engineer written notice requiring the 

engineer to intimate approval or disapproval within a further period of 28 days beginning with the 

date upon which the engineer receives written notice from the undertaker and if, by the expiry of 

the further 28 days period specified in the written notice the engineer has not intimated approval 

or disapproval, the engineer is deemed to have approved the plans as submitted. 

(3) If by the end of the period of 28 days beginning with the date on which written notice was 

served upon the engineer under sub-paragraph (2), Network Rail gives notice to the undertaker 

that Network Rail desires itself to construct any part of a specified work which in the opinion of 

the engineer will or may affect the stability of railway property or the safe operation of traffic on 

the railways of Network Rail then, if the undertaker desires such part of the specified work to be 

constructed, Network Rail must construct it with all reasonable dispatch on behalf of and to the 

reasonable satisfaction of the undertaker in accordance with the plans approved or deemed to be 

approved or settled under this paragraph, and under the supervision (where appropriate and if 

given) of the undertaker. 

(4) When signifying approval of the plans, the engineer may specify any protective works 

(whether temporary or permanent) which in the opinion of the engineer must be carried out before 

the commencement of the construction of a specified work to ensure the safety or stability of 

railway property or the continuation of safe and efficient operation of the railways of Network 

Rail or the services of operators using them (including any relocation, de-commissioning and 

removal of works, apparatus and equipment necessitated by a specified work and the comfort and 

safety of passengers who may be affected by the specified work), and such protective works as 

may be reasonably necessary for those purposes are to be constructed by Network Rail or by the 

undertaker, if Network Rail so desires, and such protective works must be carried out at the 

expense of the undertaker in either case with all reasonable dispatch, and the undertaker must not 

commence the construction of the specified work until the engineer has notified the undertaker 

that the protective works have been completed to the engineer’s reasonable satisfaction. 

5.—(1) Any specified work and any protective works to be constructed by virtue of paragraph 

4(4) must, when commenced, be constructed— 

(a) with all reasonable dispatch in accordance with the plans approved or deemed to have 

been approved or settled under paragraph 4; 

(b) under the supervision (where appropriate and if given) and to the reasonable satisfaction 

of the engineer; 

(c) in such manner as to cause as little damage as is possible to railway property; and 

(d) so far as is reasonably practicable, so as not to interfere with or obstruct the free, 

uninterrupted and safe use of any railway of Network Rail or the traffic thereon and the 

use by passengers of railway property. 

(2) If any damage to railway property or any such interference or obstruction is caused by the 

carrying out of, or in consequence of the construction of a specified work, the undertaker must, 

notwithstanding any such approval, make good such damage and pay to Network Rail all 

reasonable expenses to which Network Rail may be put and compensation for any loss which it 

may sustain by reason of any such damage, interference or obstruction. 

(3) Nothing in this Part imposes any liability on the undertaker with respect to any damage, 

costs, expenses or loss attributable to the negligence of Network Rail or its servants, contractors or 

agents or any liability on Network Rail with respect of any damage, costs, expenses or loss 

attributable to the negligence of the undertaker or its servants, contractors or agents. 

6. The undertaker must— 
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(a) at all times afford reasonable facilities to the engineer for access to a specified work 

during its construction; and 

(b) supply the engineer with all such information as the engineer may reasonably require with 

regard to a specified work or the method of constructing it. 

7. Network Rail must at all times afford reasonable facilities to the undertaker and its agents for 

access to any works carried out by Network Rail under this Part during their construction and must 

supply the undertaker with such information as it may reasonably require with regard to such 

works or the method of constructing them. 

8.—(1) If any permanent or temporary alterations or additions to railway property are 

reasonably necessary in consequence of the construction of a specified work, or during a period of 

12 months after the completion of that work, in order to ensure the safety of railway property or 

the continued safe operation of the railway of Network Rail, such alterations and additions may be 

carried out by Network Rail; and if Network Rail gives to the undertaker reasonable notice of its 

intention to carry out such alterations or additions (which must be specified in the notice), the 

undertaker must pay to Network Rail the reasonable cost of those alterations or additions 

including, in respect of any such alterations and additions as are to be permanent, a capitalised 

sum representing the increase of the costs which may be expected to be reasonably incurred by 

Network Rail in maintaining, working and, when necessary, renewing any such alterations or 

additions. 

(2) If during the construction of a specified work by the undertaker, Network Rail gives notice 

to the undertaker that Network Rail desires itself to construct that part of the specified work which 

in the opinion of the engineer is endangering the stability of railway property or the safe operation 

of traffic on the railways of Network Rail, then, if the undertaker decides that part of the specified 

work is to be constructed, Network Rail must assume construction of that part of the specified 

work, and the undertaker must, notwithstanding any such approval of a specified work under 

paragraph 4(1), pay to Network Rail all reasonable expenses to which Network Rail may be put 

and compensation for any loss which it may suffer by reason of the execution by Network Rail of 

that specified work. 

(3) The engineer must, in respect of the capitalised sums referred to in this paragraph and 

paragraph 9(a) provide such details of the formula by which those sums have been calculated as 

the undertaker may reasonably require. 

(4) If the cost of maintaining, working or renewing railway property is reduced in consequence 

of any such alterations or additions, a capitalised sum representing the saving must be set off 

against any sum payable by the undertaker to Network Rail under this paragraph. 

9. The undertaker must pay to Network Rail all reasonable fees, costs, charges and expenses 

reasonably incurred by Network Rail— 

(a) in constructing any part of a specified work on behalf of the undertaker as provided by 

paragraph 4(3) or in constructing any protective works under paragraph 4(4) including, in 

respect of any permanent protective works, a capitalised sum representing the cost of 

maintaining and renewing those works; 

(b) in respect of the approval by the engineer of plans submitted by the undertaker and the 

supervision by the engineer of the construction of a specified work; 

(c) in respect of the employment or procurement of the services of any inspectors, signallers, 

guards and other persons whom it is reasonably necessary to appoint for inspecting, 

signalling, watching and lighting railway property and for preventing, so far as may be 

reasonably practicable, interference, obstruction, danger or accident arising from the 

construction or failure of a specified work; 

(d) in respect of any special traffic working resulting from any speed restrictions which may 

in the opinion of the engineer, need to be imposed by reason or in consequence of the 

construction or failure of a specified work or from the substitution or diversion of 

services which may be reasonably necessary for the same reason; and 
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(e) in respect of any additional temporary lighting of railway property in the vicinity of the 

specified works, being lighting made reasonably necessary by reason or in consequence 

of the construction or failure of a specified work. 

10.—(1) In this paragraph— 

“EMI” means, subject to sub-paragraph (2), electromagnetic interference with Network Rail 

apparatus generated by the operation of the authorised development where such interference is 

of a level which adversely affects the safe operation of Network Rail’s apparatus; 

“Network Rail’s apparatus” means any lines, circuits, wires, apparatus or equipment (whether 

or not modified or installed as part of the authorised development) which are owned or used 

by Network Rail for the purpose of transmitting or receiving electrical energy or of radio, 

telegraphic, telephonic, electric, electronic or other like means of signalling or other 

communications. 

(2) This paragraph applies to EMI only to the extent that the EMI is not attributable to any 

change to Network Rail’s apparatus carried out after approval of plans under paragraph 4(1) for 

the relevant part of the authorised development giving rise to EMI (unless the undertaker has been 

given notice in writing before the approval of those plans of the intention to make such change). 

(3) Subject to sub-paragraph (5), the undertaker must in the design and construction of the 

authorised development take all measures necessary to prevent EMI and must establish with 

Network Rail (both parties acting reasonably) appropriate arrangements to verify their 

effectiveness. 

(4) In order to facilitate the undertaker’s compliance with sub-paragraph (3)— 

(a) the undertaker must consult with Network Rail as early as reasonably practicable to 

identify all Network Rail’s apparatus which may be at risk of EMI, and thereafter 

continue to consult with Network Rail (both before and after formal submission of plans 

under paragraph 4(1)) in order to identify all potential causes of EMI and the measures 

required to eliminate them; 

(b) Network Rail must make available to the undertaker all information in the possession of 

Network Rail reasonably requested by the undertaker in respect of Network Rail’s 

apparatus identified pursuant to paragraph (a); and 

(c) Network Rail must allow the undertaker reasonable facilities for the inspection of 

Network Rail’s apparatus identified pursuant to paragraph (a). 

(5) In any case where it is established that EMI can reasonably be prevented only by 

modifications to Network Rail’s apparatus, Network Rail must not withhold its consent 

unreasonably to modifications of Network Rail’s apparatus, but Network Rail may, in its 

reasonable discretion, select the means of prevention and the method of their execution, and in 

relation to such modifications paragraph 4(1) has effect subject to this sub-paragraph. 

(6) If at any time prior to the commencement of regular revenue-earning operations comprised 

in the authorised development and notwithstanding any measures adopted pursuant to sub-

paragraph (3), the testing or commissioning of the authorised development causes EMI, then the 

undertaker must immediately upon receipt of notification by Network Rail of the EMI either in 

writing or communicated orally (such oral communication to be confirmed in writing as soon as 

reasonably practicable after it has been issued) forthwith cease to use (or procure the cessation of 

use of) the undertaker’s apparatus causing the EMI until all measures necessary have been taken to 

remedy the EMI by way of modification to the source of the EMI or (in the circumstances, and 

subject to the consent, specified in sub-paragraph (5)) to Network Rail’s apparatus. 

(7) In the event of EMI having occurred— 

(a) the undertaker must afford reasonable facilities to Network Rail for access to the 

undertaker’s apparatus in the investigation of the EMI; 

(b) Network Rail must afford reasonable facilities to the undertaker for access to Network 

Rail’s apparatus in the investigation of the EMI; and 
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(c) Network Rail must make available to the undertaker any additional material information 

in its possession reasonably requested by the undertaker in respect of Network Rail’s 

apparatus or the EMI. 

(8) Where Network Rail approves modifications to Network Rail’s apparatus pursuant to sub-

paragraphs (5) or (6)— 

(a) Network Rail must allow the undertaker reasonable facilities for the inspection of the 

relevant part of Network Rail’s apparatus; 

(b) any modifications to Network Rail’s apparatus approved pursuant to those sub-

paragraphs must be carried out and completed by the undertaker in accordance with 

paragraph 5. 

(9) For the purpose of paragraph 9(a) any modifications to Network Rail’s apparatus under this 

paragraph are deemed to be protective works referred to in that sub-paragraph. 

(10) In relation to any dispute arising under this paragraph, the reference in article 51 

(arbitration) to the Secretary of State must be read as a reference to the President of the Institution 

of Engineering and Technology. 

11. If at any time after the completion of a specified work, not being a work vested in Network 

Rail, Network Rail gives notice to the undertaker informing it that the state of maintenance of any 

part of the specified work appears to be such as adversely affects the operation of railway 

property, the undertaker must, on receipt of such notice, take such steps as may be reasonably 

necessary to put that specified work in such state of maintenance as not adversely to affect railway 

property. 

12. The undertaker must not provide any illumination or illuminated sign or signal on or in 

connection with a specified work in the vicinity of any railway belonging to Network Rail unless 

it has first consulted Network Rail, and it must comply with Network Rail’s reasonable 

requirements for preventing confusion between such illumination or illuminated sign or signal and 

any railway signal or other light used for controlling, directing or securing the safety of traffic on 

the railway. 

13. Any additional expenses which Network Rail may reasonably incur in altering, 

reconstructing or maintaining railway property under any powers existing at the making of this 

Order by reason of the existence of a specified work must, provided that at least 56 days’ prior 

notice of the commencement of such alteration, reconstruction or maintenance has been given to 

the undertaker, be paid by the undertaker to Network Rail. 

14.—(1) The undertaker must— 

(a) pay to Network Rail all reasonable and proper costs, charges, damages and expenses not 

otherwise provided for in this Part (but subject to the provisions of this paragraph) which 

may be occasioned to or reasonably incurred by Network Rail by reason of— 

(i) the construction or maintenance of a specified work or the failure of such a work; or 

(ii) any act or omission of the undertaker or of any person in its employ or of its 

contractors or others whilst engaged upon a specified work; and 

(b) indemnify and keep indemnified Network Rail from and against all claims and demands 

arising out of or in connection with a specified work or any such failure, act or omission. 

(2) The fact that any act or thing may have been done by Network Rail on behalf of the 

undertaker or in accordance with plans approved by the engineer or in accordance with any 

requirement of the engineer or under the supervision of the engineer does not (if it was done 

without negligence on the part of Network Rail or of any person in its employ or of its contractors 

or agents) excuse the undertaker from any liability under sub-paragraph (1). 

(3) Network Rail must— 

(a) give the undertaker written notice of any such claims or demands as soon as reasonably 

possible after Network Rail become aware of any such claims or demands; 
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(b) not admit liability or make any offer to settle or settle or compromise any such claim or 

demand without the prior consent of the undertaker (which, if it withholds such consent, 

has the sole conduct of any settlement or compromise or of any proceedings necessary to 

resist the claim or demand); 

(c) take all reasonable steps to mitigate any liabilities relating to such claims or demands; and 

(d) keep the undertaker informed in relation to the progress of any such claims and demands 

and pay due regard to the undertaker’s reasonable representations in relation to them. 

(4) In no circumstances is the undertaker liable to Network Rail under sub-paragraph (1) for any 

indirect or consequential loss or loss of profits, save that the sums payable by the undertaker under 

that sub-paragraph include a sum equivalent to the relevant costs in circumstances where— 

(a) Network Rail is liable to make payment of the relevant costs pursuant to the terms of an 

agreement between Network Rail and a train operator; and 

(b) the existence of that agreement and the extent of Network Rail’s liability to make 

payment of the relevant costs pursuant to its terms has previously been disclosed in 

writing to the undertaker, 

but not otherwise. 

(5) Subject to the terms of any agreement between Network Rail and a train operator regarding 

the amount, timing or method of payment of the relevant costs in respect of that train operator, 

Network Rail must promptly pay to each train operator the amount of any sums which Network 

Rail receives under sub-paragraph (4) which relates to the relevant costs of that train operator. 

(6) The obligation under sub-paragraph (4) to pay Network Rail the relevant costs is, in the 

event of default, enforceable directly by any train operator concerned to the extent that such sums 

would be payable to that operator pursuant to sub-paragraph (5). 

(7) In this paragraph— 

“relevant costs” means the costs, direct losses and expenses (including loss of revenue) 

reasonably incurred by a train operator as a consequence of any restriction of the use of 

Network Rail’s railway network as a result of the construction, maintenance or failure of a 

specified work or any such act or omission as mentioned in sub-paragraph (1); 

“train operator” means any person who is authorised to act as the operator of a train by a 

licence under section 8 of the Railways Act 1993. 

15. Network Rail must, on receipt of a request from the undertaker, from time to time provide 

the undertaker free of charge with written estimates of the costs, charges, expenses and other 

liabilities for which the undertaker is or will become liable under this Part with such information 

as may reasonably enable the undertaker to assess the reasonableness of any such estimate or 

claim made or to be made pursuant to this Part. 

16. In the assessment of any sums payable to Network Rail under this Part, no account must be 

taken of any increase in the sums claimed that is attributable to any action taken by or any 

agreement entered into by Network Rail if that action or agreement was not reasonably necessary 

and was taken or entered into with a view to obtaining the payment of those sums by the 

undertaker under this Part or increasing the sums so payable. 

17. The undertaker and Network Rail may, subject in the case of Network Rail to compliance 

with the terms of its network licence, enter into, and carry into effect, agreements for the transfer 

to the undertaker of— 

(a) any railway property shown on the Works Plans and Land Plans and described in the 

Book of Reference; 

(b) any lands, works or other property held in connection with any such railway property; and 

(c) any rights and obligations (whether or not statutory) of Network Rail relating to any 

railway property or any lands, works or other property referred to in this paragraph. 

18. Nothing in this Order, or in any enactment incorporated with or applied by this Order, 

prejudices or affects the operation of Part 1 of the Railways Act 1993. 
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19. The undertaker must no later than 28 days from the date that the plans submitted to and 

certified by the Secretary of State in accordance with article 44 (certification of plans etc.) are 

certified by the Secretary of State, provide a set of those plans to Network Rail in the form of a 

computer disc with read-only memory. 

 



 

 8 

  

 



Richborough Connection Project – National Grid’s Responses to the Examining Authority’s Written Questions of 16/06/2016 

 

   

Final  July 2016 

 

 
 

Appendix K 
 

In support of Q.1.7.8 - 3rd December 2014 
Council Meeting Note 

  





Meeting Minutes 

 

 

1 
 

Our Ref  Issued By John Bevan 

Issue Number 1 Issue Date Monday 5
th
 January 2014 

Meeting Date Wednesday 3
rd

 December 2014 @ 11am Location National Grid Project Office, Innovation 

House, Discovery Park, Sandwich, CT13 

9ND 

Present at Meeting Emer McDonnell, Senior Consents Officer – National Grid (EMD) 

John Bevan, Consents Officer – National Grid (JB) 

Adrian Fox, Principal Planning Officer – DDC (AF) 

Steve Davies, Planning Officer – CCC (SD) 

Nicola Hancock, Principal Landscape Architect – TEP (NH) (Part 2 only)  

Anna Manthorpe, Landscape Architect – TEP (AM) (Part 2 only) 

Peter Bullen, Overhead Line Engineer – National Grid (PB) (Part 2 only) 

Ruth Childs, Landscape Officer - KCC (RC) (Part 2 only) 

Clive Alexander, Conservation Officer – DDC (CA) (Part 2 only) 

Nick Delaney, Principal Ecologist - DCC (ND) (Part 2 only) 

John Mabbitt, Historic Environment Consultant – Amec (JM) (Part 2 only) 

Caroline Gettinby, Ecological Consultant – Amec (CG) (Part 2 only) 

Apologies for Absence Cherry Aplin, Planning Officer – TDC 

Liz Shier, Senior Planning Officer – KCC 

Angela Marlow, Environmental Planning Advisor - Natural England  

Tim Owen, Partnership and Funding Officer - Kent Downs AONB  

Additional Distribution Steve Self, Lead Project Manager – National Grid  

Carl Simms, Consents Officer – National Grid  

Project Name Richborough Connection 

Subject  UPDATE MEETING AND ROUTE WORKSHOP WITH LOCAL AUTHORITIES  

 
PART 1 - 11.00 – 12.00 LA Meeting (EMD, JB, AF and SD only) 

Item No Item Actions  

1 Welcome  

EMD welcomed everyone and apologised for the delay in circulating the minutes 
from the meeting held 15

th
 October between the LAs and NG. All to review minutes 

and revert with any comments. 
 
AF updated progress on a number of other schemes including resolutions to grant 
for new Sainsbury’s and Waitrose supermarkets and new mixed use development 
at the Discovery Park all in the vicinity of the project. 
 

 
ALL 

2 Project Update 

EMD provided an update on the project including: 

 Route design and pylon choice progressing well  

 Formal s42/ s47 consultation due to commence in February 2015  

 Meetings with landowners continuing over the next couple of months  

 Limited meetings with statutory consultees since last meeting but planning 
to hold meetings during the formal consultation period 

 Have offered to meet prospective parliamentary candidates and met with 
two already  

 Surveys are principally complete for this year with winter bird surveys 
continuing 

 Bats and arboricultural surveys planned for next year  
 
EMD also provided an update regarding the project’s interaction with the proposed 
South East Water reservoir at Broad Oak.  

 South East Water are a statutory undertaker and landowner, the Broad Oak 
reservoir is within their Water Resource Management Plan recently 
approved by Defra 
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 Discussions are continuing and ongoing on the specific interactions 
between the two projects – including route alignment, tower locations, 
proposed construction of and landscaping mitigation associated with the 
reservoir and maintenance issues 

 Recently held tripartite meeting between South East Water, Natural 
England and NG 

 It is NG’s view that the two projects can co-exist and the preferred route will 
be published during the s42/ s47 consultation in the new year  

 A number of route options have been considered in this specific location 
and an appraisal of the options will be included within the consultation 
material  

 

3 PPA Update 
EMD stated that the PPA is ready to be signed by NG. 
SD advised that CCC legal section are uncomfortable taking the role of lead 
authority, this was mainly due to the lack of resources for the procurement exercise 
and concerns over liability should disputes occur between the Local Authorities. SD 
advised that they are still investigating this further. 
The option of KCC taking on the lead role (either as overall lead authority or solely 
for the procurement exercise) was also discussed. 
AF mentioned that he had provisionally spoken to KCC regarding this however he 
needed to discuss further and that it is likely that they may not wish to act as lead 
authority. 
EMD set out that NG would cover the legal costs associated with the procurement 
exercise so this should not be an issue. EMD also said that on another project the 
County Council had taken the lead on a PPA and that this was an option. 
SD stated that one of the key questions CCC had was who takes responsibility if 
there are differences between the councils or the procurement of contracts with 
selected consultants does not progress as envisaged. 
EMD suggested there were two key issues: 

1. Differences in positions or advice and maintaining the independence of the 
Local Authorities is a key principal of the PPA.  Where there are differences 
each of the Councils has the right to respond independently on any issue. 

2. The management of the contract will be undertaken by the project manager 
employed taking the majority of the administration of the PPA away from 
the Councils.  Liability associated with this is made clear in the MOU, buth 
this can be checked. 

 
All discussed the option of having separate PPAs for each authority and agreed it 
did not make practical sense to do this and would result in a duplication of work and 
resources.   
 
The following actions were agreed: 
 

 National Grid to review the letter of intent already circulated to ensure that it 
states that both  legal and procurement costs associated with the PPA will 
be covered  

 National Grid to review  the wording already included in the PPA to cover 
off the liability and differing positions issues discussed and update if any 
further working is required. 

 SD and his manger to continue discussing with their legal team and confirm 
NG will pick up the costs associated with the procurement  

 AF to speak to Liz at KCC about leading the PPA 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
EMD 
 
EMD 
 
SD 
 
AF 
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Subsequent to this discussion AF asked about the options should the PPA 
procurement not be complete prior to needing a response to the s42/ s47 
consultation.  AF asked if this could be a separate, mini tender process, probably 
just for ecology and landscape support.   
 
EMD stated that the separation of procurement would be agreeable to NG and that 
this is covered in the existing scope of works but highlighted that the MOU would 
need to be signed in advance.  
 

 
 
 
 

4 SOCC Update 

EMD informed all that the SOCC would be issued for formal consultation later in the 
week under the requirements of the Planning Act 
Under the Act NG are require to give the Local Authorities 28 days to comment 
however it was agreed by all that given this would fall over the Christmas break it 
would be extended until 14

th
 January.  EMD to issue SOCC (Post Meeting Note: 

This has now been issued). 
LAs to provide comments by 14

th
 January. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
LAs 

5 TEN-E Regulation  

EMD introduced the TEN-E Regulation which has the purpose of speeding up to 
consenting process for energy networks across the EU.  The Regulation places 
additional requirements on NG and PINS which although similar to the requirements 
of the Planning Act differ in some respects.    
 
Actions agreed: 
 

 EMD to provide meeting minutes between NG and PINS where the TEN-E 
Regulation was discussed 

 EMD to provide table of TEN-E Requirements and how they align with the 
Planning Act  

 EMD to notify LAs when PINS have accepted the project  

 EMD to provide more details on the TEN-E Regulation at the next update 
meeting  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
EMD 
 
 

6 Meetings/ plans update   

SD confirmed that the Canterbury Plan has now been submitted although no IP 
date confirmed yet. 
NG have offered all Parish Councils briefings on the project and so far have 
presented to Sandwich, Minster and Sturry. 
All agreed a meeting with LAs, NE, AONB and NG towards the beginning of the 
consultation period would be beneficial.    
AF suggested that setting up LA meetings now in the diary for the next six months 
would be useful to ensure attendance.   
All agreed the next meeting should be scheduled at the beginning of the 
consultation period and then monthly thereafter.  EMD to arrange. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
EMD 
 
 
 
 
EMD 
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PART 2 – 12.30 – 15.00 Route Workshop (All) 
 
Item No Item  Actions  

1 Overview route development  

EMD welcomed everybody and outlined the purpose of the meeting to review the 
route proposed for formal consultation (and any changes) following the publication 
of the Draft Route in May 2014 as a group and present the documents that will be 
published for the formal consultation.  
 
EMD presented background slides on the proposed route, elements of the project 
and the design changes made.  
 
EMD noted that the proposed route shown is currently not in the public domain but 
will be made available as part of the consultation in February.  EMD also noted 
that a final decision on pylon type has not yet been made; the decision and options 
considered will be provided as part of the consultation.  
 

 

2 Design changes and key environmental considerations  

Each of the route sections was then considered in turn aided by plans. 
 
For each section PB introduced the section design, followed by a consideration of 
the key landscape (NH), ecology (CG) and historic environment receptors (JM) 
and potential impacts. 
 

 

3 Section A 
PB introduced the route in this section, only minor changes have been made – 
alongside Greenbridge Park, adjacent to the landfill and around the proposed 
South East Water Broad Oak Reservoir.   
 
RC highlighted concerns regarding the removal of ancient hedgerows and asked 
how National Grid can secure the land rights needed for landscaping and planting. 
 
EMD answered that there were a number of ways to secure the necessary rights 
dependent upon the purpose of the landscaping and planting.  Where planting or 
landscaping is required as “mitigation”, deemed essential to make the project 
acceptable in planning terms, land rights will be sought through the DCO in 
addition to voluntary agreements between landowners and NG.  Where 
landscaping and planting is proposed as “enhancement” these rights cannot be 
compulsorily sought and therefore will only be deliverable subject to voluntary 
agreements between landowners and national grid.   
 
EMD also stated that the draft Requirements (essentially planning conditions) for 
the DCO will be included in the consultation documents published in February.  
However it should be noted that these are in draft outline form and will be 
developed further with input from statutory consultees prior to the DCO 
submission.   
 
CA noted that the proposed order limits lay within the Sturry Conservation Area 
and highlighted the requirement to preserve or enhance conservation areas.  CA 
also asked whether NG is discussing this matter with KCC archaeologists.  JM 
confirmed that NG are aware of the conservation area and are in ongoing 
discussions with KCC.   
CG highlighted statutory and non statutory sites in the route corridor, noting that 
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the route alignment does not directly affect the West Blean and Thornden Woods 
SSSI, but that associated works may result in some limited effects on it and other 
priority habitats. Dormice, great crested newts, reptiles and bats have all been 
recorded. Hobby nests in the vicinity.  
 

4 Section B 
PB introduced the route in this section, only minor changes have been made in 
this section with the route moving slightly south apart from by Nethergong Hill 
where the route has moved to the north to the other side of the pasture field near 
to the Nethergong Campsite. 
 
NH outlined that the key visual receptors in this section of the route was Tile 
Lodge Farm, properties at Chislet and Chislet Park Farm Cottages.   
 
There was a discussion regarding the consideration of PRoW in the PIER/ ES and 
how this is recommended in the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact 
Assessment (3

rd
 Edition).  ND wanted to ensure that the sensitivity of PRoW 

receptors were proportional to their use.  NH responded saying the long distance 
footpaths and other published routes, or those which pass through designated 
landscapes were considered to have a higher sensitivity and therefore weighted 
more heavily in the assessment.  The level of use is not generally a consideration 
although EM advised that consultants working for National Grid had undertaken 
some footpath monitoring on a number of footpaths in the area.   The outcomes of 
the survey would be considered further when drafting the ES landscape and visual 
impact chapters.  
 
JM introduced the key issues in relation to heritage including Tile Lodge Farm (and 
associated Conservation Area); Chislet Park and scattered finds along the Roman 
road.  
 
CG then explained that the key affected ecological feature in this Section is the 
Chislet Marsh, Sarre Penn and Preston marshes LWS, there are also a number of 
ancient hedgerows, and surveys have indicated the presence of dormice, great 
crested newts and water voles. Hobby and barn owl in the vicinity.   
 

 

5 Section C 

PB introduced the section highlighting minor changes made to the route alignment 
in summary the route has only moved slightly to the south.  
 
NH referenced the Wantsum Channel Area of High Landscape Value and the 
proximity to Sarre and Gore Street.   
 
CG discussed the continuation of the Chislet Marsh, Sarre Penn and Preston 
marshes LWS and the receptors associated with it.  Surveys indicate no GCNs in 
this or east in Section D.  The watercourses from here to the coast show signs of 
brackishness.  There is also ornithological interest in this area associated with the 
Thanet Coast and Stodmarsh SPAs and detailed consideration will be given to hen 
harrier and gadwall in particular.  Kingfisher present on site.  
 
JM indicated that the historic environment is more interesting and complex in this 
Section including a number of listed buildings, scheduled anglo saxon church and 
evidence of saxon activity to the south of Sarre.   
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CA asked about the potential for mitigation screening in relation to heritage assets.  
EMD responded saying this will be considered as part of the on-going assessment 
work but would require voluntary agreements with landowners.   
 
RC highlighted the need for heritage and landscape to be considered together 
during the assessments and planning mitigation.  
 

6 Section D 
PB introduced the changes to the route in this section.  The main change is 
moving the new line to the south as opposed to the north of the two existing 132kV 
lines.  The reason for this is a proposed solar farm near Richborough and 
confirmation from UKPN that they had no objections with a crossing location for 
the 400kV and 132kV to be down by Richborough. 
 
EMD added that this southern alignment also increased the distance from 
receptors in the north (such as at Minster and Monkton) and has not significantly 
decreased the distance to the Richborough Fort to the south which would be of a 
similar distance if routed to the north or south of the existing 132kV lines due to 
the changes made to the route to avoid the main part of the solar panel farm.  
CA asked if English Heritage had been consulted regarding this change.  EMD 
noted that whist they have not been consulted directly on the latest route they will 
be as part of the s42 consultation.  CA considered that the proximity to 
Richborough Fort and amphitheatre would be an important issue in the 
assessment. 
 
ND was concerned about the potential visual clutter in this section where the new 
line would cross the two 132kV lines.  EMD explained that the 132kV PY line 
which will remain in place would be undergrounded where it crosses the new line 
so will not be visible.  The PX route will be temporarily diverted whilst the new 
400kV line is constructed and then removed entirely as part of the removal of the 
PX route in its entirety.  AF noted that in this section there would be an overall 
reduction in the number of pylons.   
 
NH outlined that there are no landscape designations in Section D and limited 
close visual receptors however middle and long distance views would also be 
considered.   
 
JM explained that as well as the Richborough Fort there are a number of listed 
buildings and the church at minster.  There was also a discussion surrounding the 
viewpoints to be used which is included in the viewpoints section below.   
 
ND asked whether views from the sea or a seascape assessment had been 
undertaken.  RC mentioned that a Seascape Character Assessment was 
being undertaken between Dover and Dungeness as part of the ES funded 
NOSTRA project.  RC to provide to NH.  
 
NH said that whilst no specific seascape assessment had been undertaken, 
views from suitable receptors had been included.  ND agreed that a separate 
assessment would not be required but that views from coastal areas should 
be considered.  These coastal views, along with other longer distance views, 
would be agreed with consultees. 
 
CG outlined that there were relatively limited ecological receptors in this Section 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RC 
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with the exception of ornithology associated with Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay 
SPA and Stodmarsh SPA and the Ash Level and Minster Marshes LWS.  This will 
be covered in the HRA, discussions with Natural England and surveys are 
ongoing, with a key focus on golden plover as the only SPA cited species on site, 
albeit not in high numbers.  It is likely that some collision risk will be identified and 
bird diverters may be required in Section D.  Water voles are the prime terrestrial 
interest in this section and careful consideration will be given to the avoidance of 
significant effects on the ditch network from engineering works.  
 

7 Viewpoints – Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 

NH explained that plans showing the proposed locations for viewpoints for the 
photomontages and a schedule had been previously circulated for comment with a 
view to getting agreement by the end of January.  As per the guidance these 
include a range of distances from the route, range of sensitivities and range of 
effects both positive and negative.  A number of views are considered 
representative of a number of receptors.  NH explained that this was an 
opportunity to discuss the proposed viewpoints.  EMD explained that the 
photomontages are for the EIA only and will not be included in the PEIR. 
 
It was noted that Cherry Aplin (TDC) had kindly sent her comments on the 
viewpoints in advance of the meeting by e-mail to EMD as she was unable to 
attend. 
 
CA asked why they would not be included in the PEIR as this is what people would 
want to see. 
 
EMD explained that a virtual reality model will be made available at the s42/ s47 
public exhibitions which should allow the public to visualise what the development 
will look like from their own properties.  The verified photomontages will be 
included in the ES and are principally aimed at statutory consultees.   
 
There was a discussion about a number of additional viewpoints including one 
from Richborough Fort Amphitheatre and an additional view from the AONB from 
the road south of Lower Hardres.  NH explained that a large number of viewpoints 
would still be assessed however photomontages would only be undertaken at 
those shown on the plans circulated.  RC agreed with this approach and requested 
plans showing viewpoints assessed and those from which photomontages will be 
prepared to be circulated.  NH to re-circulate plans before Christmas. (Post 
Meeting Note – this has now been circulated) 
 
EMD requested that following this comments from all should be provided by the 
end of January.   
 
AF asked whether the photomontages would include both the 400kV and 132kV 
lines. 
 
NH noted that both lines and the removal of the PX line would be assessed but not 
currently in the photomontages as these will just show the final situation.   
 
All agreed that in certain locations it may be useful to have three images for a 
viewpoint – baseline photograph; project after one year (with both 400kV and 
132kV PX line shown); and project after 5 years (with the 400kV line shown once 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ALL 
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the PX line has been removed.  
 
EMD to take away to discuss as it may be appropriate for some views where it will 
make a material difference but will need to focus on potential significant impacts. 
   

EMD/NH 
 

8 Overview information to be published for formal consultation    
EMD then outlined the main documents that will be published in February as part 
of the s42/ s47 consultation: 

 Project News  

 Overview Report  

 Feedback Form  

 Preliminary Environmental Information Report, Non-technical Summary, 
Figures and Appendices  

 A large range of plans 

 Draft Development Consent Order and Explanatory Memorandum  

 Pylon Options Report and various other documents previously published 
 

EMD stressed that there will be a large volume of documents and comments on all 
documents are welcomed.  The consultation will begin in February and last for six 
weeks.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ALL 

10 AOB 

None 
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RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT EXAMINATION - FIRST ROUND WRITTEN QUESTIONS Q1.7.21

Amended Visual Assessment Entries - Section A
Note that all new text is underlined and deleted text is shown with a strikethrough

Ref No Receptor 
Type Receptor                          

 
Susceptibility 

to Change
Value  of view Receptor 

Sensitivity Baseline View Magnitude of Effect

PRoW within 1km
A1.F19 Public 

footpath
PRoWs that run between 
Herne Bay Road & Buckwell 
Farm

High Local Medium Baseline views from the southern end of CB58 from Popes Lane are across 
open fields north-west towards the PX route crossing the view in close 
proximity. CB58 runs under the PX route.  Views are screened to the north 
and become further screened to the east by Kemberland Wood.  As this 
PRoW emerges from the northern edge of Kemberland Wood views open 
out across the undulating landscape to the north. The PX Route is fully 
visible to the south-east on a higher ground level running east.
From Herne Bay Road end views are elevated to the east with some 
foreground screening provided by trees and vegetation surrounding some 
small fishing ponds. The PX route is clearly visible as it emerges from 
behind Kemberland Wood heading east. 3 no. pylons are visible from base 
with some backgrounding to lower parts by sloping agricultural land and the 
upper parts of 3 pylons behind Kemberland Wood visible against the sky. 
Footpaths CB57 & CB56 are elevated and run through open sloping 
farmland intermittently screened to the east by mature field boundary 
hedgerows.  Views from the western sections to the south are across the 
shallow wooded valley of the Sarre Penn towards rising arable farmland 
and the wooded ridgeline of Kemberland Wood.  The existing PX pylons are 
perceptible disappearing west behind Kemberland Wood.  There are open 
views to properties west along Herne Bay Road and east towards Buckwell 
Farm. The existing PX route is perceptible crossing the higher ground on 
the south side of the Sarre Penn Valley.  
From the eastern sections of CB57 & CB56 there are closer views south-
east across arable fields above the wooded valley. The existing PX Route is 
clearly visible from base on high ground. The view is extensive, particularly 
adjacent to Buckwell Farm which is on higher ground where the line 
recedes behind Kemberland Wood.  The PKC route pylons extending north 
from Canterbury are distantly visible on the horizon. 

During construction: Low adverse 
Effects during construction would be temporary and experienced for the short-term.   There would be localised near views 
of the construction of the new 400kV overhead line, particularly where the new 400kV overhead line crosses CB58 and a 
short section of this footpath would be closed.  The construction and dismantling activities including scaffolding, cranes, 
working areas and construction access roads would be visible towards PC11-PC15 and the PX Route crossing the Sarre 
Penn Valley. The 400kV overhead line and the PX route would be visible crossing the Sarre Penn Valley with the 400kV 
pylons appearing wider and slightly taller than the 132kV pylons in the view. A moderate proportion of these views would 
be affected by construction activities in the short term. The magnitude of effect would be low.

On completion: Low adverse
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be visible running parallel to the south of the PRoW crossing the Sarre Penn 
Valley and PC11 -15 pylons would appear larger in the views.  They would be closer in the view but set lower along the 
southern side of the Sarre Penn Valley. There would be backgrounding and some screening to the lower half of the pylons 
and would be visible across the skyline in views south, receding to the east.  There would be a permanent Maintenance 
Access used occasionally by maintenance vehicles to access PC12-PC15.   The PX Route would be removed from the 
view and the number of pylons evident in the sequential view across the valley would be reduced due to the greater span 
length of the 400kV overhead line.  There would be a low magnitude of effect in views due to the small proportion of the 
view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines.  

After 15 year: Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

A1.F20 Public 
footpath

PRoWs that runs east/west 
from Herne Bay Road to 
Calfs Wood past Woodlands 
Farm

High Local Medium Views are initially screened at Herne Bay Road junction by mature belts of 
trees either side of track becoming open across arable farmland beyond 
Woodlands Farm.  Views are towards the wooded higher ground on the 
southern side of the valley. The PX route is perceptible crossing the higher 
ground on the south side of the Sarre Penn Valley with pylons becoming 
more screened by intervening woodland with just the tops barely perceptible 
as they recede to the far east.

During construction: Low adverse
Views are largely screened by trees and topography.  Construction works would be for a short duration and visible in views 
south and east.  These views would include at-height works, scaffolding and cranes visible constructing the new 400kV 
overhead line and removing the PX Route, crossing the Sarre Penn Valley.  For most of the CB54A and CB54 receptors 
would experience a low adverse magnitude of effect for the short-term.

On completion: Low adverse
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be visible running parallel to the south of the PRoW crossing the Sarre Penn 
Valley and PC12-15 pylons would appear larger in the views.  They would be closer in the view but set lower along the 
southern side of the Sarre Penn Valley. There would be backgrounding and some screening to the lower half of the pylons 
and would be visible across the skyline in views south, receding to the east. There would be a permanent Maintenance 
Access used occasionally by maintenance vehicles to access PC12-PC15.    The PX Route would be removed from the 
view and the number of pylons evident in the sequential view across the valley would be reduced due to the greater span 
length of the 400kV overhead line.   There would be a low magnitude of effect in these views due to the small proportion of 
the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines.
 
After 15 year: Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

Receptor Sensitivity

Significance of Effect
During construction

(short-term)

Significance of Effect
On completion

(short and medium-
term)

Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)

Section A Page 1



RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT EXAMINATION - FIRST ROUND WRITTEN QUESTIONS Q1.7.21

Amended Visual Assessment Entries - Section A
Note that all new text is underlined and deleted text is shown with a strikethrough

Ref No Receptor 
Type Receptor                          

 
Susceptibility 

to Change
Value  of view Receptor 

Sensitivity Baseline View Magnitude of Effect

Receptor Sensitivity

Significance of Effect
During construction

(short-term)

Significance of Effect
On completion

(short and medium-
term)

Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)

Roads and rail within 1km
A1.R7 Main Road Herne Bay Road Low Local Low Travelling north along Herne Bay Road from the railway crossing at Sturry, 

views are contained by built form and roadside vegetation. North of Den 
Grove Wood views become open to the west with the PX route obliquely 
visible above  Broad Oak Farm Shop on the western side of the road  
receding to the west.  The PX line oversails the road and is a fleeting 
prominent feature. Views become open to the north west at Sweech Farm 
across arable farmland with glimpsed views of the ZY route in the distance. 
Views to the south-east across fields of the PX route pylons with upper 
parts visible above intervening trees. The road continues to fall in height 
towards the Sarre Penn and views are open and expansive to the west and 
limited to the east due to roadside vegetation. Tall hedgerows and trees 
contain views as the road gains elevation north of the Sarre Penn. There is 
a fleeting glimpse at the northern end of the road across adjacent fields to 
the south-east  towards the rising Kemberland woodland on the low 
ridgeline.  The PX route is barely perceptible.

During construction: Low adverse
Effects during construction would be temporary and experienced for the short-term.  There would be near views of  
construction and dismantling activities associated with the proposed 400kV overhead line and the PX Route where the 
routes cross over the road.  There would be views of access roads, scaffolding, cranes, working areas and 6 no. bellmouth 
junctions.  A long section of this road from the Sarre Penn to Broad Oak Farm shop will be subject to traffic regulation 
orders. Overall a moderate proportion of the view would be affected for a short duration. The magnitude of effect would be 
low. 

On completion: Low adverse
A short section of the new 400kV overhead line (PC10-PC9) would be visible to the north-west crossing lower land through 
the Sarre Penn Valley beyond open ground with some filtering by tall intervening Poplar trees. Views south from Calcott 
would have glimpsed filtered views with partial back grounding of the PC11-PC15 heading east in oblique views. There 
would be a permanent maintenance access used occasionally by maintenance vehicles to access PC11 from this road.  
The PX Route would be removed from these views and the number of pylons evident in this sequential view across the 
valley would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV overhead line.   There would be a low magnitude of 
effect in views due to the small proportion of the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape 
already influenced by overhead lines.

After 15 year:  Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

A1.R11 Railway Ramsgate to Canterbury Medium Local Medium West of Sturry rail side vegetation filter views and there are open views 
between gaps in the vegetation of rising land to the north including the ZV 
route passing over Lynne Wood.  The upper part of PX route pylons are 
visible above Den Grove Wood. There are also fleeting views of ZY route to 
the south approaching Canterbury substation between industrial units.  The 
conductors of the ZV route are momentarily visible as they cross over the 
line and the top of the PKC route terminal pylon is visible above rail side 
vegetation. The terminal pylons of the ZV and ZY routes are partly visible 
above intervening business units in close proximity to the south. The 
terminal pylon of the PKC route is visible from base in close proximity in 
front of Hales Place housing with the PX route partly visible as it runs over 
Hales Place.

During construction: Low adverse
In the short-term at height construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons, including scaffolding 
would be visible.  The 400kV overhead line (PC1-PC5) would be seen in context with the ZV and ZY routes as additional 
infrastructure between them and then heading north in front of the ZV route.  At-height works including cranes would be 
visible for a short duration above trees removing the PX route terminal pylons to the north and west. The magnitude of 
effect would be low due to the small proportion of the view temporarily altered by the works.

On Completion: Negligible
The greatest effect would be experienced from open views to the north from the section of line between the Broad Oak 
Crossing and Sturry. The PC1- PC5 would be introduced between the existing ZV and ZY route exiting the substation  
before heading north on rising ground in front of Lynne Wood west.  The PX route would be removed from these views, 
particularly from beyond Den Grove Woods and crossing Hales Place and the number of pylons evident in these transient 
views would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV overhead line. There would be a negligible magnitude 
of effect due to the very small proportion of the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape 
already influenced by overhead lines.  

After 15 year: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

Section A Page 2



RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT EXAMINATION - FIRST ROUND WRITTEN QUESTIONS Q1.7.21 

Amended Visual Assessment Entries - Section B
Note that all new text is underlined and deleted text is shown with a strikethrough

Ref No Receptor 
Type Receptor                          

 
Susceptibility 

to Change
Value  of view Receptor 

Sensitivity Baseline View Magnitude of Effect

Residential Properties within 1km

B1.H23 House Residential properties on 
Nethergong Hill. 2 storey 
semi-detached No's 1-6

High Local Medium Views from first floor windows with westerly aspect. Ground floor views 
have some screening from mature garden vegetation and trees. Views 
along the PX route are available with 10 pylons in the view receding into the 
distance. Lakeside Business Park is in the view with open valley and 
woodland beyond which provides some effective backgrounding.  

During construction: Low Adverse
Oblique middle distance views north west would include at-height works, cranes, construction areas and haul roads during 
the construction of the 400kV overhead line. Oblique near views north west would include at-height works, cranes, 
scaffolding, construction areas and haul roads in relation to the PX Route removal. A moderate proportion of the view 
would be affected for the short-term. There would be a low magnitude of effect. 

On completion: Low Adverse 
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into oblique views north-west but with less 400kV pylons visible 
(than the former PX Route) due to the greater spans lengths. They would be set on lower ground and further away in the 
view than the PX Route however, they would appear larger than the former PX Route pylons and would be partly 
backgrounded and intermittently screened by landform to the lower sections. The benefit of the removal of the PX Route 
from near views would not completely offset the effects of the proposed 400kV overhead line. There would be a low 
alteration to the existing view and a low magnitude of effect. 

After 15 year: Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

B1.H25 House Upstreet Farmhouse High Local Medium Upper storey and ground floor views are available from the gable to the 
north with oblique views north east where the PX Route is visible 3 no 
pylons in the view with lower sections backgrounded with a low magnitude 
of effect.

During construction: Low adverse
Middle distance views north and north east would include at-height works, cranes with glimpsed views of scaffolding of the 
400kV overhead line but set on lower ground (approx. 10 metres). Views of ground level activities would be limited by the 
screening effect of intervening landform. Near views north would include at-height works, cranes, construction areas and 
haul roads in relation to the PX Route removal. A moderate proportion of the view would be affected for the short-term. 

On completion: Low Adverse beneficial
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into these views to the north-east with less pylons visible (than the 
former PX Route) due to the greater spans lengths. They would be set on lower ground and on a similar east-west 
alignment to the PX Route.  The 400kV pylons would be further away in the view however, and they would appear larger 
smaller than the former PX Route pylons. There would be limited backgrounding to the proposed pylons. The removal of 
the PX Route would provide some beneficial effects. Overall there would be a low alteration to the existing view and a low 
and beneficial magnitude of effect, due to the small proportion of the view affected by the presence of familiar elements in 
the view at a greater distance than in the baseline situation.  

After 15 year: Low adverse beneficial
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse 
beneficial

Minor adverse 
beneficial

B1.H26 House Nethergong Hill, Upstreet High Local Medium There are views north across the valley from rear and gable windows but 
framing of views by garden vegetation. The PX line crosses the view and 
there is some limited backgrounding provided by topographical variation 
and wooded slopes. Views are available across to Chislet. 

During construction: Low adverse
Middle distance views north west would include at-height works, cranes, scaffolding, construction areas of the 400kV 
overhead line. Ground level activities would be screened from view by intervening landform. Near views north west would 
include at-height works, cranes,  scaffolding, construction areas and haul roads in relation to the PX Route removal. A 
moderate proportion of the view would be affected for the short-term with a low magnitude of effect. 

On completion: Low Adverse 
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into middle distance views north-west but with less 400kV pylons 
visible than the former PX Route due to the greater spans lengths. They would be set on lower ground (10 metres) 
compared to the PX Route and on a similar east-west alignment in middle distance however, they would appear larger than 
the PX Route but would be partly backgrounded and intermittently screened by landform to the lower sections. The benefit 
of the removal of the PX Route from near views would not be enough to completely offset the effects of the proposed 
400kV overhead line. There would be a low alteration to the existing view and a low magnitude of effect. 

After 15 year: Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

B1.H27 House 1-7 Island Road, Upstreet High Local Medium There are rear views north across the valley but with some framing of views 
by vegetation to garden boundary. The PX line crosses the view and pylons 
are partly backgrounded by the northern wooded slopes of the Sarre Penn 
valley. Views are available across to Chislet. 

During construction: Low adverse
At height construction activities would be seen crossing middle distance views to the north with the 400kV overhead line 
beyond the PX route and backgrounding to lower sections of pylons by topography and woodland blocks.  The upper 
sections of pylons would be seen against the sky. There would also be near views of at-height works, cranes, scaffolding, 
construction areas and haul roads in relation to the PX Route removal. A moderate proportion of the view would be affected 
for the short-term with a low magnitude of effect. 

On completion: Low Adverse 
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into middle distance views north-west with less 400kV pylons 
visible due to the greater spans lengths. They would be set on lower ground and on a similar alignment further away in the 
view however, they would appear larger than the PX Route. The proposed pylons would be partly backgrounded and 
intermittently screened by landform to the lower sections. There would be beneficial effects from the removal of the PX 
Route from near views. Overall there would be a low alteration to the existing view and a low magnitude of effect. 

After 15 year: Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

Receptor Sensitivity

Significance of Effect
During construction

(short-term)

Significance of Effect
On completion

(short and medium-
term)

Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)
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RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT EXAMINATION - FIRST ROUND WRITTEN QUESTIONS Q1.7.21 

Amended Visual Assessment Entries - Section B
Note that all new text is underlined and deleted text is shown with a strikethrough

Ref No Receptor 
Type Receptor                          

 
Susceptibility 

to Change
Value  of view Receptor 

Sensitivity Baseline View Magnitude of Effect

Receptor Sensitivity

Significance of Effect
During construction

(short-term)

Significance of Effect
On completion

(short and medium-
term)

Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)

B1.H28 House Residential properties on 
south side of Island Road

High Local Medium Framed views available towards PX Route from upper windows, lower 
storey view largely screened by roadside hedge. 

During construction: Low adverse
Middle distance views north would include at-height works and cranes of the 400kV overhead line. Ground level activities 
would be screened by intervening landform. Near views north would include at-height works, cranes, construction areas 
and haul roads in relation to the PX Route removal. There would be a low alteration to the existing view and a low 
magnitude of effect. 

On completion: Low adverse
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into middle distance views north-west with less 400kV pylons 
visible due to the greater spans lengths. They would set on lower ground and on a similar east-west alignment but further 
away in the view than the PX Route. They would appear larger than the PX Route and would be partly backgrounded and 
screened by landform to the lower sections. The removal of the PX Route would provide some beneficial effects and so 
overall there would be a low alteration to the existing view and a low magnitude of effect. 

After 15 year: Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

Views between 1 and 3km

B2.1 Road Mill Road, Hoath Low Local Low Elevated view is looking south from Mill Road across open arable fields 
across the Sarre Penn Valley. Fields are generally devoid of hedgerows 
allowing long views to the south. The PX Route is barely perceptible (fully 
backgrounded) crossing the southern slopes.  Canterbury industrial park is 
perceptible on the intermediate horizon, filtered by intervening field 
boundary trees closer in the view. 

During construction:  Low adverse                                                              
Effects during construction would be temporary and experienced for the short-term. There would be open views across 
fields where limited at height construction activities associated with the 400kV overhead line crossing the valley would be 
visible  in the distance. PX Route at height works associated with the dismantling will be barely perceptible due to 
backgrounded and distance. Ground level activities constructing the 400kV overhead line would not be seen due to 
screening by landform.   The magnitude of effect is low due to the relatively small proportion of the view affected.

On completion: Low Adverse 
The removal of the PX Route would be barely perceptible and therefore there would be negligible beneficial effects.  The 
proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into these views south with less 400 kV pylons visible due to the 
greater spans lengths. They would set on lower ground (approx 15m) and on a similar east-west alignment closer in the 
view and due to the differences in the topographical level between the receptor, only the upper sections of the side profiles 
of the pylons would be visible. There would be a low alteration to the existing view and a low magnitude of effect. 

After 15 year: Low adverse
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

B2.4 Public 
Footpath

Stour Valley Walk & 
Sustrans Route 1, 
Stodmarsh

High Regional High These views are from a relatively high point (27m) within this generally low-
lying area to the south-west of Stodmarsh looking north across the 
Stodmarsh National Nature Reserve towards the Hersden – Upstreet ridge 
with the PX route barely perceptible crossing the high ground. Canterbury 
industrial park is perceptible on this intermediate horizon and properties 
along the A28 within Hersden. There are also more distant views to the 
north west towards Canterbury where the existing PX, ZV and PKC routes 
can be seen crossing the high ground north of the city.  The PX Route is 
perceptible crossing higher ground along the Barton landfill site and 
crossing behind Sturry. The PX Route pylons are screened to the lower 
parts by Den Grove Wood/Hoades Wood and are partly visible against the 
sky.  The tops of the PKC Route are perceptible beyond as they head north.

During construction: Negligible
Effects during construction would be temporary and experienced for the short-term. There would be very limited views 
north of the at height construction of the proposed 400kV overhead line beyond the Hersden - Upstreet ridge. At height 
construction activities including a temporary diversion for dismantling of the PX route would be perceptible against the sky 
in views to the north-west towards the Barton landfill site.  Very distant glimpses of the upper half of the 400kV angle 
pylons would be discernible crossing Broad Oak in front of the PKC Route.  Construction activities would be barely 
discernible at a distance of 4km and overall the presence of an additional overhead line in this area would not be 
noticeable given the presence of existing lines within baseline views.  The magnitude of effect would be negligible due to 
the small alteration to existing views. 

On Completion: Negligible
There would be very limited views north of the upper sections of the pylons to the proposed 400kV overhead line beyond 
the Hersden - Upstreet ridge. This distant view would also alter to include the upper half of the proposed 400kV pylons 
beyond the landfill site views to the north-west. The proposed 3 No. angle pylons west of Broad Oak would be perceptible 
in the context of a view already containing the ZV, PX and PKC Routes. The proposed 3 No. angle pylons would be appear 
to be taller but fewer pylons would be visible behind the PX Route before crossing out of view to the east of Broad Oak as 
they follow a 20m lower contour.  Overall the landform will screen the majority of the pylons on higher ground behind Sturry 
resulting in a negligible effect. 

After 15 year: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as operational effects.

Negligible Negligible Negligible
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PRoW within 1km
C1.F1 PRoW CB103A, Wantsum Walk High Regional High The footpath (and bridleway) takes a broadly south west - north east route 

across the Chislet Marshes over 1km from the PX route.  It is within the 
Wantsum Channel AHLV.  The path is tree lined and so some views are 
filtered.  Between the trees, views are wide ranging across flat 
marsh/grazing and arable land.  PX pylons are seen in sequence across the 
marshland in the distance with upper sections viewed against the sky.  The 
horizon line is formed by landform with the higher ground at St Nicholas at 
Wade (to the east), Sarre windmill, trees and woodland forming 
components of the view.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works would be partially visible in the distance in generally filtered views to the south, east and 
west.   Where views are more open, between the trees, vehicle movements on haul roads may be evident and the 
dismantling of the PX route will be seen in the distance, taking place beyond the proposed 400kV overhead line.  The 
backgrounding of low level activities will make these activities less visible.  The magnitude of effect would be low due to 
the small alteration to the view and the introduction of elements already present in the view.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX line is removed from the view.  The 400kV overhead line will be more prominent in views than the PX line was, due 
to it being nearer to the receptor and because pylons are larger, however there will be fewer pylons in the view due to the 
greater span length of the 400kV overhead line.   The closest pylon (PC29) will be 745m from the footpath; this is at the 
western end of the path.   Views from the path are determined by the trees along side the path and the available views out 
to the south are limited.  The assessment applies to those sections of the path from which there are open views.  From 
other locations the view would not be affected by the proposed development.   Overall, there would be a negligible effect 
due to the very small proportion of the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons, in a landscape already 
influenced by overhead lines.     

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C1.F2 PRoW CB126 local footpath High Regional High The footpath takes a broadly east-west route across the Chislet Marshes 
between Chitty and Sarre.  It is within the Wantsum Channel AHLV.  Views 
are open and wide ranging across flat marsh/grazing and arable land.  The 
footpath is broadly parallel to the PX route, 1km to its north and the pylons 
are seen in sequence across the marshland with the lower section 
backgrounded by vegetation and upper sections viewed against the sky.  
The horizon line is formed by landform and vegetation with Wall End Farm 
and traffic moving on the A28 visible.  Higher ground at St Nicholas at 
Wade, Sarre windmill, trees and woodland are components of the view.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works would be visible from the receptor in views to the south, east and west.   There is little 
vegetation to filter or intercept the view.  Vehicle movements on haul routes and laydown areas will be evident and the 
dismantling of the PX route will be seen in the distance, taking place beyond the proposed 400kV overhead line.  The 
backgrounding of low level activities will make these activities less visible.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to the 
small alteration to the view and the introduction of elements already present in the view.

On Completion: Low adverse
The PX line is removed from the view.  The 400kV overhead line will be more prominent in views than the PX line was, due 
to it being nearer to the receptor and because pylons are larger, however there will be fewer pylons in the view due to the 
greater span length of the 400kV overhead line.   The closest pylon (PC29) will be 500m from the footpath; this is at the 
western end of the path, at Chitty.  There would be a low magnitude of effect in middle distance views due to the small 
proportion of the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead 
lines.  

After 15 years: Low adverse
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

C1.F3 PRoW CB124 local footpath along 
the Sarre Penn

High Regional High The footpath takes a broadly east-west route across the Chislet Marshes, 
alongside the Sarre Penn.  It is within the Wantsum Channel AHLV.  Views 
are open and wide ranging across flat marsh/grazing and arable land.  The 
footpath is broadly parallel to the PX route, some 500m to its north and the 
pylons are seen in sequence across the marshland with the lower section 
backgrounded by vegetation and upper sections viewed against the sky.  
The horizon line is formed by landform with Wall End farm and traffic 
moving on the A28 visible.   Farm machinery and vehicles use tracks in 
close proximity to the footpath.

During Construction: Moderate adverse at the western portion, low adverse at the eastern portion
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the receptor in near and middle distance views to the south, east and 
west.   There is little vegetation to filter or intercept the view,  but backgrounding of lower height activities, such as vehicle 
movements on haul routes and laydown areas, will help make these activities slightly less visible.   The low level 
temporary diversion works associated with the PX route will be generally obscured from view by existing trees in the 
vicinity of Old Road and Sarre Ferry Cottage.   At height works associated with the dismantling of the PX line will be visible 
in the distance, beyond the 400kV overhead line.    From the eastern end of the footpath the magnitude of effect will be 
generally low due to the small alteration to the view and a degree of backgrounding.   At the western end of the footpath the 
user would experience moderate adverse effects due to the partial alteration to the view and the introduction of prominent 
elements in the view.

On Completion: Moderate adverse at the western portion, low adverse at the eastern portion
The PX line is removed from the view .  There will be fewer pylons in the view but the  400kV overhead line will be more 
prominent in near and middle distance views, due to it being nearer to the receptor and because pylons are larger.   The 
closest pylon (PC29) will be 80 m from the western end of the footpath.  From this end of the footpath there will also be an 
angle pylon (PC28) positioned 290m from the footpath, partially backgrounded against Puddleduck Woods.  A permanent 
maintenance access road  runs parallel to the western end of the footpath on the opposite side of the Sarre Penn and will 
be used by occasional maintenance vehicles.   From the eastern end of the footpath an angle pylon (PC33) and a standard 
height lattice pylon (PC34) will both be 340m south of the footpath.   From the western end of the footpath the magnitude of 
effect would be moderate due to the partial alteration to the view and the introduction of prominent elements in the view.  
From the eastern end of the footpath where the receptor is further away from the overhead line the magnitude of effect 
would be low due to a smaller portion of the view affected by the proposed development and the introduction of features 
that are already present in the view.

After 15 years:  Moderate adverse at the western portion, low adverse at the eastern portion
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Moderate adverse Moderate adverse Moderate adverse

Receptor Sensitivity
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(short-term)
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Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)
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C1.F5 PRoW EE42 local footpath, with a 
short section of it forming the 
Saxon Shore Way (EE29)

High Local medium This footpath follows the meandering course of the Great Stour, along its 
southern bank.  Views are generally open and wide ranging with some 
riverside vegetation filtering some views.  The PX line is visible crossing the 
view, pylons backgrounded in part by the higher ground at Monkton and 
Sarre.  There is less backgrounding where the line crosses between Sarre 
and Upstreet with the lower lying Chislet Marshes beyond.   Vegetation 
alongside the railway screens the base of the pylons.  The distance 
between the footpath and the PX line varies along the route, between 370m 
at Cut End and 1.3km at Plucks Gutter.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be partially visible from the footpath, with activities backgrounded by vegetation and 
landform.   The 400kV overhead line will be seen crossing the view on a closer alignment and broadly parallel with the 
existing PX route.   The distance between the footpath and the proposed 400kV overhead line varies along the route, 
between 300m at Cut End and 950m at Plucks Gutter.  The temporary diversion works to the west of Sarre will not be 
visible due to intervening vegetation and structures.  The temporary diversion of the PX route and the permanent diversion 
of the PY route will be visible in the distance to the north east, partially backgrounded by landform and vegetation.  Haul 
routes and laydown areas will be evident where they cross the flat marshland.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to 
the small proportion of the middle and distant view altered by the presence of additional features already present in the 
view.

On Completion: Low adverse
The PX line is removed from the view.  The 400kV overhead line will be closer to the footpath than the PX line was and.  
There will be fewer pylons in the view although they will be larger and more prominent in the view.   Where the path is in 
closest proximity to the 400kV overhead line existing trees provide a high degree of screening, adjacent to the river 
meander and the railway line at Cut End.  The overall magnitude of effect will be low due to the small proportion of the view 
altered and the introduction of features already present in the view.

After 15 years: Low adverse
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

C1.F6 PRoW TE26 local footpath High Local medium There is an open view to the north from this footpath that runs along the 
north bank of the Great Stour.  Views are panoramic and stretch from 
Upstreet in the west towards Richborough in the east.  The higher ground at 
Thanet provides the horizon line.   The PX and PY lines are visible crossing 
along the valley floor with upper sections of pylons seen against the sky.  
Where the pylons are backgrounded by topography and woodland they are 
less distinct in the view.  The cluster of pylons is visible in the distance 
where the PY line diverges to the north, south of Gore Street.  

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the footpath, with activities backgrounded by vegetation and landform.  
The 400kV overhead line will be seen crossing the view on a closer alignment and broadly parallel with the existing PX 
route.   The distance between the footpath and the proposed 400kV overhead line varies along the route, between 390m at 
its western end and 1km east of Plucks Gutter.  The temporary diversion of the PX route and the permanent diversion of 
the PY route will be visible in the distance to the north east, partially backgrounded by landform and vegetation.  Haul 
routes and laydown areas will be evident where they cross the flat marshland.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to 
the small proportion of the middle and distant view altered by the presence of additional features already present in the 
view.

On Completion: Low adverse
The PX line is removed from the view and the clustering effect of the PX and PY lines south of Gore Street is removed from 
the view.   The 400kV overhead line will be closer to the footpath than the PX line was.  There will be fewer pylons in the 
view although they will be larger and more prominent in the view.  The clustering of pylons where the PY route is diverted 
on to low height lattice pylons will be visible in the distance, backgrounded by topography and vegetation. The overall 
composition of the view will not change.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small proportion of the view altered 
and the introduction of features already present in the view.

After 15 years: Low adverse
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

C1.F7 PRoW TE 194, TE 227 & TE 10 High Local medium This footpath runs to the north of Sarre along field edges with short local 
views to the west and north.  There are no views to the south from most of 
this footpath due to landform and tree screening.  Only where it joins the 
A253, Ramsgate Road, are there long views to the south across the Sarre 
Marshes.  Several spans of the PX route are visible crossing in the middle 
and distant view.

During Construction: Low adverse
At-height works would be partially visible  during the construction and dismantling of pylons, but only from the western end 
of this elevated footpath.  Low level activities and vehicles on haul roads would also be partially visible in the middle and 
distant view to the south east.   Backgrounding is provided by the flat marshland across which the route passes.  The 
magnitude of effect would be low due to the small proportion of the view altered by the works and the small portion of the 
footpath from which views of the works are available.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX line is removed from the view.  The 400kV line would be partially visible crossing the marshland on a more distant 
alignment, with pylons spaced further apart.  The lower sections of pylons will be backgrounded against the marshland with 
upper sections seen against the sky.   The number of pylons visible will be reduced.  The magnitude of effect will be 
negligible due to the very low alteration to the existing view with and the presence of fewer but taller pylons on a more 
distant alignment.

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible
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C1.F8 PRoW TE27 / TE24, local footpaths High Local medium Generally there are open views from these footpaths as they cross the flat 
marshland although sections of the path are hedged. Views are panoramic 
and stretch from Upstreet in the west to Richborough in the east.  Looking 
north the higher ground at Thanet provides the horizon line.  Looking south, 
the North Kent Downs are visible in the distance.    The PX and PY lines are 
visible crossing the valley floor to east and west with upper sections of 
pylons seen against the sky.  Where the pylons are backgrounded by 
topography and woodland they are less distinct in the view.  A cluster of 
pylons is visible where the PY line diverges to the north, south of Gore 
Street.  Where the footpath is oversailed by the PX and PY lines and where 
the path is in closer proximity to the existing infrastructure the pylons form a 
larger component of the view.  The northern end of the footpath route 
passes through woodland and views are curtailed.   Similarly when in 
proximity to the Monkton Reservoir, landform curtails views from the 
footpath to the south east.

During Construction: Moderate adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the footpath, along the proposed route of the 400kV overhead line, to 
east and west.  Haul routes and laydown areas will be evident.  Scaffolding to either side of Gore Street and adjacent 
drainage ditches will be visible.  From the southern portion of the footpath the works associated with the  temporary 
diversion of the PX route and the permanent diversion of the PY route will be visible in the middle distance, to the east.   
The PX route dropping onto a series of 10m high wooden poles and the PY route dropping onto low height lattice structures 
passing to either side of a 400kV standard height lattice pylon (PC43).  A section of the footpath will be temporarily closed 
to accommodate the works.   The magnitude of effect will be moderate due to the partial alteration to the view and the 
introduction of prominent elements in the view.

On Completion: Low adverse
The PX route will be removed from the view and will no longer oversail the footpath in the vicinity of the pet cemetery.  The 
clustering effect of the PX and PY routes south of Gore Street is removed from the view.   The 400kV overhead line will be 
on an alignment south of the PX route and will oversail the footpath south of Marsh House and the railway line.  There will 
be fewer 400kV pylons in the view, including angle pylons in the view, although they 400kV pylons will be larger and will 
appear so in near views, with bird diverters visible on the earth wire on spans between PC41 - PC43.  The permanent 
diversion of the 132kV route will be visible from the southern portion of the footpath but will be screened from the northern 
portion by the embankment of the Monkton Reservoir.  A permanent maintenance access road will run parallel with a short 
section of the footpath, giving occasional vehicular access to PC41.  The overall composition of the view will not change 
and the magnitude of effect will be low, given the introduction of familiar elements into the view and the small proportion of 
the view altered.

After 15 years: Low adverse
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Moderate adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

C1.F9 PRoW TE25 local footpath High Local medium There is an open view to the north from this footpath that runs alongside a 
drainage channel.  Views are panoramic and stretch from Sarre in the west 
to Richborough in the east.  The higher ground at Thanet provides the 
horizon line and a backdrop.   The PX and PY route are visible crossing 
along the valley floor in the middle distance with upper sections of pylons 
seen against the sky.  The cluster of pylons is visible where the PY route 
diverges to the north, south of Gore Street.  

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the footpath, with activities backgrounded by vegetation and landform.  
The 400kV overhead line will be seen crossing the view on a closer alignment, on average 550m from the footpath.  The 
temporary diversion of the PX route and the permanent diversion of the PY route will be visible in the middle distance to the 
north east, partially backgrounded by landform and vegetation.  Haul routes and laydown areas will be evident where they 
cross the flat marshland.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small proportion of the middle and distant view 
altered by the presence of additional features already present in the view.

On Completion: Low adverse
The PX line is removed from the view and the clustering effect of the PX and PY lines south of Gore Street is removed from 
the view.   The 400kV overhead line will be closer to the footpath than the PX line was, with bird diverters visible on the 
earth wire on spans between PC41 - PC43.  There will be fewer 400kV pylons in the view although they will be larger and 
more prominent in the view.  The clustering of pylons where the PY route is diverted on to low height lattice pylons will be 
visible in the distance, largely backgrounded by topography and vegetation. The overall composition of the view will not 
change.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small proportion of the view altered and the introduction of features 
already present in the view.

After 15 years: Low adverse
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

Roads and rail within 1km
C1.R1 main road A28, Island Road between 

Upstreet and Sarre
Low Regional Low The A28 between Upstreet and Sarre is generally an open road with views 

to north and south.   The road passes through the Wantsum Channel AHLV. 
Between Upstreet and Wall End there are wide ranging views across the 
Stour Valley to the south with the North Kent Downs visible in the distance.  
There are arable fields to the north with the PX line crossing the view.  
During summer months arable crops curtail views to the north.  As the road 
approaches Sarre it is hedged and views are filtered or screened.  The PX 
line oversails the road but this is not a prominent feature due to the height of 
the adjacent roadside hedgerows.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the road in views to the north.  The construction of the 400kV 
overhead line will be seen beyond the PX route, at a distance of between 750m and 350m, the line nearing the receptor as 
the traveller approaches Sarre.  The temporary diversion of the PX route will be visible west of Sarre, where scaffolding will 
also be visible where the 400kV and PX lines oversail the road.  Haul routes and laydown areas will be evident and a 
temporary bell mouth junction will be constructed east of Wall End to allow construction vehicle access.  Some tree and 
hedgerow removal will be required to facilitate the construction of the bell mouth and the haul road access point where Old 
Road meets the A28 and this will open up views of the works from the A28.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to the 
low alteration to a small proportion of the existing view with the introduction of features already present in the view.

On Completion: Low beneficial
The PX line is removed from the near view.  The 400kV overhead line will be visible crossing the view further away to the 
north and running generally parallel obliquely to the road.  West of Sarre the line comes closer to the road and oversails it.  
There will be fewer 400kV pylons in the view and although they will be larger they will be but generally significantly further 
away from the receptor.  Existing hedgerows are retained and vegetation removed to facilitate temporary accesses will be 
reinstated; hedgerows will therefore continue to provide filtering and screening of the overhead line.  North of Wall End the 
overhead line crosses along lower contours and the pylons become less evident in the view from the road.  Permanent 
maintenance access will utilise existing farm access tracks at Wall End Farm.  The magnitude of effect will be low and 
beneficial due to the small alteration to the view and the presence of fewer but larger pylons further away in the view; a 
view in which pylons were already a prominent feature.

After 15 Years:  Low beneficial
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor beneficial Minor beneficial
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C1.R2 main road A253, Ramsgate 
Road/Canterbury Road

Low Local Low The A253 between Sarre and Monkton is an elevated and open road with 
panoramic views to the north and south.  There are wide ranging views 
across the Stour Valley and Ash Level to the south and south east.  There 
are views across arable land to the north with development at St Nicholas at 
Wade and the glasshouses at Thanet Earth visible on more distant higher 
ground to the north.  The PX line is visible to the south running parallel to 
the road with pylons generally backgrounded by landform and vegetation.  
Where the PX and PY lines converge near Gore Street and then run in 
parallel towards Richborough, numerous pylons are visible in the distance.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from this elevated road in views to the south.  The construction of the 
400kV overhead line will be seen beyond the PX route, at a distance of around 600m; views will be backgrounded by the 
Marshes and low level activities partially screened from view by the vegetation growing alongside the railway.  Haul routes 
and laydown areas will be evident and a temporary construction access will be formed where Mile Road meets the A253.  
The construction of the temporary wooden pole PX diversion and the construction of the permanent low height lattice 
pylons for the PY diversion will be visible as a cluster of structures in the distant view.  They will be backgrounded by 
vegetation on the Monkton Marshes and partly filtered by intervening vegetation.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to 
the low alteration to a small proportion of the existing view with the introduction of features already present in the view.

On Completion: Low beneficial
The PX line is removed from the view.  The 400kV overhead line will be visible further south running generally parallel to 
the road and beyond the railway line.  There will be fewer 400kV pylons in the view and although they will be larger they 
will be but significantly further away from the receptor.  They will be partly backgrounded by topography and vegetation.  
Intervening vegetation will be retained and will continue to provide ground level screening to some pylons.   The permanent 
diversion of the PY route will be visible in the distance as a cluster of low height lattice supports, backgrounded to a large 
extent.  The magnitude of effect will be low and beneficial due to the small alteration to the view and the presence of fewer 
but larger pylons further away in the view; a view in which pylons were already a prominent feature.

After 15 Years:  Low beneficial
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Minor beneficial Minor beneficial

C1.R3 local road The Street, Gore Street Medium Local Medium Where the road is hedged views are screened or filtered.  There are 
sections of the road which are not hedged and where there are open views 
across the flat marshland. Views are open and panoramic with views 
towards Upstreet in the west and to Richborough in the east.  Looking north 
the higher ground at Thanet provides the horizon line.  Looking south, the 
North Kent Downs are visible in the distance. The PX and PY lines are 
visible crossing the valley floor to east and west with upper sections of 
pylons seen against the sky.  Where the pylons are backgrounded by 
topography and woodland they are indistinct in the view.  A slight clustering 
of pylons is visible where the PY route diverges to the north.  Where the 
road is oversailed by the PX line and where it is in closer proximity to the 
existing infrastructure the pylons form a larger component of the view.

During Construction: Moderate adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the road, looking along the proposed 400kV overhead line to east and 
west.  Scaffolding will be visible where the 400kV overhead line and the PX line oversail the road.   PC41 will be 
constructed in close proximity to the road, approximately 100m to the east.  Haul routes and laydown areas will be evident.  
A bell mouth access will be constructed just to the north of the gas pressure reducing station and this will be used for 
construction of the 400kV line and dismantling of the PX line.   The construction of the temporary wooden pole PX diversion 
and the construction of the permanent low height lattice pylons for the PY diversion will be visible from some parts of the 
road; it will be seen as a cluster of structures in the distant view, partly backgrounded and partly filtered by intervening 
vegetation.  The  magnitude of effect would be moderate due to the proximity of the works and the proportion of the view 
altered by the works.

On Completion: Low adverse
The PX line is removed from the view and the clustering effect of the PX and PY lines south of Gore Street is also removed 
from the view.  The 400kV line will be on an alignment south of the PX route and will oversail the road south of the railway 
line and  Marsh House.  There will be fewer 400kV pylons in the view, including angle pylons in the views, although they 
400kV pylons will be larger and will appear more prominent in near views, with bird diverters visible on the earth wire on 
spans between PC41 - PC43.  PC40 will benefit from partial screening by existing woodland when travelling north along 
the road.    The permanent diversion of the PY route will be visible in the middle distance and will be seen as a cluster of 
low height lattice supports, backgrounded to a large extent.  Occasional vehicles using permanent maintenance roads to 
the west (Mile Road) and one to the east of the road will be visible.   The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small 
proportion of the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer 400kV pylons in a landscape already influenced by 
overhead lines.  The overall composition of the view will not change.

After 15 Years:  Low adverse
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Moderate adverse Minor adverse Minor adverse

Community Receptors within 1km
C1.C1 Church and 

church yard
Church of St Mary 
Magdalena, Monkton Street, 
Monkton
listed building

Medium Regional Medium Church is well enclosed and views from the church yard are generally 
screened by mature trees and vegetation.  There are glimpse views through 
and above the trees to the south where the upper sections of  PX and PY 
pylons are visible against a distant backdrop of the North Kent Downs.

During Construction: Negligible
At height works may be glimpsed in the distance.   There are significant quantities of vegetation to filter and intercept view 
of the works and to screen low level activities.  The magnitude of effect will be negligible due to the very low alteration to 
the existing view and the long distance between the receptor and the proposed development.  

On Completion: Negligible
The PX line is removed from glimpsed views.  The 400kV overhead line may be slightly more prominent in views due to the 
larger pylons but will still be effectively filtered by intervening vegetation.   The standard height lattice pylons, PC 42 and 
PC43, would be glimpsed in the distance.  The permanent diversion of the PY line on low height lattice structures would be 
screened from view by intervening structures and vegetation.   The magnitude of effect will be negligible due to the very 
small proportion of the view altered by the presence of fewer, taller pylons.  The overall composition of the view will not 
have changed.

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as the operational effects.

Negligible Negligible Negligible
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Residential Properties within 1km

C1.H3 house Chantry Park, Sarre medium Regional medium This receptor is a development of recent 2/3 storey detached houses. It is 
anticipated that the edge properties could have 1st and 2nd floor 
partial/filtered views to the south west with the PX line glimpsed in the 
middle distance. 

During Construction: Low adverse
Filtered 1st and 2nd floor views south west would include at-height works and cranes over trees in the middle distance 
during construction and during the PX Route dismantling.   The temporary diversion of the 132kV would be generally 
obscured from view by intervening trees and hedgerows.  The magnitude of effect would be low due to the small proportion 
of the view altered by the works and the introduction of features which are already present in the view.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX route is removed from the view.  The  proposed 400kV overhead line crosses the oblique view to the south-west, at 
a similar distance from the receptor with taller but fewer pylons present in the view.  The closest pylon would be PC35 
which would be 660 m away.  The magnitude of effect would be low negligible due to the very small proportion of the view 
altered and the introduction of features which are already present in the view.

After 15 years:  Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as those during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C1.H4 house Cedar House, The Willows, 
Old Road, Sarre. 

High Regional High Residential properties on the south west edge of Sarre. Views are from the 
ground and first floor curtailed by lines of trees with the PX route visible to 
the south west above and beyond hedgerows and trees in the middle 
distance.   There is no view of the PX line to the south east.

During Construction: Low adverse
Filtered 1st floor views south west would include at-height works, cranes and glimpsed views during construction. 
Glimpsed views of scaffolding during the dismantling of the PX Route.  It is unlikely that the low height wooden poles 
associated with the temporary diversion of the PX line would be visible due to the screening effect of intervening 
vegetation.  The magnitude of effect would be low due to the small proportion of the view affected by the works and the 
introduction of features already present.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX route is removed from the view.  The  proposed 400kV overhead line crosses the view to the south, further away 
from the receptor with taller but fewer pylons present in the view.  The closest pylon would be PC36 which would be 540 m 
away.  The magnitude of effect would be negligible low due to the very small proportion of the view altered and the 
introduction of features which are already present in the view.  

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as those during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C1.H5 house Elm's Cottages, No's 1-4 
Island Road, Sarre

medium Regional Medium Partial views available intercepted by vegetation and buildings. To the south 
east the top of the PX route is visible beyond Elms Farm Business Centre. 

During construction: Negligible
Heavily filtered view south may include glimpses of at-height works and cranes during construction of the 400kV overhead 
line, and similarly during dismantling of the PX Route.  Low level views of haul roads and scaffolding will not be available.  
The effect will be negligible due to the very low alteration to the existing view.

On Completion: Negligible
The 400kV overhead line is on similar alignment but father away in the view than the PX Route was with taller but fewer 
pylons glimpsed beyond intervening buildings and vegetation at a distance of over 500m away.  The effect will be 
negligible due to the very low alteration to the existing view.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as those during operation.

Negligible Negligible Negligible

C1.H10 houses Hazeldene, Millview, Rose 
bungalow, Tollgate Cottage. 
Mill House

High Regional High Land rises up to the east, obscuring views of Gore Street.  First and ground 
floor views of gently rolling fields and lines of trees. There are long views 
across the valley floor with filtered views of 3 PX pylons in the middle 
distance. Views are also available towards the double row of132kV pylons 
to the south east.   The clustering of pylons where the PX and PY route 
diverge are visible in the distance. 

During Construction: Low adverse
Filtered views south where at-height works and cranes would be perceptible during construction.  The proposed 400kV 
overhead line would be visible beyond the railway and its associated vegetation screening low level activities (590m 
away).  At-height works, cranes and haul roads would be perceptible during the dismantling of the PX Route (300m away).  
The magnitude of effect would be low due to the small proportion of the view altered by the presence of additional features 
already present in the view.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX Route is removed from the middle distance view.  The new 400kV overhead route would be further away in the 
view, although pylons would be taller they would appear as familiar elements within the view with less pylons visible due to 
the greater span length and  trees screening the base of pylon PC41.  The PY route would remain in the distant view.   
Permanent maintenance access roads would be visible in the distance, used by occasional maintenance vehicles.  The 
effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view affected by fewer but taller pylons, located at a 
greater distance from the receptor.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

Section C Page 9



RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT EXAMINATION - FIRST ROUND WRITTEN QUESTIONS Q1.7.21

Amended Visual Assessment Entries - Section C
Note that all new text is underlined and deleted text is shown with a strikethrough

Ref No Receptor 
Type Receptor                          

 
Susceptibility 

to Change
Value  of view Receptor 

Sensitivity Baseline View Magnitude of Effect

Receptor Sensitivity

Significance of Effect
During construction

(short-term)

Significance of Effect
On completion

(short and medium-
term)

Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)

C1.H11 house Gore Court, Gore Street High Local Medium The property has a south east aspect and elevated views down and across 
the Minster Marshes.   There are some poplar trees which filter views 
towards the PX and PY lines.  The PY line crosses the view at a distance of 
250m to the south east.  The PX line is 470m to the south.

During Construction: Low adverse
Filtered views to the south east would include at height works and cranes during construction of the 400kV overhead line 
and dismantling of the PX route, with possible views of scaffolding over the railway in the distance.    Vegetation along the 
railway will filter views of low level activities including vehicles on haul roads.  The temporary diversion of the PX route on 
low height wooden poles would be largely screened from view at a distance of 800m beyond the railway.  The permanent 
diversion of the PY route on low height lattice pylons would be glimpsed in the distance (1.2km away) with filtering 
provided by woodland and localised topography (Monkton reservoir bunds).  The magnitude of effect will be low due to the 
small proportion of the view affected and the high degree of filtering and backgrounding.

On completion: Negligible
The PX Route is removed from the view.   The new 400kV overhead route would be further away in the view,  with fewer 
pylons appearing taller but as familiar elements in the view.  The PY route would remain in the view reducing the 
magnitude of effect of the new 400kV line.    The upper sections of permanent diversion pylons would be glimpsed in the 
distance, filtered and backgrounded.  The effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view affected by 
the presence of additional, but familiar elements in the distant view.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C1.H12 houses Properties at Gore Street High Regional High Trees and hedgerow screen and limit views to the south and west from 
Gore Street Farm Cottages, with partially open views to the North.  Partial 
views of the PX route are likely from first floor windows.  Views from the 
Listed property are largely screened by garden vegetation.    A single storey 
property with dormer windows has filtered views to the south.

A bungalow with south facing French doors has open, slightly elevated, 
ground level views to the south with 5-6 spans of the PX and PY route 
available, pylons half back grounded by the valley floor.   upper sections 
seen against the sky.  Intermittent trees and scrub break up the 
expansiveness.   The divergence of the PY route is in the existing view.

During Construction: Low adverse
Filtered views south would include at height works and cranes during construction of the 400kV overhead line and 
dismantling of the PX route, with possible views of scaffolding over the railway, road and drainage channels in the middle 
distance.  Traffic on haul roads would be perceptible in oblique south west views.  The temporary diversion of the PX route 
on low height wooden poles would be largely screened from view at a distance of 750m beyond the railway.  The 
permanent diversion of the PY route on low height lattice pylons would be glimpsed in the distance with filtering provided 
by woodland and trees.  The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small proportion of the view affected and the high 
degree of filtering and backgrounding.

On completion: Negligible
The PX Route is removed from the near view.   The new 400kV overhead route would be further away in the view,  with 
fewer pylons appearing taller but as familiar elements in the view.   The PY route would remain in the view reducing the 
magnitude of effect of the new 400kV line.    The upper sections of permanent diversion pylons would be glimpsed in the 
distance, filtered and backgrounded.  The effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view affected by 
the presence of additional, but familiar elements in the middle and distant view.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C1.H16 house Wall End Farm cottages High Regional High Two properties on the A28 with views to the north and south.   The receptor 
is within the Wantsum Channel AHLV.  There are wide ranging views 
across the Stour Valley to the south with the North Kent Downs visible in the 
distance.  There are arable fields to the north on gently undulating land with 
the PX line crossing in the near view.  Garden planting and nearby trees 
provide some low level filtering and screening but the PX pylons are clearly 
visible against the sky.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the receptor in views to the north,  particularly dismantling of the PX 
route which is in close proximity.  Vehicle movements on haul routes and working areas will be evident but partially 
screened by garden boundary planting.  At height works associated with the construction of the proposed 400kV overhead 
line will be visible across the view in the distance.   The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small alteration to the 
existing view and the short term presence of additional but familiar structures in the distant view.

On Completion: Low beneficial
The PX line is removed from the near view.  The new 400kV overhead line will be visible across the view, in the middle 
distance.   The closest pylon is PC30 which is a standard suspension pylon positioned 640m from the receptor.  There will 
be fewer 400kV pylons in the view although they will be larger and will be seen against the sky, but would not appear as 
tall in the view, as , tThe new 400kV overhead line will be significantly further away from the receptor than the PX line was 
in the baseline situation.  Existing farm tracks will be used for maintenance access, with occasional use by maintenance 
vehicles.  It is assumed that garden vegetation and existing hedgerows and trees will be retained and will continue to 
provide low level filtering and screening.  The magnitude of effect will be low and beneficial due to the small proportion of 
the view affected by the presence of larger but fewer familiar elements in the view at a greater distance than in the baseline 
situation.  

After 15 Years: Low beneficial
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Minor beneficial Minor beneficial
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C1.H17 house Wall End Farmhouse (listed 
building)

High Regional High The property is a listed building and is within the Wantsum Channel AHLV.  
The property is oriented east-west and has substantial garden tree planting, 
some of which is mature.  It is assumed that there are glimpse and filtered 
views to the north towards the PX line with 1 or 2 pylons partially visible in 
the near view.  Large agricultural buildings would be prominent in that view 
and would provide some screening to the north east.  Views to the south are 
filtered and screened by mature garden planting.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the receptor in views to the north,  particularly dismantling of the PX 
route which is in close proximity.  Vehicle movements on haul routes and working areas will be evident but partially 
screened by garden boundary planting.  At height works associated with the construction of the proposed 400kV overhead 
line will be visible across the view in the distance.   The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small alteration to the 
existing view and the short term presence of additional but familiar structures in the distant view.

On Completion: Low beneficial
The PX line is removed from the near view.  The new 400kV overhead line will be visible across the view, in the middle 
distance.   The closest pylon is PC30 which is a standard suspension pylon positioned 610m from the receptor.  There will 
be fewer 400kV pylons in the view although they will be larger structures and will be seen against the sky, but would not 
appear as tall in the view, as Tthe new 400kV overhead line will be significantly further away from the receptor than the PX 
line was in the baseline situation.  Existing farm tracks will be used for maintenance access, with occasional use by 
maintenance vehicles.  It is assumed that vegetation and existing hedgerows and trees will be retained and will continue to 
provide low level filtering and screening.  The magnitude of effect will be low and beneficial due to the small proportion of 
the view affected by the presence of larger but fewer familiar elements in the view at a greater distance than in the baseline 
situation.  

After 15 Years: Low beneficial
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Minor beneficial Minor beneficial

Businesses within 1km

C1.B1 Agricultural Wall End Farm, Island Road Low Regional Low Agricultural premises on the A28 with views to the north and south the 
marshes.   The receptor is within the Wantsum Channel AHLV.  There are 
wide ranging views across the Stour Valley to the south with the North Kent 
Downs visible in the distance.  There are arable fields to the north on gently 
undulating land to the north-west with the PX line crossing to the east in 
near views.

During Construction: Low adverse
Ground level and at height works will be visible from the receptor in views to the north,  particularly dismantling of the PX 
route which is in close proximity.  Vehicle movements on haul routes utilising the farm access track and laydown areas will 
be evident  close to the receptor.    At height works associated with the construction of the proposed 400kV overhead line 
will be visible across the view in the middle distance.   The magnitude of effect will be low due to the small alteration to the 
existing view and the short term presence of additional but familiar structures in the distant view.

On Completion: Low beneficial
The PX line is removed from the near view.  The new 400kV overhead line will be visible across the view, in the middle 
distance.   There will be fewer 400kV pylons in the view although they will be larger structures and will be seen against the 
sky., but would not appear as tall in the view, as Tthe new 400kV overhead line will be significantly further away from the 
receptor than the PX line was in the baseline situation.  Existing farm tracks will be used for maintenance access, with 
occasional use by maintenance vehicles.  The magnitude of effect will be low and beneficial due to the small proportion of 
the view affected by the presence of larger but fewer familiar elements in the view at a greater distance than in the baseline 
situation.  

After 15 Years: Low beneficial
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Minor beneficial Minor beneficial

Views between 1 and 3km

C2.1 Houses, 
PRoW and 
rural lane

Wantsum Walk long 
distance trail, North Stream, 
between Grays and 
Marshside

High Regional High North Stream (the name of the lane) follows the edge of the Chislet 
Marshes from where there are long open views across flat marshland and 
ditches to the east and south.  There are a number of residential properties 
along the lane with an easterly aspect.  Substantial garden planting filters 
some views.  There is scattered scrub and occasional trees in the fore and 
mid ground.  Woodland on slightly elevated land around Sarre, Gore Street 
and Monkton create the horizon line.  The PX route is visible with the upper 
sections of pylons visible breaking the skyline.  The PY route is also visible 
in the very distant view.

During Construction: Low adverse
Short term effects arise from sequential and distant views of at height construction activities between Sarre and Upstreet.  
Traffic moving along access roads may be partially visible from some footpaths in the area but scattered scrub and 
occasional trees filter views; construction traffic will not appear entirely out of place as traffic moving on the A28 is evident 
in the view.  The 400kV overhead line will be seen crossing the view, in front of the PX route with the upper sections of 
pylons visible against the sky.  Low height construction activities associated with the temporary diversion of the PX route 
will be largely filtered from view by intervening vegetation.    Overall, the magnitude of effect would be low due to the 
distance of view and the small proportion of the view affected by the change. 

On Completion: Negligible
The 400kV line would be evident in the distant view but the development would not be inconsistent with the baseline 
situation.  The visible pylons would be taller in the view than the existing PX route but fewer of them due to the greater 
span length of the 400kV line.  The effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view altered by larger 
but fewer pylons in a view where pylons were previously present.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible
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C2.2 PRoW Wantsum Walk on the east 
side of the Chislet Marshes, 
west of St Nicholas at Wade

High Regional High Open views to the south are across arable fields towards the settlement of 
Sarre.  Sarre windmill is distinguishable on the near horizon.  The land 
continues to fall from this receptor to the south towards Chislet Marshes.  
Roadside trees along the A28 form a block of woodland  extending from the 
windmill to the south-west.  One pylon of the PY Route is perceptible to the 
east.  The PX Route is visible above the intervening belt of trees to the 
south with the upper parts breaking the skyline, with some backgrounding. 

There are also views to the south-west across the Chislet Marshes and the 
rising wooded landscape towards Upstreet in the far distance. There is 
some filtering to these views  by waterside trees along Wade Marsh stream. 
The tops of the PX Route are barely perceptible.

During Construction: Low adverse
Short term effects arise from sequential and distant views of at height construction activities to east and west of Sarre.  
Traffic moving along access roads may be partially visible from some footpaths but scattered scrub and occasional trees 
filter views;  it is unlikely that construction traffic would be visible at this distance.  The 400kV overhead line will be seen 
crossing the view, with the upper sections of pylons visible against the sky.  Low height construction activities associated 
with the temporary diversion of the PX route will be largely screened from view by intervening vegetation and landform.    
Overall, the magnitude of effect would be low due to the distance of view and the proportion of the view affected by the 
change.  

On Completion: Negligible
The 400kV line would be taller evident in the distant view but the development would not be inconsistent with the baseline 
situation.  The visible pylons would be taller but fewer of them due to the greater span length of the 400kV line.  The effect 
would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view altered by larger but fewer pylons in a view where pylons 
were previously present.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C2.3 PRoW Wantsum Walk long 
distance trail and bridleway 
south of St Nicholas at 
Wade

High Regional High Open views to the south and south west.  Foreground arable fields with few 
distinguishing features in the view.  The A253 forms the horizon line to the 
south with the windmill at Sarre and woodland visible in the middle of the 
panorama in the middle distance.   Views extend across the Chislet 
Marshes to Upstreet and Chislet Church.  Buildings at the Lakeside 
International Business Park are also visible in the far distance.  The PX 
pylons are  visible with upper sections seen against the sky.  The PX route 
disappears from view as it passes south of Sarre. 

During Construction: Low adverse
Short term effects arise from distant views of at height construction activities to the east of Sarre.  Traffic moving along 
access roads may be partially visible from some footpaths in the area but scattered scrub and occasional trees filter views; 
construction traffic will not appear entirely out of place as moving traffic is evident elsewhere in the view.  The 400kV 
overhead line will be seen crossing the view, with the upper sections of pylons visible against the sky.  Low height 
construction activities will be largely screened from view by intervening vegetation and landform.    Overall, the magnitude 
of effect would be low due to the distance of view and the small proportion of the view affected by the presence of 
additional, familiar elements in the distant view.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX route would be removed from the distant view.  The 400kV line would be taller evident in the distant view but the 
development would not be inconsistent with the baseline situation and the pylons visible would be taller but fewer of them 
due to the greater span length of the 400kV line.   The effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the 
view altered by larger but fewer pylons in a view where pylons were previously present.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C2.4 road Canterbury Road (A28), 
Orchard Lane junction, St 
Nicholas at Wade.

Sustrans route 15 follows 
Orchard Lane

Low Local Low Wide open, elevated views to the south.  Foreground arable fields with the 
trees at Gore Street providing a prominent feature in the view.  The windmill 
at Sarre, wooded hills and the A253 are visible in the middle distance to the 
south east.  The North Kent Downs are seen in the background.  The PY 
route is clearly visible crossing the view to the east.  The PX pylons are also 
visible although generally backgrounded by landform.  This view is similar 
to that experienced by residential properties with a south easterly aspect, 
on the Canterbury Road.

During Construction: Low adverse
Short term effects arise from distant views of at height construction activities to the east of Sarre.  Traffic moving along 
access roads may be partially visible from some footpaths but scattered scrub and occasional trees filter views; 
construction traffic will not appear entirely out of place as moving traffic is evident elsewhere in the view.  The 400kV 
overhead line will be seen crossing the view, with the upper sections of pylons visible against the sky.  Low height 
construction activities will be largely screened from view by intervening vegetation and landform.    Overall, the magnitude 
of effect would be low due to the distance of view and the small proportion of the view affected by the presence of 
additional elements already present in the distant view.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX route would be removed from the distant view.  400kV line would be evident in the distant view but the 
development would not be inconsistent with the baseline situation, although and the pylons visible would be taller but fewer 
of them due to the greater span length of the 400kV line.   The effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of 
the view altered by larger but fewer pylons in a view where pylons were previously present.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

C2.5 PRoW Stour Valley Walk, Saxon 
Shore Way long distance 
trails, Red Bridge, Grove 
Ferry Road

High Regional High Open views to the north and north east across the River Stour, and over a 
wide, flat landscape with hedgerows dividing large fields.  Several spans of 
the PX route are visible crossing the view in the distance, with pylons visible 
predominantly against the sky.  The PX route becomes obscured from view 
where it passes behind trees and woodland to the north west.  Traffic on the 
A28 is also visible. 

During Construction: Low adverse
Short term effects arise from sequential and distant views of at height construction activities to the north and north east.  
Traffic moving along access roads is not likely to be visible due to intervening vegetation.  The 400kV overhead line will be 
seen crossing the view to the north east, with the upper sections of pylons visible against the sky.  Low height construction 
activities associated with the temporary diversion of the PX route will be screened from view by intervening vegetation and 
landform.    Overall, the magnitude of effect would be low due to the distance of view and the small proportion of the view 
affected by the presence of additional pylons in a view where pylons are already present.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX line would be removed from the distant view.  The 400kV line would be evident in the distant view where it crosses 
to the south of Sarre, on a slightly closer alignment than the PX line was.  The 400kV pylons visible would be taller but the 
overhead line would not be inconsistent with the baseline situation and the pylons visible would be taller but fewer of them 
due to the greater span length of the 400kV line.  The effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view 
altered by larger but fewer pylons in a view where pylons were previously present.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible
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C2.6 PRoW, rural 
lane

Sustrans route 1, Blue 
Bridge, Grove Road 

High Regional High Much of Grove Road is hedged so views are available only for short 
sections where gaps in hedges allow.  Where there are views, they are long 
and wide ranging to the north west, north and north east across a wide, flat 
landscape with hedgerows dividing large fields.  The Little Stour river is a 
prominent foreground feature.    Several spans of the PX route are visible 
crossing the view in the distance.  Traffic on the A28 is also visible.  The PX 
route becomes obscured from view where it passes behind trees and 
woodland to the north west.

During Construction: Negligible
Short term effects arise from sequential and distant views of at height construction activities to the north and north east.  
Traffic moving along access roads may be partially visible but scattered scrub and occasional trees filter views; 
construction traffic will not appear entirely out of place as moving traffic is evident elsewhere in the view.  The 400kV 
overhead line will be seen crossing the view, with the upper sections of pylons visible against the sky.  Low height 
construction activities associated with the temporary diversion of the PX route will be screened from view by intervening 
vegetation and landform.    Overall, the magnitude of effect would be negligible due to the distance of view and the 
proportion of the view affected by the change.  

On Completion: Negligible
The PX line would be removed from the distant view.  The 400kV overhead line would cross the view in the distance with 
upper sections viewed against the sky.  The view would not be inconsistent with the baseline situation although the pylons 
visible would be taller there would be fewer of them due to the greater span length of the 400kV line.  The effect would be 
negligible due to the very small proportion of the view altered by larger but fewer pylons in a view where pylons were 
already present.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Negligible Negligible Negligible

C2.9 Main Road A299, north west of Monkton 
Roundabout

Low Local Low The road is slightly elevated and so views are wide ranging and long 
distance to the south and south west.  Arable and pasture fields are in the 
foreground with some hedgerows and scrub vegetation at field boundaries.   
The North Kent Downs form the distant horizon with the lower lying marshes 
out of site beyond Monkton and Sarre.  The PY route is in close proximity 
and oversails the road, 750m north west of the Monkton Roundabout.   The 
PX route is just visible crossing the view 1.5km to the south.  Lower 
sections of the PX pylons are obscured by intervening landform and 
vegetation, and the upper sections are just discernible against the sky.

During Construction: Negligible 
Short term effects arise from very distant views of at height construction activities to the south.   The 400kV overhead line 
will be seen crossing the distant view, with the upper sections of pylons visible against the sky.  Lower sections of pylons 
will be obscured from view by intervening landform and vegetation.  Low height construction activities will be screened 
from view by intervening vegetation and landform.    Overall, the magnitude of effect would be negligible due to the 
distance of view and the very small proportion of the view affected by the presence of additional elements already present 
in the very distant view.

On Completion: Negligible
The PY route would remain in the near view.  The PX route would be removed from the distant view.  The 400kV line would 
be evident in the distant view but the development would not be inconsistent with the baseline situation and t. The pylons 
would be visible against the sky, and slightly taller in the view but fewer of them due to the greater span length of the 
400kV line.   The effect would be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view altered by larger but fewer pylons 
in a view where pylons are already present.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Negligible Negligible Negligible

Valued views beyond 3km

C3.1 main road A299 Thanet Way Low Local Low There are very few views to the south from the A299 due to screening 
landform and vegetation but at the western edge of Section C just where the 
road crosses several water courses including North Stream and the River 
Wantsum there are long, open views to the south east across the Chislet 
Marshes.  The PX route is discernible in the distance crossing the flat 
marshland and the upper sections of pylons are viewed against the sky.

On Construction: Negligible
At height works associated with the construction of the 400kV overhead line and the dismantling of the PX line will be just 
discernible in the distance with ground level works effectively screened by intervening scrub and hedgerows.  The 400kV 
overhead line will be slightly closer to the receptor and will be taller than the PX line but the viewing distance of 3km will 
render the change as insignificant.  The overall effect will be negligible due to the very small proportion of the view affected 
and the presence of additional elements in the view while are already present.

On Completion: Negligible
The PX route would be removed from the very distant view.  The 400kV line would be slightly closer and pylons taller but 
fewer of them due to the longer span length.  The pylons would be evident in the distant view but the scale of change from 
the existing view would be barely perceptible.  The magnitude of effect would be negligible.

After 15 Years: Negligible
Lifetime effects are the same as during operation.

Negligible Negligible Negligible
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PRoW within 1km
D1.F8 footpath 

TE36
PRoW to east of Marsh 
Farm Water Treatment 
Works

High local Medium There are limited views from this footpath due to adjacent hedgerow and 
scrub vegetation filtering and screening views.  However, from the southern 
end of the path, adjacent to the River Stour, there are wide and open views 
across the Ash Level to the east and south.  The view is of flat arable and 
grazing land with lines of trees and tree groups forming the distant horizon 
line.  The PX and PY pylons lines are visible crossing the levels seen 
predominantly against the sky.  They are a repetitive element in the view 
and in the far distance to the east the wind turbine and communication 
masts can be seen.

During construction: generally Negligible with a short section of Moderate adverse
From the majority of the path receptors will not experience views of construction activities due to the screening effect of 
vegetation.  From the southern end of the path adjacent to the River Stour construction activities, including at height works 
and construction traffic using the access roads would be visible in the near view and in the middle and distant view across 
the flat open landscape.    The 400kV overhead line and the PX and PY routes would be visible crossing the Ash Level with 
the 400kV pylons appearing nearer, wider and slightly taller than the 132kV pylons.   The short-term magnitude of effect 
would be negligible due to the limited visibility from the majority of the route with a short section of moderate magnitude 
where the path is in close proximity to the works and where there is a partial alteration to the view with the introduction of 
additional prominent elements in the view. 

On completion: Negligible
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be visible parallel to the existing PY Route crossing the Ash Level and pylons 
would appear nearer, taller and wider in the view.  The PX Route would be removed from the view and the number of 
pylons evident in the sequential view across the marshes would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV 
overhead line.  There would be a low negligible magnitude of effect due to the very small proportion of the view altered by 
the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.

Negligible  Negligible Negligible

D1.F9 footpath 
TE35

PRoW to west of Marsh 
Farm Water Treatment 
Works

High local Medium There are occasional views from this footpath (track) due to adjacent 
hedgerow and scrub vegetation filtering and screening views.  There is an 
open view for a short section at the northern end of the path where views 
area available towards the west with the PX and PY routes running 
obliquely and in parallel across the view.  From the southern end of the 
path, as the path approaches the River Stour, there are  open views across 
the Ash Level to east, south and west.  The view is of flat arable and 
grazing land with lines of trees and tree groups forming the distant horizon 
line.  The PX and PY pylons lines are visible crossing the Level seen 
predominantly against the sky.  They are a repetitive element in the view 
and in the far distance to the east the wind turbine and communication 
masts can be seen.

During construction: part Negligible and part Moderate adverse
Where views are available construction activities, including at height works and construction traffic using the access roads 
would be visible in the near view and in the middle and distant view across the flat open landscape.  The temporary bridge 
crossing would be a new and unfamiliar element in the near view to the south west.  The 400kV overhead line and the PX 
and PY routes would be visible crossing the Ash Level with the 400kV pylons appearing nearer, wider and slightly taller 
than the 132kV pylons.   From those sections of the path where views are available, the short-term magnitude of effect 
would be moderate due to the partial alteration to the view with the introduction of additional prominent elements in the 
view.  Where there are no views or only glimpsed views of the works there would a negligible magnitude of effect.

On completion: Negligible
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be visible parallel to the existing PY Route crossing the Ash Level and pylons 
would appear nearer,  taller and wider in the views.  The PX Route would be removed from the view and the number of 
pylons evident in the sequential view across the marshes would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV 
overhead line.   The northern end of the PRoW would be a permanent Maintenance Access used occasionally by 
maintenance vehicles.  There would be a low negligible magnitude of effect due to the very small proportion of the view 
altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines.  

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.

Negligible  Negligible Negligible

Receptor Sensitivity

Significance of Effect
During construction

(short-term)

Significance of Effect
On completion

(short and medium-
term)

Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)
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Sports and recreation facilities within 1km

Roads and rail within 1km
D1.R5 Railway Ramsgate to Canterbury Medium Local Medium Traveling from Ramsgate to Canterbury in a westerly direction views are 

transient and varied; sometimes open and sometimes curtailed.  The 
railway line is within a well vegetated cutting a it leaves Ramsgate 
screening all views out.  Once out of cutting, views are generally contained 
by vegetation which occasionally allow views south towards the PX, PY & 
PHA routes in the vicinity of Richborough Substation. The pylons are mostly 
visible, half backgrounded and screened at the base, sometimes glimpsed 
through gaps in rail side vegetation.  Heading towards Minster views open 
out  with the PX and PY Routes becoming clearer in the middle distance.   
At Minster views south are screened by a thick belt of trees, with 
intermittent glimpses through gaps in rail side vegetation.   As the railway 
heads west, to the south of Monkton, there is intermittent vegetation which 
filters and sometimes screens views of the  PX and PY routes and which 
are now in the middle distance view.  The railway runs through a short 
section of cutting south of Monkton limiting views.  The railway line and the 
132kV lines converge towards the western end of Section D where the 
pylons are clearly visible in the near view.

During construction: Low adverse
In the short-term construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons, including scaffolding, views of 
haul road traffic and working areas would be partly visible, backgrounded by topography and vegetation.  Where the 
receptor is closer to the construction activities the works would be more prominent but views are transient and short term.  
The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as additional infrastructure on taller supports,
closer and in parallel.  The diversion works associated with the 132kV lines would be prominent in the view at the western 
end of Section D.  Generally The magnitude of effect would be low due to the proportion of the view temporarily altered by 
the works and the introduction of features which are already present.

On Completion: Negligible
The greatest effect would  be experienced from the very western end of Section D where the railway line is in close 
proximity to the 400kV overhead line and the 132kV diversion.  Lesser effects would be experienced from the section of 
line east of Minster and south of Monkton where the additional infrastructure would be seen (filtered) in the middle 
distance.  The proposed 400kV overhead line would be closer and parallel to the existing PY Route across the Ash Level 
and pylons would appear taller and wider in these views.  The PX Route would be removed from the view.  The number of 
pylons evident in the transient views across the Ash Level would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV 
overhead line.  At the very western end of Section D the receptor would experience a low magnitude of effect due to the 
diversion works and standard height PC Route pylons, but overall, there would be a negligible effect on railway users due 
to the very small proportion of the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already 
influenced by overhead lines.

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.       

        

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

D1.R6 Railway Sandwich to Ramsgate 
railway line

Medium Local Medium Travelling from Sandwich to Ramsgate, views are mostly screened by 
mature trees. The windmill at Sarre is briefly glimpsed. The PHA Route is 
intermittently visible to the west across the Ash Level. The PX Route is not 
perceptible until close to where it oversails the railway.  Here views open 
out above low sparse hedgerows lining the railway along the parallel lines 
of the PX and the PY Routes to the west, also allowing fleeting glimpses 
north.  As the railway heads east at the junction with the Canterbury to 
Ramsgate line a greater extent of the PX and PY Routes become 
perceptible across the Ash Level receding to the west, with the double 
pylons mostly visible and partly backgrounded.   As the train enters 
Ramsgate views are briefly contained by vegetation, occasionally allowing 
views south towards the PX, PY & PHA Routes exiting Richborough 
substation.  The pylons are mostly visible, half backgrounded and filtered at 
the base. The railway line enters a well vegetated cutting as it approaches 
Ramsgate containing all views out.

During construction: Low adverse
In the short-term at height construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons, including scaffolding 
would be backgrounded by topography and vegetation and would be generally indistinct.  The 400kV overhead line would 
be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as additional infrastructure on taller and wider supports in parallel.  The 
magnitude of effect would be low due to the proportion of the view temporarily altered by the works.

On Completion: Negligible
The greatest effect would be experienced where views are open to the south-west from the section of line south of Durlock 
(Minster)  and from a section of the branch line as it turns to the east.  The proposed 400kV overhead line would be 
introduced closer and parallel to the existing PY Route across the Ash Level receding west and would appear taller and 
wider in these views.  Bird diverters would be glimpsed on the earth wire on spans between PC51 - PC60.  Views closer to 
Ramsgate would also alter to include the standard height lattice pylon (PC60).  The PX Route would be removed from the 
view.  The number of pylons evident in these transient views across the Ash Level would be reduced due to the greater 
span length of the 400kV overhead line. There would be a negligible magnitude of effect due to the very small proportion of 
the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.       

        

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

Residential Properties within 1km

D1.H11 House Orchard House
No. 3 Sherriffs Court Lane

Medium Local Medium There are no views from the ground floor of this property or from the garden 
due to boundary hedges and trees.  It is assumed that there are views to the 
south west from first floor windows, with partial views of the PX and PY 
lines obliquely crossing in the distant view.  Some mid distance trees and 
railway line vegetation filter the view with the pylons being partly 
backgrounded.  There is no view of the 132kV lines to the south east from 
this property.  Views to the north are partially open (poplar trees, open at 
the base) with views of houses on Monkton Street visible in the middle 
distance.

During construction: Low adverse                                                                  
In the short-term at height construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons would be partially visible 
from first floor windows crossing the view to the south west in the middle distance, beyond the railway and intervening 
vegetation.  The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as additional infrastructure on 
taller supports crossing the middle distance view.   The closest 400kV pylon would be PC46 at a distance of 820m.  The 
132kV diversion works would be partially visible at a distance of 1.25km.  The magnitude of effect would be low due to the 
small proportion of the view temporarily altered by the works.  

On completion: Negligible   
From first floor windows, the proposed 400kV overhead line would be seen slightly closer and parallel to the existing PY 
Route across the middle distance view and pylons would appear slightly taller in the view.  The PX Route would be 
removed from the view and the number of pylons evident in the view would be reduced due to the greater span length of 
the 400kV overhead line.  Sherrifs Court Lane would be a permanent Maintenance Access and therefore used occasionally 
by maintenance vehicles.  There would be a negligible effect  due to the very small proportion of the view altered by the 
presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.    

Minor adverse negligible negligible
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Businesses within 1km

D1.B2 Agricultural/li
ght industry

Workplace receptors at 
Sherriffs Court Farm
Agricultural and industrial 
units 1 and 2 (Able 
Fabrications)

Low Local Low From the access track and land surrounding the agricultural buildings and 
light industrial units the tops of the PX and PY pylons are visible beyond the 
railway.  These views are filtered in places by railway side vegetation 
(hedges and trees) so that the lower sections of the pylons are screened 
from view.

During construction: Low adverse                                                                  
From the land surrounding the buildings and in the short-term, at height construction activities relating to the erection and 
dismantling of pylons would be partially visible crossing the view to the south in the middle distance, beyond the railway 
and intervening vegetation.  The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as additional 
infrastructure on taller supports crossing the middle distance view.    There would be no view of the proposed development 
from within the farm buildings and light industrial units.  The magnitude of effect is predicted to be low due to the small 
proportion of the view altered and the introduction of features which are already present.

On completion: Negligible
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced closer and parallel to the existing PY Route across the middle 
distance view and pylons would appear slightly taller in the view.   The PX route would be removed from the view and the 
number of pylons evident in the view would be fewer due to the greater span length of the 400kV overhead line.   Sherrifs 
Court Lane and the farm track would be a permanent maintenance access and therefore used occasionally by maintenance
vehicles.   There would be a low negligible magnitude of effect  due to the very small proportion of the view altered by the 
presence of larger pylons, in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.    

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

D1.B3 Agricultural workplace receptors at 
agricultural landholding off 
Monkton Street

Low Local Low From the access track and land surrounding the agricultural buildings there 
are open views to the south with the PX and PY route pylons clearly visible 
in the middle distance crossing the Monkton Marshes beyond the railway 
line and associated vegetation.  The vegetation screens the base of the 
pylons.

During construction: low adverse                                                                  
From the land surrounding the building and in the short-term, at height construction activities relating to the erection and 
dismantling of pylons would be partially visible crossing the view to the south in the middle distance, beyond the railway 
and intervening vegetation.  The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as additional 
infrastructure on taller supports crossing the middle distance view.    The 132kV diversion works would be partially visible 
in views to the south west with railwayside vegetation and trees screening views of the works west of PC43.  There would 
be no view of the proposed development from within the farm building.  The magnitude of effect is predicted to be low due 
to the small proportion of the view altered and the introduction of features which are already present.

On completion: Negligible
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced closer and parallel to the existing PY Route across the middle 
distance view and pylons would appear slightly taller in the view.   The lower height diversion pylons of the PY route would 
be partially visible to the  south west in the middle distance.  The PX route would be removed from the view and the 
number of pylons evident in the view, due to the greater span length of the 400kV overhead line.   Overall the total number 
of pylons partially visible (both 132kV diversion and 400kV pylons) would be greater.  The farm track to the east of the 
building would be a permanent Maintenance Access and therefore used occasionally by maintenance vehicles.   There 
would be a negligible effect due to the very small proportion of the view altered by the presence of a larger number of 
pylons, in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.    

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible
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Views between 1 and 3km

D2.1 Road Willetts Hill, Monkton Medium Local Medium Elevated road with long and panoramic views to the south; the view 
narrows, as road users approach Monkton village from the Monkton 
roundabout.  Foreground arable fields, with settlement rooftops and garden 
trees in the middle distance.  Distant views of the Ash Level seen beyond 
the settlement, with the PX and PY routes visible crossing the distant view, 
pylons generally backgrounded by landform.  The North Kent Downs form 
the distant horizon.

During construction: Low adverse                                                                  
In the short-term at height construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons would be partially visible 
crossing the view in the distance.  The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as 
additional infrastructure on taller supports crossing the view.   A greater proportion of the taller pylons would be viewed 
against the sky with lower sections backgrounded by landform.   The 132kV diversion works would be screened from view.  
The magnitude of effect would be low due to the small proportion of the view temporarily altered by the works.

On completion: Negligible   
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced beyond and parallel to the existing PY Route across the Minster 
Marshes and pylons would appear slightly taller in the distant view.  The PX Route would be removed from the view and 
the number of pylons evident in the sequential view across the marshes would be reduced due to the greater span length of
the 400kV overhead line.  There would be a negligible effect  due to the very small proportion of the view altered by the 
presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.    

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

D2.2 Road A299 Low Local Low Open and wide ranging views to the south from this elevated A road with 
fast moving traffic.  Foreground agricultural fields with scattered settlement 
and lines of trees in the middle distance.  There are views looking down and 
across the Ash Level with the PX and PY routes visible crossing the view in 
the distance.  The pylons are backgrounded by the valley floor.

During construction: Low adverse                                                                  
In the short-term at height construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons would be partially visible 
crossing the view in the distance, beyond the railway and intervening vegetation and generally backgrounded against the 
valley floor.  The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as additional infrastructure on 
taller supports crossing the view.  Vehicle movements along haul roads would be evident on a clear day and scaffolding 
over the railway may be observed.  The magnitude of effect would be low due to the small proportion of the view 
temporarily altered by the works. 

On completion: Negligible   
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced nearer and parallel to the existing PY Route across the Ash Level 
and pylons would appear slightly taller in the distant view.  The PX Route would be removed from the view and the number 
of pylons evident in the sequential view across the Level would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV 
overhead line.  There would be a negligible effect  due to the very small proportion of the view altered by the presence of 
larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.    

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

D2.12 PRoW and 
road

Richborough Road and 
Sustrans 1

High Regional High There are wide views to the north from the road with the ridge of high 
ground at Thanet forming the horizon.  The foreground view comprises 
grazing marsh land with hedgerows and hedgerow trees and telegraph 
poles.  The PHA route is in the foreground of some views where the 
overhead line oversails the road.  A PHA angle pylon is located c 20m from 
the road.  Several spans of the PX and PY route are visible crossing the 
distant view.  Pylons are half backgrounded by landform with the upper 
sections seen against the sky.  There are glimpse views of the wind turbine 
from some sections of the road.  

During construction: Low adverse                                                                  
In the short-term at height construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons would be seen in the 
distant view, beyond the intervening fields and vegetation.  Low level activities would be partly screened  by intervening 
vegetation.  The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PX and PY routes as additional infrastructure on 
taller supports crossing the view.  The magnitude of effect would be low due to the small proportion of the view temporarily 
altered by the works.

On completion: Negligible   
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced beyond and parallel to the existing PY Route across the view, and 
pylons would appear slightly taller against the sky and rising above the Thanet ridge background.  The PX Route would be 
removed from the view and the number of pylons evident in the view would be reduced due to the greater span length of 
the 400kV overhead line.  There would be a low negligible magnitude of effect  due to the very small proportion of the view 
altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.    

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible
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Note that all new text is underlined and deleted text is shown with a strikethrough

Ref No Receptor 
Type Receptor                          

 
Susceptibility 

to Change
Value  of view Receptor 

Sensitivity Baseline View Magnitude of Effect

Receptor Sensitivity

Significance of Effect
During construction

(short-term)

Significance of Effect
On completion

(short and medium-
term)

Significance of Effect
After 15 years

(long-term)

D2.13 Houses and 
PRoW

Castle Road, Richborough High Local Medium There are slightly elevated views to the north from first floor windows and 
from the PRoW.   The foreground view comprises arable and grazing 
farmland, hedgerows and mature hedgerow trees.  The PX and PY pylons 
are visible in the distance.  The pylons are partly backgrounded by rising 
land at Thanet.  Other industrial infrastructure in the distant view includes 
the wind turbine and communications mast and the former Richborough 
Power Station.  The PHA route pylons obliquely cross the middle distance 
view as the line passes to the west of Richborough. 

During construction: Low adverse                                                                  
In the short-term at height construction activities relating to the erection and dismantling of pylons would be seen in the 
distant view, beyond the PHA route, intervening fields and vegetation and partly backgrounded by the Thanet ridge.   
Works associated with the temporary diversion of the PX and PY routes and some low level activities would be partially 
evident on the lower lying land to the north.   The 400kV overhead line would be seen in context with the PHA, PX and PY 
routes as additional infrastructure on taller supports crossing the view.  The magnitude of effect would be low due to the 
small proportion of the view temporarily altered by the works.

On completion: Negligible   
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into the view, seen beyond the PY route, and partly backgrounded 
against the Thanet ridge.  The PX Route would be removed from the view and the number of pylons evident in the view 
would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV overhead line.   The standard height lattice pylon PC60 
would be evidently taller in the view than the adjacent low height lattice structures which continue across the Ash Level 
parallel with the PY lattice pylons.  There would be a low negligible magnitude of effect  due to the very small proportion of 
the view altered by the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.    

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible

D2.14 Historic 
Monument

Richborough Castle (Roman 
Fort)

High Regional High Historic monument, visitor attraction and car park.   There are elevated, 
open and long views to the north towards the Isle of Thanet.  The PX and 
PY pylons are visible in the distance.  The pylons are partly backgrounded 
by landform.  Other industrial infrastructure in the distant view includes the 
wind turbine and communications mast and the former Richborough Power 
Station.  The PHA route pylons obliquely cross the middle distance view as 
they pass to the west of Richborough.  Further to the east the industrial and 
commercial development at Discovery Park is visible.

During Construction: Low adverse
In the short-term at height construction and dismantling activities would be seen in the distance and scaffolding over the 
railway also may be discernible against a background of vegetation and rising ground.  There would be a greater intensity 
of temporary structures and activity at the temporary river crossing and at the line entry into Richborough sub station and 
these will be backgrounded and seen in the context of the existing overhead transmission lines (including the PHA route), 
the wind turbine and communication masts.  Generally, intervening vegetation will screen ground level views and it is 
unlikely that construction traffic moving along access routes would be visible.   The magnitude of effect would be low due to 
the small proportion of the view temporarily altered by the works.

On completion: Negligible
The proposed 400kV overhead line would be introduced into the view with the standard height lattice  pylon PC60 seen as 
the tallest additional element  in the view, backgrounded against the Thanet ridge.  The PX Route would be removed from 
the view and the number of pylons evident in the view would be reduced due to the greater span length of the 400kV 
overhead line.  There would be a low negligible magnitude of effect  due to the very small proportion of the view altered by 
the presence of larger but fewer pylons in a landscape already influenced by overhead lines. 

After 15 years: Negligible
Lifetime effects remain the same as the operational effects.

Minor adverse Negligible Negligible
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Appendix N 
 

Table in support of Q’s 1.7.30 & 1.7.43 setting 
out references in the ES (or other reports) 
where the possibility of undergrounding in 
areas of high landscape and visual sensitivity 
has been investigated  





Table in support of Qu 1.7.30 setting out references in the ES (or other reports) 

where the possibility of undergrounding in areas of high landscape and visual 

sensitivity has been investigated. 

 

Document Reference Content 

SOR (Doc 
7.4) 

Chapter 6  Considered 3 technology options between Canterbury and 
Richborough (AC Overhead line, AC underground cable or AC gas 
insulated line (GIL). 

  Capital costs – Table 6.1 

  Lifetime costs – Table 6.2 

  
Total Wholelife (lifetime) cost for overhead line (SO1) (18.1km) £42m 

Total Wholelife (lifetime) cost cable £168m 

Difference in Wholelife (lifetime) costs £126m more for underground 
cable. 
 

  The Landscape and Visual (L&V) appraisal considers option SO1b 
(underground cable) in consideration of areas of high landscape and 
visual sensitivity at Paras 6.35-6.38. Para 6.35 appraises areas of 
high landscape sensitivity and considers that “it is not likely to have 
any landscape or visual effects on the North Downs AONB, the 
Greater Thames Estuary National Character Area, North Downs 
National Character Area, nor the North Downs Way National Trail”. 
Temporary and longer-term L&V effects are predicted on the North 
Kent Plain National Character Area with loss of woodland and 
hedgerow and that undergrounding has the potential to have effects 
on the visual amenity of local settlements (Paras 6.36 & 6.37).  

  Paras 6.49-6.50 provide the L&V appraisal for GIL and identifies at 
para 6.49 that “The landscape and visual effects of SO1c would be 
similar to those of SO1b, though the cable swathe could be somewhat 
narrower, and would mainly relate to the temporary effects of 
construction on the landscape and local 
Communities”. 

  Para 12.33 concludes that “Underground cable or GIL connections 
between Richborough and Canterbury North would be significantly 
more expensive and would offer limited landscape and visual 
benefits.” 

COR (Doc 
7.7) 

Chapter 2 Para 2.38 explains approach: consideration of whether the use of 
underground cable technology would be appropriate in any Sections 
of the proposed route based on landscape and visual considerations, 
undergrounding costs and the environmental impacts of 
undergrounding. 

 Chapter 4 Defines the sections A-D used in the assessment. 
Para 4.2 explains…. “Organising the options appraisal by sections 
allows careful consideration of whether alternative pylon designs 
might be preferable in different sections and also, where 
undergrounding might be considered appropriate within any part of 
the preferred corridor”. 



Document Reference Content 

 Chapter 5 Paras 5.40-5.52:  Explains how an underground cable alignment was 
identified across the whole route corridor although an end to end 
cable alignment was not proposed or assessed and what it could 
entail in respect of cable sealing end compounds and working areas 
etc.   

 Chapter 6 Sets out the appraisal topics (scoped in and out) and costs for each 
option (Table 6.1). 

 Chapter 7  Para 7.6 sets out the underground cable option for Section A and 
costs are in Table 7.1 

  Paras 7.49-7.53 set out the landscape appraisal for Section A with 
consideration of high sensitivity landscape character areas and 
landscape elements which includes ancient woodland. Para 7.49 
addresses landscape character and sets out that “An underground 
cable route would not lead to any substantial long term adverse 
effects on the landscape character if disturbance to characteristic 
landscape features such as hedgerow field boundaries were avoided 
through routeing. There would be 
some loss of hedgerow and hedgerow trees resulting in some 
localised negative effects on landscape character in the Broad Oak 
Valley LCA.” Para 7.53 concludes that “Overall an underground cable 
route would result in a moderate-major adverse effect on the 
landscape in Section A with long term moderate adverse localised 
effects in the vicinity of Broad Oak.” 

  Para 7.57 explains mitigation options and unavoidable effects of loss 
of sensitive landscape elements including Lynn Wood ancient 
woodland, orchard and hedgerows with predicted long term 
moderate-major adverse effects. 

  Paras 7.58-7.60 provide the summary for the landscape appraisal. 
Para 7.60 identifies an overall positive effect on the Landscape 
resource in Section A, but with negative effects on the sensitive 
landscape elements identified in para 7.57.  

  High sensitivity visual receptors are identified in para 7.65 – 7.69 and 
includes long distance walking routes, public rights of way and 
Canterbury Cathedral World Heritage Site (WHS). 

  Paras 7.96-7.99 set out the visual appraisal for Section A which 
includes at para 7.96 that “An underground cable route would lead to 
long term positive effects on views from all receptors where the PX 
overhead line is present in the view” however “The underground cable 
route would have permanent negative effects on views from 
residential properties to the north west and west of Broad Oak, and 
from public rights of way in these areas, where orchards are a 
component of the view” (para 7.97). 

  Para 7.104 explains mitigation options and includes that “the use of 
directional drilling techniques to cross watercourses and Herne Bay 
Road would minimise effects on these features, associated trees and 
hedgerows”. 

  Paras 7.105-7.108 provide the summary for the visual appraisal and 
concludes at para 7.107 “An underground cable route would result in 
a positive effect on visual amenity in Section A with localised negative 



Document Reference Content 

effects in the vicinity of the orchards around Broad Oak and at sealing 
end compounds.” 

  Paras 7.213-7.216 sets out the overall summary for L&V in Section A 
which concludes at para 7.216: 
“It is considered that an underground cable would give rise to 
beneficial effects on visual amenity with localised adverse effects on 
the landscape resource (ancient woodland and orchards) in Section 
A. It is not considered that an overhead alignment would result in a 
substantial change to the significance of these assets so as to 
necessitate underground cabling.” 

  Paras 7.225-7.229 provide the overall conclusions for Section A: 
“Overall, it is not considered that an overhead alignment would result 
in such a substantial change to landscape and views that it would 
necessitate undergrounding.” 

 Chapter 8  Para 8.5 sets out the underground cable option for Section B and 
costs are in Table 8.1 

  Paras 8.49-8.52 set out the landscape appraisal for Section B as 
considers potential effects on the Wantsum Channel AHLV and states 
“The laying of cables in trenches would have an adverse effect on 
drainage ditches and channels, ground cover vegetation and trees”.  

  Para 8.56 explains mitigation options and concludes “The use of 
directional drilling techniques to cross the Wantsum Channel AHLV 
could be used to minimise effects however long term moderate 
adverse effects would remain”.  

  Paras 8.57-8.59 provide the summary for the landscape appraisal and 
at para 8.58 considers that “underground 
cabling would give rise to potential for moderate adverse effects on 
the Wantsum Channel AHLV. However the magnitude of change to 
the AHLV from an overhead connection would not be significant 
enough to warrant underground cabling.” 

  Paras 8.94-8.95 set out the visual appraisal for Section B evaluating 
that “Throughout Section B the cable route would have a localised 
negative effect on views due to the permanent loss of hedgerows and 
trees”. 

  Para 8.96 explains that mitigation options are within Appendix D of 
the document and considers supplementary planting.  

  Paras 8.98-8.100 provide the summary for the visual appraisal and 
with regards to an underground cable para 8.100 states that this 
would “result in a positive effect on visual amenity in Section B with 
only localised negative effects in the vicinity of removed trees or any 
sealing end compounds”. 

  Paras 8.236-8.237 set out the overall summary for L&V in Section B 
which concludes: 
“Overall an underground cable route, Alignment 5, would result in a 
positive effect on visual amenity in Section B although there are no 
landscape or visual receptors considered sensitive enough to warrant 
undergrounding” 

  Paras 8.248-8.251 provide the overall conclusions for Section B: 
“The underground alignment option (5) would likely give rise to 



Document Reference Content 

considerable disturbance of buried archaeological features and 
ecological receptors and whilst it would bring minor long-term 
benefits, these are not considered sufficient to differentiate this option 
from the lattice overhead line alignments or to justify the 
additional costs. Overall, it is not considered that any landscape and 
visual receptors are sensitive enough that it would necessitate 
undergrounding in Section B.” 

 Chapter 9  Para 9.3 sets out the underground cable option for Section C and 
costs are in Table 9.1 

  Paras 9.39-9.41 set out the landscape appraisal for Section C  and 
with regards to high sensitivity landscapes “There would be moderate 
adverse residual effects on the Wantsum Channel AHLV”. 

  Paras 9.42 explains mitigation options are in Appendix D of the 
document and para 9.45 provides that “The use of directional drilling 
techniques to cross the Wantsum Channel AHLV could be used to 
minimise effects”.  

  Paras 9.46-9.49 provide the summary for the landscape appraisal and 
at Para 9.47 concludes “the magnitude of effect of an overhead 
connection is not considered of high significance so as to warrant 
underground cabling”. 

  Paras 9.80-9.81 set out the visual receptors identified in Section C 
with consideration of high sensitivity receptors including users of the 
Wantsum Walk and the Saxon Shore Way. 

  Paras 9.80-9.81 set out the visual appraisal  for Section C providing 
that “Throughout Section C the cable route would have a localised 
negative effect on views due to the permanent loss of sections of 
hedgerow and hedgerow trees”. 

  Para 9.82 explains mitigation options are in Appendix D of the 
document. 

  Paras 9.84-9.86 provide the summary for the visual appraisal 
identifying at para 9.86 that “The use of directional drilling techniques 
to cross Sarre Penn and other watercourses and roads (the A28 and 
The Street) would minimize effects on these features, associated 
trees and hedgerows. However, there are no views or visual 
receptors considered sensitive enough to warrant undergrounding in 
Section C”. 

  Paras 9.192-9.194 set out the overall summary for L&V in Section C 
which concludes: 
“There are no landscape receptors of high sensitivity nor is the 
magnitude of effect from an overhead connection so significant on 
any receptor that an underground cable should be considered.” 

  Paras 9.203-9.208 provide the overall conclusions for Section C: 
“The underground alignment option (5) would likely give rise to 
considerable disturbance of buried archaeological features and 
ecological receptors and whilst it would bring minor long-term 
benefits, these are not considered sufficient to differentiate this option 
from the lattice overhead line alignments or to justify the additional 
costs. Overall, it is not considered that any landscape and visual 
receptors are sensitive enough that it would necessitate 



Document Reference Content 

undergrounding in Section C.” 

 Chapter 10  Para 10.4 sets out the underground cable option for Section D and 
costs are in Table 10.1 

  Paras 10.20 – 20.24 consider the landscape value, condition and 
overall sensitivity and identifies that there are no national level 
landscape designations within Section D.  

  Paras 10.34-10.35 set out the landscape appraisal for Section D and 
states “An underground cable route would have direct adverse effects 
on the landscape resource”. 

  Para 10.36 explains mitigation options are in Appendix D of the 
document which includes additional planting in keeping with 
landscape character.  

  Paras 10.39-10.42 provide the summary for the landscape appraisal 
and at para 10.41 includes “Underground cabling would result in a 
neutral or slight positive change to the setting of the Church of St 
Mary in Minster and Richborough Castle as a result of the removal of 
the existing 132kV PX overhead line”. 

  Paras 10.43 – 10.53 identify high sensitive visual receptors which 
include Richborough Castle (Roman Fort and SAM). 

  Paras 10.76-10.77 set out the visual appraisal for Section D 

  Para 10.78-10.80 explains mitigation options 

  Paras 10.81-10.85 provide the summary for the landscape appraisal 
which includes that  “An underground cable route would lead to long 
term positive effects on views from all receptors where the PX 
overhead line is present in the view.” 

  Paras 10.175-10.176 set out the overall summary for L&V in Section 
D which concludes: 
“An underground cable route, Alignment 5, would result in a positive 
effect on visual amenity in Section D with localised negative effects in 
the vicinity of any sealing end compounds. The magnitude of effect of 
underground cabling is not as great in Section D as it is in other 
Sections because the PY overhead line would remain in the view.” 

  Paras 10.184-10.189 provide the overall conclusions for Section D: 
“The underground alignment option (5) would likely give rise to 
considerable disturbance of buried archaeological features and 
ecological receptors and whilst it would bring minor long-term 
benefits, these are not considered sufficient to differentiate this option 
from the lattice overhead line alignments or to justify the additional 
costs. Overall, it is not considered that any landscape and visual 
receptors are sensitive enough that it would necessitate 
undergrounding in Section D” 

 Chapter 11 This presents the overall conclusions for each Section (A-D) and at 
Para 11.4 concludes: 
“Having considered the main issues for each Section along with 
earlier consultation responses, it is concluded that there is not 
sufficient justification, in relation to environmental matters or cost, for 
any undergrounding and that an overhead connection is 
recommended to be taken forward.” 



Document Reference Content 

ES (Doc 
5.2) 

Chapter 2 This chapter summarises the Need for the Proposed Development 
and Alternatives Considered.  It draws from the information in the 
SOR and COR as defined above in respect of undergrounding. 
The costs information for the options considered is presented in table 
2.3, Table 2.4 and Table 2.5 of the ES. 
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Table in support of Q.1.7.43 - Holford Rules 
Table 

  





Holford Rule  Section A Section B Section C Section D 

 
The Stour Valley is well contained by 
steep valley sides and the river winds 
through wet, marshy and reed fringed 
land that has scrub and dense riparian 
vegetation along its margins. Section A 
includes the eastern urban fringes of 
Canterbury, characterised by light 
industry, retail parks and landfill, parts of 
Broad Oak Valley and the settlements of 
Broad Oak located at the top of the 
Stour Valley slopes and Sturry located 
on the valley side down to the River 
Stour. 

This Section commences at Bredlands 
Lane, near Tile Lodge Farm and ends at 
the section of the Wantsum Walk near to 
Wall End Farm. The landscape is 
medium to large scale arable with some 
areas enclosed by hedgerows and 
shelterbelts. It is gradually sloping or flat 
with some contained, small scale 
woodland areas associated with the 
Sarre Penn and other smaller 
watercourses. There are long views 
from higher ground, for instance from 
the Roman Road at Hersden across to 
Thanet. Section B incorporates the 
Nethergong Sarre Penn Inlet and the 
Hoath Farmlands areas. 

This Section extends from the Wantsum 
Walk, near to Wall End Farm across the 
Chislet Marshes and ends at a public 
right of way running south of Monkton. 
Section C includes the point at which the 
132kV overhead line serving Thanet (PY 
route) diverges northwards, just to the 
east of Gore Street. Landscape 
character is typified by the distinctive 
and often quite steep hill slopes down 
from the ‘Central Chalk Plateau’ 
character area to ‘The Former Wantsum 
Channel’. The landscape is noted as 
being very open with wide and long 
views. Section C also covers the Chislet 
Arable Belt where fields are fairly small 
and regular, defined by a network of 
drainage ditches, dykes and flood 
control banks and the main land use is 
arable. 

This Section extends from the public 
right of way south of Monkton to the 
proposed Nemo Link converter station 
and National Grid 400kV Substation site 
at Richborough. Landscape character is 
typified by reclaimed marshlands and 
the silted up course of the Wantsum 
Channel and the former mouth of the 
River Stour. It is a flat large-scale 
landscape noted as having very long 
views but is bordered by the gentle 
slopes of the Thanet chalk to the north 
and east and the horticultural belt to the 
south and west. 

Rule 1 

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

Section A avoids altogether the areas of 
highest amenity - Kent Downs AONB; 
Dover-Folkestone Heritage Coast; and 
the Canterbury WHS. 

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

Consideration of a southern route 
alignment was ruled out due to proximity 
to the Kent Downs AONB.   

Section B avoids altogether the major 
areas of highest amenity value - Kent 
Downs AONB; Dover-Folkestone 
Heritage Coast; and the Canterbury 
WHS. 

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

Consideration of a southern route 
alignment was ruled out due to proximity 
to the Kent Downs AONB.   

Section C avoids altogether the major 
areas of highest amenity value - Kent 
Downs AONB; Dover-Folkestone 
Heritage Coast; and the Canterbury 
WHS. 

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

Consideration of a southern route 
alignment was ruled out due to proximity 
to the Kent Downs AONB.   

Section D avoids altogether the major 
areas of highest amenity value Kent 
Downs AONB; Dover-Folkestone 
Heritage Coast; and the Canterbury 
WHS. 

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

Consideration of a southern route 
alignment was ruled out due to proximity 
to the Kent Downs AONB.   

Rule 2 

“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.  Some areas (e.g. Site 
of Special Scientific Interest) may 
require special consideration for 
potential effects on ecology (e.g. to their 
flora and fauna). Where possible choose 
routes which minimise the effects on the 
setting of areas of architectural, historic 
and archaeological interest including 
Conservation Areas, Listed Buildings, 
Listed Parks and Gardens and Ancient 

The valley of the River Stour around 
Canterbury includes areas of high 
landscape value (AHLV) and a number 
of features of archaeological heritage. 
Blean Woods Special Landscape Area 
lies to the immediate north of Section A 
and comprises open undulating fields, 
well-managed hedgerow and 
broadleaved woodland (including Blean 
Woods).  

Sturry conservation area lies partially 
within Section A and is partially 
separated by a ‘Green Gap’ designation 
which is maintained through the 
proposed route corridor alignment.   

One national site, a Site of Special 

Section B includes a linear section of the 
Wantsum Channel AHLV. Section B 
also includes small groups of ancient 
and semi-natural woodland, including 
Park Rough/Joiners Wood and Broad 
Wood. The proposed route takes the 
shortest most direct route through these 
areas and negates the requirement for 
angle pylons.  

The proposed Northern Corridor and 
subsequent proposed route corridor 
would have an overall reduced effect on 
the AHLV and its associated landscape 
features such as hedgerow and ancient 
woodland and the prominence of an 
overhead line would be less compared 
to a Southern Route alignment option 

Section C includes a linear section of 
the Wantsum Channel Area of High 
Landscape Value (AHLV). There are 
long, views across the low lying 
marshes with limited tree and shrub 
cover to intercept views. Vegetation is 
generally confined to fragmented clumps 
along ditches and around housing.  

The elevated chalk slopes to the east of 
Sarre afford panoramic views south 
across the Sarre Marshes and the 
Stourmouth Valley with the North Kent 
Downs in the very distance which would 
be maintained through the proposed 
route corridor in Section C.  The 
shortest, most direct route is taken in 
this part of Section C and thus avoids 

The route in Section D avoids all direct 
effects on nationally designated sites. 
No deviation of the route was required 
as non-significant effects for all sites 
within the zone of influence outside the 
Order were assessed for any potential 
indirect effects.  



Holford Rule  Section A Section B Section C Section D 

Monuments.” Scientific Interest (SSSI) is in the Order 
limits, and is located in Section A.  The 
route indirectly affects a limited extent of 
the SSSI. Once the proposed draft route 
had been selected, avoidance of effects 
on the SSSI and LWS ancient 
woodland, continued to be considered 
throughout the design evolution process. 
Consideration to the quality of the 
ancient woodland affected was also 
given (Paragraphs 2.4.109-113, Doc 
5.2).  This route allows for the removal 
of the existing 132kV PX overhead line 
in the SSSI, enabling reinstatement of 
habitats within SSSI and other affected 
LWS ancient woodland sites.   

due to more prominent topography, as 
described within the Route Corridor 
Study (RCS) (Doc 7.5). 

The route in Section B avoids all direct 
effects on nationally designated sites. 
No deviation of the route was required 
as non-significant effects for all sites 
within the zone of influence outside the 
Order were assessed for any potential 
indirect effects.  

 

angle pylons in more sensitive 
landscape areas and views.  

The route in Section C avoids all direct 
effects on nationally designated sites. 
No deviation of the route was required 
as non-significant effects for all sites 
within the zone of influence outside the 
Order were assessed for any potential 
indirect effects.  

 

 

Rule 3 

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

The route corridor takes the most direct 
alignment through Section A, whilst 
avoiding the settlements of Broad Oak 
and Sturry with no sharp changes of 
direction and limiting the requirement of 
angle pylons.  

The shortest route between the 
proposed substation at the site of the 
former Richborough power station and 
Canterbury North 400kV/132kV 
Substation was rejected on the basis 
that it passed through a number of areas 
of constraint, including the settlements 
of East and West Stourmouth, Hersden 
and Sturry.  

It also passed through the Stodmarsh 
wetland area designated as a SAC, 
SPA, Ramsar, SSSI and National 
Nature Reserve (NNR). This shortest 
route was not considered further 
because of the adverse effects that 
would have resulted on settlements and 
designated sites.  This is described 
further in the RCS (Doc 7.5). 

The route corridor takes the most direct 
alignment through Section B, whilst 
avoiding the settlements of Hersden and 
Upstreet with no sharp changes of 
direction and limiting the requirement for 
angle pylons. 

The proposed route follows a low 
contour through the Nethergong/Sarre 
Penn Valley’ and follows a direct route, 
in proximity to the existing PX 132kV 
route, where possible.   

Angle pylons are only proposed where it 
has been necessary to avoid 
environmental constraints including 
ancient woodland, residential and 
business properties and maximising the 
distance from Hersden.   

The route corridor takes the most direct 
alignment through Section C, whilst 
avoiding the settlements of Sarre with 
no sharp changes of direction and 
limiting the requirement of angle pylons. 

The listed buildings within Sarre 
conservation area are largely screened 
from the existing PX 132kV overhead 
line by shelter planting, small but dense 
belts of woodland and mature 
hedgerows.  

The proposed 400kV would be situated 
on slightly higher ground than the 
existing PX route and the most direct 
route has been taken to avoid angle 
pylons. 

The proposed route corridor takes the 
most direct alignment through Section D 
and aligns parallel with the existing PY 
132kV overhead line which is a 
continuous direct line across the Ash 
Level to Richborough substation.  

Utilising the existing alignment and 
corridor there are no sharp changes or 
angle pylons until the terminal points of 
the 400kV route.   

Rule 4 

“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 

The proposed route corridor maximises 
the opportunity of utilising the backdrop 
of the Blean Woods in providing a 
wooded backdrop.  

The proposed siting of pylons in Section 
A maximises the effect of backgrounding 
to the west of Broad Oak and within the 
Broad Oak Valley.  

The narrowest possible structure has 

The proposed route corridor through 
Section B positions pylons on the lowest 
contour through the Sarre Penn Valley 
maximising the effect of backgrounding. 

The greatest adverse magnitude of 
effect on private views would be from 
Tile Lodge Farm and cottages where the 
existing PX overhead line is removed 
from the filtered view but replaced by the 

The proposed route corridor through 
Section C has sited 400kV pylons on 
low lying land so that in views from 
nearby elevated areas (such as from 
Sarre) pylons benefit from 
backgrounding against the Chislet 
Marshes. 

The proposed route corridor through 
Section C enables a wider physical and 

Within Section D the land is low lying 
and flat, providing a strong visual 
characteristic, providing a subsequent 
lack of physical and visual enclosure. 
There are views to the higher ground of 
Thanet, north of the former Wantsum 
Channel. 

Siting of pylons on low lying land so that 
in views from nearby elevated areas 
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belts of trees.” been used through enclosed valleys and 
through areas of woodland throughout 
Section A.  

400kV overhead line in closer proximity 
and with the potential for an angle pylon 
close to the southern boundary.  

Although the 400kV pylons would be 
larger they would be aligned on a lower 
contour, benefiting from backgrounding 
and reducing the visual effect.  

Existing vegetation along the property 
boundary and the Nethergong Penn 
provides important filtering of the view. 

visual separation between the proposed 
development and Sarre compared to 
other route alignments as appraised in 
the COR (Doc 7.7) 

(such as from Monkton and the A299) 
pylons benefit from backgrounding 
against the Ash Levels. 

Rule 5 

“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.” 

As with the application of Rule 4, the 
route corridor in Section A maximises 
the opportunity of utilising the backdrop 
of the Blean Woods in providing a 
wooded backdrop.  

The proposed siting of pylons in Section 
A maximises the effect of backgrounding 
to the north west of Broad Oak and 
within the Broad Oak Valley. 

Background and foreground features are 
utilised throughout Section A to assist in 
reducing the apparent height and 
domination of pylons.  

Through the application of a standard 
lattice pylon 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. 

Existing trees and hedgerows are used 
to reduce the visual dominance of 
pylons where possible through Section 
C, particularly to the south of Sarre.  

Rule 5 cannot be directly applied within 
Section D because of there are no 
moderately open valleys with woods. 

There are wide and open views across 
the Levels with varying degrees of 
filtering provided by ditch and hedgerow 
trees and vegetation. The chalk slopes 
of the Isle of Thanet provide 
backgrounding in some views north, 
whilst views to the south have the North 
Kent Downs rising in the far distance. 

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

Rule 6 

“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.” 

Section A includes several existing 
overhead pylon routes and there is a 
notable presence of wirescape around 
Canterbury. Their presence lowers the 
susceptibility to change of the landscape 
to the proposed route.  Nevertheless, 
route alignment has sought to avoid 
where possible a concentration or 
convergence of lines. In consideration of 
the selection of standard lattice pylons in 
Section A, these would provide a pylon 
of coherent appearance with those that 
are already present in the landscape. 

In consideration of wirescape a new 
overhead line using T-pylons in Section 
A would introduce a new and different 
pylon structure in the context of the 
existing overhead lines, also requiring a 
greater number of pylons to facilitate the 
required bends in the alignment. The 
landscape and visual amenity appraisal 
considers that a lattice pylon performs 
best through Section A. This is primarily 

The proposed route alignment through 
Section B has been designed to keep a 
maximum distance as possible from 
existing overhead lines and to avoid 
convergence and a concentration of 
wirescape. 

The standard lattice pylon has the least 
effect on most of the eastern part of 
Section B. Low height lattice pylons 
were considered. However, the benefits 
were marginal and would result in a 
greater number of pylons in Section B. 

In consideration of wirescape and the 
flatter topography through Section B a 
new overhead line using T-pylons was 
also considered. Due to its lower height 
the T-pylon would give rise to a less 
adverse effect on the landscape, 
particularly in the wider more open 
landscape across the Hoath Farmlands 
LCA as compared to the standard lattice 
pylon, and because of the greater 
effectiveness of filtering and screening 

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

In consideration of wirescape a new 
overhead line using T-pylons in Section 
C would result in a greater magnitude of 
effect (scale of change) on the Chislet 
Arable Belt LCA and Wantsum Channel 
AHLV as backgrounding would be less 
effective for the T-pylon compared to the 
permeable nature of the lattice pylons. 

At the eastern end of this Section where 
the PY overhead line is present, a new 
overhead line using T-pylons would 
introduce a different structure into the 
landscape.  This would be a greater 
change in the local landscape than 
introducing a similar structure and may 
produce a localised incoherent 

Efforts have been made to synchronise 
overhead line alignments by routing the 
proposed 400kV overhead line parallel 
and as close as possible to the retained 
PY route. 

The selection of low height lattice pylons 
for Section D was preferred in part due 
to their consistent appearance and 
similar height to existing infrastructure. 

T-pylons would give rise to greater 
adverse effects due to the solid nature 
of the structures and greater 
prominence when viewed against the 
sky.  This is a result of the thicker steel, 
solid central column and cross beam 
making them more visible against the 
sky as currently seen with reference to 
the wind turbine at Ebbsfleet at the site 
of the former Richborough power 
station. 
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due to its consistent appearance with 
other overhead lines visible through the 
first half of the Section, which are 
already part of the landscape fabric, 
giving rise to lower adverse effects than 
those that would arise from the 
introduction of the T-pylon. The use of 
fewer, consistent lattice support 
structures in this situation is considered 
to outweigh any benefits associated with 
the lower height T-pylon. 

of views. A new overhead line using the 
T-pylon would tend to appear more 
prominent in near views due to it having 
a solid central column and cross beam. 

appearance. 

Rule 7 

“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.” 

The route corridor approaches 
Canterbury North Substation through the 
eastern urban fringes of Canterbury, 
characterised by light industry, retail 
parks and landfill. 

Undergrounding was considered for 
Section A of the proposed route. There 
are a number of obstacles in Section A 
which the cable route would need to 
cross. The COR (Doc 7.7) considered 
that this would be technically 
challenging and more time consuming 
than using either the lattice or T-pylon 
options. The major crossings are the 
River Stour in two locations, the 
Railway, four UK Power Networks 
132kV circuits, which are also 
underground cables, and the four main 
roads. There is also a constraint 
associated with South East Water’s 
proposed reservoir development to the 
north of Broad Oak. 

An underground cable alignment in the 
vicinity of the proposed reservoir could 
limit the tree planting and habitat 
creation that may be likely to be created 
as part of the reservoir scheme. 

The underground cable route would 
have permanent negative effects on 
views from residential properties to the 
north west and west of Broad Oak, and 
from public rights of way in these areas, 
where orchards are a component of the 
view. The cable route would leave a 
clear swathe through the orchards 
where fruit trees would need to be 
removed to facilitate cable trenching and 
which could not subsequently be 
replanted in the same location. 

Rule 7 is not applicable within section B. 

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

The COR (Doc 7.7) considered that 
there would be potential for moderate 
adverse effects on the Wantsum 
Channel AHLV. The laying of cables in 
trenches would have an adverse effect 
on drainage ditches and channels, 
ground cover vegetation and trees. 
Although some of these effects are 
temporary, in the longer term the 
marshes natural drainage pattern may 
still be altered and it is considered that 
the landscape would take time to 
restore. 

Cabling underground would have a 
localised irreversible negative effect on 
views due to the permanent loss of 
hedgerows and trees. 

Rule 7 is not applicable within section C. 

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

An underground cable route would have 
direct adverse effects on the landscape 
resource. There are near and middle 
distance views from the Wantsum Walk 
and the Saxon Shore Way at the 
western edge of Section C. These 
regional public rights of way cross the 
valley at several locations with open 
views along the Sarre Penn and across 
the Chislet Marshes. Undergrounding 
would have an irreversible negative 
effect on these views. 

 

Rule 7 is not applicable within section D. 

Undergrounding was considered for 
Section D of the proposed route. 
However, it is considered that the 
proposed route is sensitively designed 
and carefully routed within the existing 
landscape.  

An underground cable route would have 
direct adverse effects on the landscape 
resource of the Ash Levels.  

No part of Section D was placed 
underground. 
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Supplementary Note 1 

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

Section A of the proposed route avoids 
properties and settlements as far as 
possible on grounds of general amenity. 

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

Section B of the proposed 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. This option would result in the 
greatest beneficial visual effect on a 
moderately large proportion of sensitive 
residential receptors throughout the 
Section, and specifically at Hersden and 
Upstreet, primarily arising from the 
removal of the PX overhead line from 
near views.  

At Hoath, Hollow Street and Chislet the 
proposed line would be nearer to the 
settlements but aligned on a lower 
contour within the valley, thereby 
maximising the backgrounding effect.   

Section C of the proposed route avoids 
properties and settlements where 
possible on grounds of general amenity. 
Section C routes to the south of 
residential properties in Sarre. 

The proposed route corridor through 
Section C would result in the greatest 
beneficial visual effect on a moderately 
large proportion of sensitive residential 
receptors relative to the overall number 
of receptors throughout the Section, and 
specifically at Sarre and Gore Street, 
primarily arising from the removal of the 
PX overhead line from near views in 
compassion to other route options as 
appraised in the COR (Doc 7.7). 

Section D of the proposed 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 and avoids being close to these 
settlements. 

Supplementary Note 2 

“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”. 

 

The route corridor for Section A has 
been chosen as this minimising potential 
long term adverse effects on SLAs. The 
route has been selected to minimise 
effects on the Canterbury AHLV and 
avoid the Blean Woods SLA. 

In consideration of a South Corridor, this 
would introduce overhead line 
infrastructure in to a number of 
landscape character areas where there 
is none currently.  This is described in 
further detail in the COR (Doc 7.7). 

The route corridor for Section B 
minimises the potential long term 
adverse effects on SLAs and AHLV 
through careful routing avoiding as far 
as possible areas of high amenity value 
and has limited the requirement for 
additional angle pylons.  

In consideration of a South Corridor 
would introduce overhead line 
infrastructure in to a number of 
landscape character areas where there 
is none currently. This is described in 
further detail in the COR (Doc 7.7). 

The proposed route corridor in Section 
C minimises the potential long term 
adverse effects on SLAs and AHLV 
through careful site routing avoiding as 
far as possible areas of high amenity 
value and has limited the requirement 
for additional angle pylons.  

In consideration of a South Corridor 
would introduce overhead line 
infrastructure in to a number of 
landscape character areas where there 
is none currently. This is described in 
further detail in the COR (Doc 7.7). 

There are no SLAs or AHLV within 
Section D and the proposed route 
alignment has no adverse effects on 
designated landscapes.  

Supplementary Note 3 

“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”. 

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

The Pylon Design Options Report 
(PDOR) (Doc 7.8) found that this pylon 
type would perform best in Section A 
with fewer landscape and visual effects.  

Although the lower height T-pylon would 
be visible for a shorter distance than the 
lattice pylon the monopole structure 
would not benefit as significantly from 
backgrounding when viewed against the 
valley slopes. The T-pylon, being lower 
in height than the lattice would result in 
this option being visible for a shorter 
distance. 

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

The PDOR (Doc 7.8) found that this 
pylon type would perform best in Section 
B with fewer landscape and visual 
effects. The lower height of the T-pylon 
means that it is visible for a shorter 
distance than the lattice pylon. This is 
significant in a valley landscape such as 
Section B where topography also plays 
a part in limiting views.  

T-pylons would result in being in near 
views where the solid structure would be 
more prominent and the backgrounding 
provided by the valley slopes less 
effective. Private views experiencing 

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

The PDOR (Doc 7.8) found that this 
pylon type would perform best in Section 
C with fewer landscape and visual 
effects. 

The T-pylon would be 12m lower than 
the lattice pylon and would be less 
prominent from more remote views. 
However, backgrounding would be less 
effective for a new T-pylon overhead line 
due to the solid central column being 
visually impermeable compared to the 
lattice. It is therefore considered that 
there would be a moderate adverse 
magnitude of effect on the Wantsum 

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

The PDOR (Doc 7.8) found that this 
pylon type would perform best in Section 
D with fewer landscape and visual 
effects. 

It is considered that the magnitude of 
effect on the landscape setting of 
heritage assets including those at 
Monkton and Minster would be greater 
through the use of T-pylons. This is due 
to the contrasting appearance of the T-
pylon and the PY lattice overhead line 
and the less effective backgrounding of 
the T-pylon. However the T-pylon would 
be lower in height and would be less 
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moderate adverse effects are from Tile 
Lodge Farm and cottages where the 
close proximity T-pylon’s solid central 
column, cross beam and diamond 
configuration of conductors would form a 
larger element in the view, and would 
benefit less from backgrounding. Lattice 
pylons would slightly reduce the 
potential for indirect adverse effects by 
virtue of being more visually permeable 
in views of and from heritage assets 
than T-pylons and would require slightly 
less ground disturbance than the T-
pylon option.  

Channel AHLV. 

In a large scale flat landscape such as 
the Chislet Marshes it is considered that 
the T-pylon would tend to be visible for a 
shorter distance than the lattice pylon 
due to the T-pylon being 12m lower. 
However, the Chislet Marshes support 
only scattered scrub and occasional tree 
groups giving little in the way of visual 
screening or filtering and the solid 
central column could appear more 
prominent in near and middle distance 
views. Where T-pylons would be in near 
views the solid structure would be more 
prominent in the view experiencing a 
greater negative magnitude of effect 
from Sarre and Gore Street. 

perceptible from more distant views. 

The standard lattice pylon alignment in 
Section D is considered to perform 
better across the Ash Levels. This 
preference is primarily because the 
existing overhead lines in this landscape 
are carried on lattice pylons and the 
alignment to the north of the 132kV 
overhead lines allows a greater 
separation from the setting of 
Richborough Roman Fort. 
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Appendix P 
 

In support of Q.1.7.57 - Bird Flight Diverter 
Photos 

  





Photographs of the Bird Flight Diverter 

Figure 1: Close-up view of bird flight diverter  

 

Figure 2: Mid-distance view of bird flight diverters 

 

 

 

 



Figure 3: Distant view of bird flight diverters 
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Appendix Q 
 

Illustration in response to Q.1.12.41 - Cross 
Section produced to illustrate Work Numbers, 
Nemo Link, Substations and Marine Licences 

  





Response to Written Question 12.4.1 

Key:

400kV Work Numbers Marine Licenses

132kV Work Numbers Extant of DCO

Dismantling and Removal Work Numbers

3

6A 6C

4A 4B

6B

Illustration A -  National Grid Electricity Transmission 400kV Overhead Line

Illustration B - UK Power Networks 132kV Distribution

6D

4C

6E

6F

5A, 5B, 5C, 5D

PX78

(DOES NOT FORM PART OF 

THE DCO)

NGET RICHBOROUGH 400kV 

SUBSTATION

(DOES NOT FORM PART OF THE DCO)

NEMO LINK (OUTLINE AND RESERVE MATTERS)

DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER

2

PC1 - 

PC14
PC15 PC46PC16

PC17 -

PC40

PC41 - 

PC42

PC43 -

PC44
PC45

PC47 - 

PC50
PC51

ML

PX6
PX44 - 

PX46

PX60 -

PX67

PX57 - 

PC60
PX56 

PX46 - 

PX55

PX10 -

PX44

WORK NO.

(DOES NOT FORM PART OF 

THE DCO)

UKPN CANTERBURY SOUTH 

132kV SUBSTATION

PX1

(DOES NOT FORM PART OF THE 

DCO)

UKPN RICHBOROUGH 132kV 

SUBSTATION

PX69PX68 
PX70 - 

PX 76
PX77PX2

PX8 - 

PX9
PX7

FOR ILLUSTRATION PURPOSES ONLY AND DOES NOT FORM PART OF NATIONAL GRID's DCO APPLICATION - Cross Section produced to illustrate Work Numbers, Nemo Link, Substations 

and Marine Licences

(DOES NOT FORM PART OF THE 

DCO)

NGET CANTERBURY NORTH 

400kV SUBSTATION 

WORK NO.

MARINE LICENCES (ML) ML

1

DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER

 PC60PC52
PC53 - 

PC58
PC59

G 400kV SS G 

Gantry Gantry 

400kV SS CS 

HVDC 
Subsea 

DC to AC Convertor 
Station 

132kV SS G 

Gantry 

132kV SS 

132kV Underground 
Cable 

River Stour 
(Mean High Water 

(Springs)) 

River Stour 
(Mean High Water 

(Springs)) 

River Stour 
(Mean High Water 

(Springs)) 

River Stour 
(Mean High Water 

(Springs)) 

Final July 2016
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Appendix R 
 

Table in response to Q.1.12.42 - Main matters 
arising from the relevant representations 

 
 
  





Table of Relevant Representation Summary

RR

number Name Organisation Main Matters arising How matters are being addressed

RR-001 Colin Moss

Size of pylons and visual impact

Noise from pylons, loss of value to property

Location of cables

Alternative options

Undergrounding of cables A detailed letter has been sent to Colin Moss.

RR-002 Trinity House Interference with rights of navigation

National Grid has sent a letter to Trinity House addressing

their concerns.

RR-003 PB Headley & Son

Consultation inadequate

Detriment to farming activities

Preferences for alternative locations for pylons not

taken into account A detailed letter has been sent to Mr PB Headley.

RR-004 Karen Isaac

Visual impact of OHL

Safety and noise concerns

Preference for underground cable There has been no further contact with Karen Isaac.

RR-005 Peter Mitchell May be affected There has been no further contact with Peter Mitchell.

RR-006 Christine Jenkins Nethergong Camping

Visual impact of OHL

Noise concerns

Detriment to camping business and by extension

the local economy

Disruption to wildlife esp. birds (barn owls)

A detailed letter has been sent to Christine Jenkins. A

bird nesting box is no longer required on their land, they

are therefore no longer a Person with an Interest in Land

(PIL).

RR-007 Nick Walker Thanet Offshore Wind

Potential interference with property rights

National Grid has been in direct contact with Thanet

Offshore Wind and has met with them on site to discuss

their concerns.

RR-008 David Halfacre

Size of pylons

Should be underground There has been no further contact with David Halfacre.

RR-009 Chris Barnes

Damage to wildlife

Ruining views

Unnecessary building disruption

Reducing value of properties There has been no further contact with Chris Barnes.

RR-010 Mr Kevin Mclean

Size of pylons and visual impact

Should be underground There has been no further contact with Mr Kevin Mclean.

RR-011 Sam Howard

Height of pylons causing blight to landscape

Should be underground There has been no further contact with Sam Howard.

RR-012 Mrs Vivienne Lorimer

Height of pylons

Should be underground

Health concerns

Importing power rather than self-generation

Reduction in value of homes

Destruction of peace and beauty of countryside

Loss of value of property and forcing landowner to

move elsewhere

Lack of consultation on route

Lack of information provided by National Grid/ the

information and plans provided were not suitable

There has been no further contact with Mrs Vivienne

Lorimer.

RR-013 Karen Halfacre

Height of pylons

Effect on landscape

Cables should be buried There has been no further contact with Karen Halfacre.

RR-014 Sarah Hodge South East Water

Impact on potential reservoir

Environmental impact of project

Alternative routes not adequately considered

National Grid has been in frequent and detailed

discussions with South East Water, including several

meetings, and is in the process of agreeing a Statement of

Common Ground.

RR-015 Hoath Parish Council

Damage to landscape

Should be underground or subsea

National Grid has written to Hoath Parish Council asking

to meet and discuss their concerns directly.
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RR

number Name Organisation Main Matters arising How matters are being addressed

RR-016 Michael Rigden

Effect on potential reservoir

Effect on ancient woodland

Cheapest route chosen, there should be other

considerations aside from cost

Impact on countryside

Project should use existing transmission route, or

the subsea cable (the upgrade is required to

service) should be brought ashore at a different

location

There has been no further contact with Michael Rigden.

RR-017 James Bulpitt Possible effects on business A detailed letter has been sent to James Bulpitt.

RR-018 Barrie Boylan

Impact on wildlife and habitat of Kemberland wood,

including impact on protected species

Alternative subsea cable landing option preferred

Alternative route for pylons sought and this should

not be dependant on price Size of

pylons A detailed letter has been sent to Barrie Boylan.

RR-019 Kent Wildlife Trust Potential impact on biodiversity along the route

National Grid is in the process of agreeing a Statement of

Common Ground with Kent Wildlife Trust.

RR-020 CPRE [Kent]

Landscape impact, preference for undergrounding

cables and alternative subsea cable landing option

preferred A detailed letter has been sent to CPRE [Kent].

RR-021 Julian Brazier MP

Height of pylons and impact on landscape

Impact on potential reservoir

Alternative landing location for subsea cable

preferred A letter has been sent to Julian Brazier MP.

RR-022 Environment Agency

Desire that National Grid comply with all relevant

policy and legislation and seeking to ensure the

scheme can be assessed against the Water

Framework Directive Flood

Risk

Design for bridges & culverts

Proposals for pollution prevention

Enhancing equatic environment

Both specific and general concerns relating to

ecological and biodiversity issues

Concerns relating to construction methods and

environmental management schemes

Impact on potential reservoir and queries on chosen

route

National Grid has been in frequent contact with the

Environment Agency, including several meetings, and is in

the process of agreeing a Statement of Common Ground.

RR-023

Sandwich Town

Council Supports application, no objections

National Grid has written to Sandwich Town Council

asking to meet and discuss the project. A meeting was

arranged, but postponed by the Council.

RR-024 Siobhan Robinson Disturbance A letter was sent to Siobhan Robinson.

RR-025 Michael Bullen

Alternatives not properly considered Consultation

carried out was not appropriate or adequate

Type of pylon used and the colour of these,

undergrounding preferred, effect of scheme on

landscape, impact of project on business and

farming, safety during construction works,

reduction of shelter provided by existing trees,

information provided by National Grid not

sufficient, damage to ancient woodland, effects on

wild life, effect on potential reservoir.

A detailed letter has been sent to Michael Bullen in

respect of this relevant representation and that from

Foxhill Stables [RR026].
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RR

number Name Organisation Main Matters arising How matters are being addressed

RR-026 Foxhill stables

Effect on horses and livery business, potential

danger created by location of transmission lines and

construction of the same,

Effect on possible reservoir, preference for

alternative placement not considered,

Loss of certain oak trees and other woodland

Effect on wildlife especially bats and concern on

lack of surveys carried out to establish this.

A detailed letter has been sent to Michael Bullen in

respect of this relevant representation [see RR025].

RR-027 Nicola Mableson New Line Networks

Concerns about protecting their use of shared

access track.

National Grid is in frequent contact with New Line

Networks. Both parties are actively pursuing an

agreement to address the issues raised.

RR-028

Thanet District

Council

Impact on Historic Environment

Need to secure Biodiversity and Landscape

mitigation

Noise and Vibration assessment and mitigation

(including working hours), Local Impact Report will

also be produced potentially raising more issues.

National Grid is in frequent contact with Thanet District

Council and is in the process of agreeing a SoCG jointly

with all local authorities.

RR-029 Dover District Council

Construction noise & vibration

Air quality

Impacts on public rights of way

Impacts on ecology

Interaction with other developments

National Grid is in frequent contact with Dover District

Council and is in the process of agreeing a SoCG jointly

with all local authorities.

RR-030 Sarah Hodge

Network Rail

Infrastructure Limited

Seeking protective provisions

Concerns around the compulsory acquisition of

their land and extinguishment of their rights, no

public interest in granting rights of Compulsory

Acquisition, safety of railway not considered,

seeking land rights agreements

National Grid is in frequent contact with Network Rail,

and is in the process of agreeing a Statement of Common

Ground.

RR-031 Thanet Green Party

Size of pylons, visual impact

Preference for undergrounding and suggesting

these be placed along the route of the railway

A letter was sent [by e-mail] to Thanet Green Party c/o

Ian Driver.

RR-032

Broad Oak

Preservation Society

[BOPS]

Impact on Broad Oak village

Adequacy of consultation

Alternatives

Cost of undergrounding

Interaction with NEMO link and preference for

alternative cable landing site

A letter has been sent to Alan Holden in respect of this

relevant representation and his personal representation.

RR-033 Phil Kirkham

Visual impact, subsea preferred, disputes the need

case for the project There has been no further contact with Phil Kirkham.

RR-034 Woodland Trust

Impact on woodland, project contravenes current

planning policies A detailed letter has been sent to the Woodland Trust.

RR-035 Phillip Thomas

Value and use of property

Potential health impact and noise from pylons

Outlook of land, impact on Ancient Woodland A detailed letter has been sent to Phillip Thomas.

RR-036 Daniel Parry-Jones Royal Mail

Cumulative traffic impacts affecting Royal Mail

operations, seeking duty to be placed on National

Grid to engage with road users to minimise any

disruption caused to road users by the project

A letter was sent to Royal Mail and they have now agreed

their concerns can be covered by a protective provisions

agreement.

RR-037

Country Land and

Business Association

Lack of consultation on design, route and

construction

Disruption to businesses and property values

Tower type and preference for undergrounding

Routes of access A detailed letter has been sent to CLA.
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RR-038 Kent County Council

Preference for undergrounding and concerns

around size of pylons

Impact on proposed reservoir

Interaction with proposed Sturry relief road and

potential disruption to road users and users of the

Saxon Shore Way

Ecological impacts

National Grid is in frequent contact with Kent County

Council and is in the process of agreeing a SoCG jointly

with all local authorities.

RR-039 River Stour [Kent] IDB Local flood risk, land drainage and biodiversity

National Grid has been in frequent contact with the IDB,

and is in the process of agreeing a Statement of Common

Ground with them.

RR-040 Alan Holden

Proximity to home, impact on view and size of

pylons

Consultation

Landing point for Nemo Link and concerns around

splitting of project between Nemo Link and the

Connection Project

A letter has been sent to Alan Holden in respect of this

relevant representation and the representation from

BOPS representation [RR032].

RR-041 GW Finn & Son

GG Baxter [Holdings]

Limited

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order Limits are Excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Effects on

specialist cropping and associated irrigation,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of GG Baxter [Holdings] Limited.

RR-042 GW Finn & Son Baxter Farms Ltd

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order Limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Effects on

specialist cropping and associated irrigation,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Baxter Farms Ltd.
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RR-043 NFU [South East]

Consultation and engagement

Compulsory acquisition and compelling case

requirement

Field drainage

Treatment of soils

Flood issues

Design of Pylons

Consideration offered for access routes and concern

around access to land severed by construction

Clearance for farm machinery

Irrigation & polytunnels

Future effects on farming operations

A detailed letter has been sent to the representative for

the NFU [South East].

RR-044 GW Finn & Son Mr David Botting

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Alternative cable routes were not

considered, Order Limits are Excessive, Concerns

about the use and type of haul roads, Concerns

about soil management and potential for increased

flooding, Impacts on field drainage, Access to land

severed by construction, Effects on specialist

cropping and associated irrigation, Concerns about

impact on general farming and precision farming,

Concerns about security and Concerns around the

appropriateness of the consultation undertaken by

National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Mr David Botting.

RR-045

Marine Management

Organisation

Uncertainty as to which works are within the

marine area and seeking further information on

this. Seeking details of works to be carried out on

River Stour and other works to allow MMO to

approve and enforce Marine Licence. Seeking that

the applicant comply with all guidance on marine

licence activities.

National Grid is preparing plans identifying the works

below MHWS and these will be appended to the SOCG

that is in negotiation with MMO.

RR-046 GW Finn & Son

Robert Brett & Sons

Ltd

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land and concerns around the

appropriateness of the consultation undertaken by

National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Robert Brett & Sons Ltd.
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RR-047 GW Finn & Son Chandler & Dunn Ltd

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order Limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Concerns

about impact on general farming and precision

farming, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the representative for

Chandler & Dunn Ltd.

RR-048 GW Finn & Son Goldstone Farms

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order Limits are Excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Concerns

about impact on general farming and precision

farming, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Goldstone Farms.

RR-049 BTF Partnership The Kings School

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grids Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Order Limits are

Excessive, Concerns about soil management and

potential for increased flooding, Impacts on field

drainage, Access to land severed by construction,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of The Kings School.
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RR-050 GW Finn & Son Dyas Farms [1988] Ltd

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grids Land Rights

Strategy, Alternative cable routes were not

considered, Order Limits are Excessive, Concerns

about the use and type of haul roads, Concerns

about soil management and potential for increased

flooding, Impacts on field drainage, Access to land

severed by construction, Effects on specialist

cropping and associated irrigation, Concerns about

impact on general farming and precision farming

Concerns about security and Concerns around the

appropriateness of the consultation undertaken by

National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Dyas Farms [1988] Ltd.

RR-051 GW Finn & Son Mr & Mrs Fuller

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grids Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order Limits are Excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Effects on

specialist cropping and associated irrigation,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Mr & Mrs Fuller.

RR-052 BTF Partnership

Pippa Southourn

[Trading as DH

Clifton]+C56

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Order Limits are

Excessive, Concerns about the use and type of haul

roads, Concerns about soil management and

potential for increased flooding, Impacts on field

drainage, Access to land severed by construction,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Pippa Southorn.
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RR-053

Southern Gas

Networks

• The proposed location of electricity apparatus in

so far as it may be installed in the vicinity of the gas

network (Pipelines, Sites and Mains);

• The effects of AC induced corrosion on the gas

network (Pipelines, Sites and Mains); and

• The risk of elevated voltages on the gas network

(Pipelines, Sites and Mains);

• Ability to safely maintain and endure the integrity

of Pipelines, Sites and Mains.

Proximity of electricity apparatus to gas network

and seeking assurances of safety for their

infrastructure. National Grid is in frequent contact with Southern Gas

Networks and is in the process of agreeing a SoCG.

RR-054 GW Finn & Son Mr RP Headley

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Concerns

about impact on general farming and precision

farming, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Mr RP Headley.

RR-055 BTF Partnership

Powell Cotton Settled

Estate

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Order Limits are

Excessive, Concerns about the use and type of haul

roads, Concerns about soil management and

potential for increased flooding, Impacts on field

drainage, Access to land severed by construction,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Powell Cotton Settled Estate.
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RR-056 GW Finn & Son

Mr PM & Mrs J

Headley [including the

A&M Trust]

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order Limits are Excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Concerns

about impact on general farming and precision

farming, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Mr PM Headley & Mrs J Headley.

RR-057 BTF Partnership

Quex Park Estates

Company Limited

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Concerns

about impact on general farming and precision

farming, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Quex Park Estates Company Limited.

RR-058 Historic England Reference made to letter of 1st April.

National Grid has been in frequent contact with Historic

England, including several meetings, and is in the process

of agreeing a Statement of Common Ground.

RR-059 GW Finn & Son

Mr DR Lawrence, Mr

GR Lawrence, Mr RJ

Lawrence & Mr DC

Lawrence

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Lawrence's.
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RR-060 GW Finn & Son

FW Mansfield & Son

[c/o Mr PA Mansfield]

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Effects on

specialist cropping and associated irrigation,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Impact on property values and

impact on adjacent land, Concerns about security

and Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of FW Mansfield & Son.

RR-061 GW Finn & Son Mr & Mrs JC Orr

Powers sought through DCO

Effects during construction

Subsequent effects on the use of land

Consultation

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Mr & Mrs JC Orr.

RR-062

Kent & Medway

Economic Partnership

Preference for underground cables

Potential for conflict with proposed reservoir

Potential interaction with Sturry Link Road

Need for biodiversity, ecological and landscape

mitigation

Impacts during construction

Night time construction noise

A detailed letter has been sent to the Kent and Medway

Economic Partnership.

RR-063 GW Finn & Son

Mr RP O'Brien & Mr D

O'Brien

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Impact on property values and impact on adjacent

land, Concerns about security and Concerns around

the appropriateness of the consultation undertaken

by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Mr RP O'Brien and Mr D O'Brien.

RR-064 GW Finn & Son

The Michael Smith

Family Trust [1988]

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Effects on

specialist cropping and associated irrigation,

Concerns about impact on general farming and

precision farming, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of Michael Smith Family Trust [1988].
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RR-065 Natural England Natural England has no objection to the project.

National Grid has been in frequent contact with Natural

England, including several meetings, and is in the process

of agreeing a Statement of Common Ground.

RR-066 GW Finn & Son

St Nicholas Court

Farm Ltd

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Concerns

about impact on general farming and precision

farming, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid

A detailed letter has been sent to the agent acting on

behalf of St Nicholas Court Farms.

RR-067 Elgars

John Craddick &

Graham Chandler

Impact on business

Adequacy of bird surveys

Need for such tall pylons

There has been no further contact with John Craddick &

Graham Chandler.

RR-068

Canterbury City

Council

Wishes to ensure there is no unacceptable conflict

between National Grid and South East Water's

proposals.

Separation from Nethergong Campsite

Separation from employment site at Vauxhall Road

Separation from Broad Oak housing site

Potential for disturbance from construction Noise

Mitigation of possible vibration

Mitigation of impact of dust emissions and vehicle

fumes

National Grid has been in frequent contact with

Canterbury City Council, including several meetings, and

is in the process of agreeing a Statement of Common

Ground with the Local Authorities.

RR-069 GW Finn & Son

BB Stephens & Son

[c/o Mr C Stephens]

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Concerns

about impact on general farming and precision

farming, Impact on property values and impact on

adjacent land, Concerns about security and

Concerns around the appropriateness of the

consultation undertaken by National Grid A detailed letter has been sent to BB Stephens & Son
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RR-070 GW Finn & Son Mr MP Wilkinson

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Alternative cable routes were not

considered, Order limits are excessive, Concerns

about the use and type of haul roads, Concerns

about soil management and potential for increased

flooding, Impacts on field drainage, Access to land

severed by construction, Effects on specialist

cropping and associated irrigation, Concerns about

impact on general farming and precision farming,

Concerns about security and Concerns around the

appropriateness of the consultation undertaken by

National Grid A detailed letter has been sent to Mr MP Wilkinson.

RR-071 GW Finn & Son Mr DJ Snell

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Concerns about soil management and potential for

increased flooding, Impacts on field drainage,

Access to land severed by construction, Impact on

property values and impact on adjacent land,

Concerns about security and Concerns around the

appropriateness of the consultation undertaken by

National Grid A detailed letter has been sent to Mr DJ Snell.

RR-072 Savills St John's College

Future effects on farming operations Consultation

& engagement

Compulsory acquisition and compelling case

requirement

Field drainage

Potential damage to soils

Increased risk of flooding

Length of access route and consideration offered

for access route

Access to land along the haul road

Clearance for farm machinery

Irrigation & polytunnels

Future effects on farming operations A detailed letter has been sent to St John's College.

RR-073 GW Finn & Son Mr NS & Mrs DM Daw

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Protective Provisions and Indemnities

have not been discussed, Alternative cable routes

were not considered, Order limits are excessive,

Concerns about the use and type of haul roads,

Access to land severed by construction, Impact on

property values and impact on adjacent land,

Concerns about security and Concerns around the

appropriateness of the consultation undertaken by

National Grid A detailed letter has been sent to Mr NS & Mrs DM Daw.
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RR-074 GW Finn & Son Mr BE Lawrence

Concern at the need for the extent of the

Compulsory Powers being sought, Concern about

the appropriateness of National Grid's Land Rights

Strategy, Alternative cable routes were not

considered, Order limits are excessive, Concerns

about the use and type of haul roads, Concerns

about soil management and potential for increased

flooding, Impacts on field drainage, Access to land

severed by construction, Concerns about impact on

general farming and precision farming, Concerns

about security and Concerns around the

appropriateness of the consultation undertaken by

National Grid A detailed letter has been sent to Mr BE Lawrence.

RR-075 Mrs Sarah Murray Lives in Broad Oak

There has been no further contact with Mrs Sarah

Murray.

RR-076 JDI Baker

Consideration of alternative routes

Environmental Statement (ES) (Doc 5.2) fails to

assess impacts on agricultural land There has been no further contact with JDI Baker.

RR-077 Mrs Patricia Kemp

Possible health effects

Visual impact and preference for underground

cables

Potential for noise

Misrepresented at the visual presentations. Didn't

see exactly how near the new pylons were sited.

There has been no further contact with Mrs Patricia

Kemp.

RR-078 Mrs Helene Raby

Concerns raised about the effects to health from

overhead lines

Preference for underground cables

Misrepresentation of visual imaging of proposed

development

A detailed letter has been sent to Mrs Helene Raby.

RR-079 Lindsay Halpin

Consideration of alternatives to pylons and

preference for underground cables

Effect on the environment There has been no further contact with Lindsay Halpin.

RR-080 Sir Roger Gale

Inadequacy of consultation

Project is not necessary, alternative route of subsea

cables would avoid need for onshore connection

Potential impact on proposed reservoir

A letter has been sent to Sir Roger Gale MP.

RR-081 Mr Richard Jones

Size and height of pylons and concerns around lack

of consultation

Questions around cost of underground cables and

preference for this approach

Impact on village conservation areas

Proximity to proposed housing and possible

reservoir, Impact on landscape There has been no further contact with Mr Richard Jones.

RR-082 Mrs J Moran

Visibility of overhead lines from dwelling house

Preference for undergrounding and question

around cost for undergrounding

Views expressed by public during consultation were

ignored There has been no further contact with Mrs J Moran.
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RR-083 Chislet Parish Council

Need case for project when Nemo Link could be

connected at Kingsnorth

Preference for underground cables

Potential impact on people, businesses, farmers and

visitors.

Detrimental effect on conservation area, Size of

Pylons, Chislet marshes and other rural

communities

Proximity to existing and proposed housing and

proposed reservoir National Grid has written to Chislet Parish Council asking

to meet and hear their concerns directly.

84 Southern Water Method of surface water drainage

Southern Water has acknowledged that their relevant

representation was a 'standard issue' and not specific to

the Richborough Connection Project. National Grid has

been in frequent contact with Southern Water, and is in

the process of agreeing a Statement of Common Ground

with them.

85 Craig MacKinlay As Julian Brazier and Sir Roger Gale A letter has been sent to Craig MacKinlay MP.

86 Highways England No objections raised

There has been no further contact with Highways

England.
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/RR01 

 

Date: 07 June 2016 

 

 

Mr CP Moss & Mrs JA Moss 

Nook Farm Bungalow 

Mayton Lane 

Broad Oak 

Canterbury 

Kent 

CT2 0QJ 

 

 

Dear Mr and Mrs Moss, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr and Mrs Moss 

Application Reference No: EN020017 - Response to Relevant Representation  

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation as submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project.  With regard to the individual issues raised I hope the following 

comments will be of assistance.  

There has been concern raised about the visual impact of the proposed new overhead line and a preference 

to see the apparatus placed underground.  

The development of measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for any significant adverse effects of a project 

is an intrinsic part of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process and, from the start, the route selection 

process sought to take into account environmental constraints and to avoid them as far as possible. 

Chapter 7 of the Environmental Statement (Volume 5, Document 5.2) describes the assessment of the likely 

significant effects of the proposed development on views and the general visual amenity experienced by 

people. 

The findings of the visual assessment have influenced the exact location of the pylons and, notwithstanding the 

fact that the route of the overhead line passes in close proximity to your home and other properties on Mayton 

Lane, National Grid have given careful consideration to the likely impact of the proposed development on 

views.  Together with all other environmental topics, the effects on which National Grid need to strike a 

balance, National Grid have positioned the pylons so that they are in the oblique view rather than the direct 

view from your property.  National Grid have also sought to position the pylons so that they have a background 

of vegetation, and in some cases vegetation in front of the pylon to screen the base of it.  Looking at a lattice 
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pylon against a background of vegetation helps to make the overall appearance of the pylon recede 

because the background is evident through and beyond the steelwork.  Inevitably a proportion of the pylon 

will be seen against the sky and this cannot be concealed from view.   

National Grid have selected to use standard lattice pylons because they resemble those pylons already in the 

view and by using similar structures the composition of the view will be more coherent.  This is in accordance 

with the Holford Rules which set guidelines for the routeing of overhead lines in the landscape. 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some consultees for the connection to be placed 

underground. National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire route as 

set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report (COR) 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding. The COR indicated that 

there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection underground would justify the works, their 

associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost. The proposed route strikes the right 

balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the additional cost of the Project 

which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

Concerns have been expressed about the potential noise that will be generated from the use of the proposed 

new overhead line and the impact this will have to the enjoyment of the property and also its value.  

 

A detailed assessment of the potential impacts of noise (during both construction and operational phases of 

the development) has been completed.  Surveys have been conducted on behalf of National Grid to assess 

existing background noise levels.  Predictions of likely operational noise levels (during both dry and wet 

conditions) have been assessed in relation to the background noise levels.  Further information can be found in 

the Operational Noise Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.11C) and Overhead Line Noise Modelling (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.11E). 

 

Due to the distance to your property, the noise from the overhead line is predicted to be no louder than the 

existing background noise in the area, this is the case during both dry and wet weather conditions and even 

during the periods of lowest background noise. The predictions show a negligible magnitude of effect during 

dry conditions and a low magnitude of effect during wet conditions.  In both cases this has been assessed as 

being not significant. 

 

National Grid would be happy to discuss with you further any concerns that you may have on the impact on 

value to your property. 

 

I hope that the comments have been of assistance.  However, so that National Grid can fully understand any 

outstanding matters it would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged with you to discuss and review 

these issues to try and address your concerns.   
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For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect you, can I 

please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer you may contact the Project 

number 0845 437 7361 direct or email:  

richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

Enc. 
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Dear Mr Price, 
 
Proposed National Grid (Richborough Connection Project) Development Consent Order – Response to Trinity 
House Relevant Representation 
 
We would like to formally acknowledge your relevant representation submitted in relation to the above proposed 
Development Consent Order.  
 
River navigation is recognised as being important by National Grid, and navigation matters have been an ongoing 
consideration for the project up to this point. As such, National Grid has sought early engagement with Trinity House on 
the project, including on matters of design, optioneering and navigation, at each stage of project development. 
 
A summary of previous contact made between National Grid and Trinity House is shown below: 
 

Project Stage Trinity House Response 
 

Summer 2013 Consultation: National Grid contacted 
Trinity House with regard to the Summer 2013 consultation. 
This included an invitation to comment on all matters 
including the project need case, strategic options for the 
project and the Route Corridor Study.  

No feedback from Trinity House was received.  

 

2014 Engagement: This included an invitation to comment 
on all matters including the Connection Options Report 
outlining why the proposed draft route has been chosen, 
and factors taken into consideration. 

A response from Trinity House was received confirming 
that Trinity House “…do not consider that this Project will 
have an impact on marine navigation” and that, Trinity 
House “do not require further communication regarding this 
matter.” 

Spring 2015 Formal Consultation: National Grid 
contacted Trinity House with regard to the Spring 2015 
consultation for the project. This included an invitation to 
comment on all matters including the draft project, 
proposed route, draft Development Consent Order, 
environmental information and plans. 

No response from Trinity House was received. 

 
In addition to the above, National Grid also engaged with Trinity House on 20th January 2016 with regard to options for 
emergency stopping positions on the River Stour. Trinity House responded by referring National Grid to the local 
lighthouse authority. 
 

Trinity House      

Navigation Directorate            

Trinity Square    

Tower Hill          

London                                     

EC3N 4DH 

 

 

 

CP/RCP/TH/01 

Date 

12 July 2016 
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The proposed route, design and construction methodology have been reviewed and assessed throughout the design 
process to keep limitations to river navigation at a minimum. These effects have been assessed within the Environmental 
Statement (ES) (Document 5.2, Chapters 3, 9, 13 and 15). As such, limited temporary effects on navigation are as 
below: 
 

• Temporary restrictions to river navigation during bridge installation / removal are required for safety reasons. 
This would be for two or three days for each individual bridge installation / removal.  

• Temporary restrictions to river navigation are required for safety reasons during periods of netting installation 
/ removal. This would be for approximately one half day for each individual overhead line crossing of the 
River Stour. 

 
During the periods of river closure, emergency stopping positions will be provided in the form of a buoy attached by chain 
to a post in the bank with associated signage. These emergency stopping positions are solely to allow for the tying up of 
approaching non-project river vessels with no anchor. Also during the period of traffic restriction, a boat will be in position 
to act as a safety boat for both river users and bridge installers during the period of installation. 
 
Discussions with the River Stour downstream interest group, harbour master and other river users will take place prior to 
any temporary stoppage to navigation. Appropriate notices will also be provided. 
 
Given the many opportunities that Trinity House have had to engage with the project concerning navigation, and the 
above nature of works and processes in place, I hope that the above provides comfort that the views of Trinity House 
have been sought throughout and that navigation matters have been duly considered by the project. I also hope that the 
above demonstrates that navigation matters have been considered as part of the project design process.  
 
In light of the above, and unless Trinity House believe that there is anything to add to discussion on navigation during the 
examination process, we would suggest that Trinity House withdraw their relevant representation to the examining 
authority and indicate that it has no further comments to make. 
 
I hope you find the above informative in addressing the matter raised within your representation. If you would like to 
discuss the matter further, please do not hesitate to get in touch. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
 

 
Steve Self 
Project Manager 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
c.c Martin Thomas – Trinity House, Navigation Support Officer (by email) 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/8005/RR03 

 

Date: 8 June 2016 

 

 

PB Headley and Son 

Tile Lodge Farm 

Hoath Road 

Canterbury 

Kent 

CT3 4JN 

 

 

Dear Sirs, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – PB Headley and Son 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation  

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation as submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project and comment on the issues you have raised below.  

With regards to the concerns raised around the consultation process.  

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of this consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it 

had been in compliance with, and in some cases has gone further than, the requirements of the Planning Act 

2008.   

 

In carrying out the consultation National Grid has had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of 

information provided and the frequency at which it is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too 

much consultation and they would rather comment on a final design, while others have requested regular 

discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on their land.  

 

National Grid submitted a Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, 

which provides a summary of the consultation responses received and how they have been taken into 

account by National Grid.  National Grid has taken into consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also 

taking into account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design of the 

Project. 
 
It has been claimed that National Grid has not taken into account your suggested changes to the pylon 

locations, and, if the planned route is approved, 5 out of the 10 pylons located on your land will be 

inconvenient to farming operations.  
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National Grid has held a feedback meeting with you to review the route changes that you have requested 

and, where it has not been possible to accommodate such requests within the proposed design, the reasons 

for this have been explained.  

At a feedback meeting on 27th November 2015, it was explained that some of your proposed changes would 

not be possible.  The reasons provided for this were: that it would not be possible to implement the proposed 

changes due to the restriction this would place on the space available for required scaffolding which needs to 

be erected beside neighbouring roads; that it was not possible to locate pylons on your preferred locations as 

they would unacceptably increase the span stretch of the conductors and the height of the associated Pylons 

at those locations; that some of your proposed alternative areas were unsuitable due to ecological constraints 

which among other things restrict the ability to locate pylons in areas of woodland; that it was essential for 

some key pylons to be located where they are proposed to facilitate the technical requirement for spans to be 

of a certain length at certain locations; that altering pylons on your land would force the relocation of many 

more pylons on to arable land along other parts of the route; and the need to ensure that there is space 

around the pylons to allow for the installation of appropriate drainage. 

Further details of the feedback were recorded in the minutes issued to you after the meeting.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this with you again and clarify any questions that you have.  

National Grid acknowledges that the presence of apparatus may interfere with normal farming operations and 

in designing the route National Grid try to minimise interference whilst taking into account many other factors 

including those outlined above.  National Grid would be happy to discuss with you further the impact that you 

anticipate.  

So that National Grid can fully understand any outstanding matters, it would be appreciated if a meeting 

could be arranged to discuss and review these issues to try and address your concerns.  National Grid would 

ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878 to arrange this meeting or if you prefer you may contact 

the Project number 0845 437 7361 direct or email: richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see: 

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

Yours faithfully 

 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

 

Cc: Mr M Chandler, GW Finn & Son, 1 King Street, Sandwich, Kent, CT13 9BY 

 

 

  

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/
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Dear Ms Jenkins,

Proposed National Grid (Richborough Connection Project) Development Consent Order - Response to
Nethergong Camping Relevant Representation

We would like to formally acknowledge your relevant representation submitted in relation to the above proposed
Development Consent Order. We acknowledge the issues raised within your representation and we would welcome the
opportunity to meet with you again to discuss your representation in further detail if you believe this would be helpful.

In summary, your representation referred to the following four matters:

1. The potential damage to or loss of your family business;
2. The potential loss of a centre of tourism in East Kent;
3. Potential loss of revenue for other local businesses; and
4. The disruption and damage to wildlife such as barn owls and other birds.

Taking each of these matters in turn, we have set out an initial response below.

1. Potential damage or loss to your family business

The representation refers to both noise concerns as well as more general concerns around the effect of the proximity of
the proposed development in relation to trade. Each of these points is discussed below.

Noise

Construction and operational noise from the proposed development is discussed in Chapter 11 of the Environmental
Statement (Document 5.2).

Operational 400kV overhead lines can produce audible noise (a crackle and on occasion a hum) under certain conditions.
The highest noise levels from a 400kV overhead line generally occur during and soon after periods of rainfall. Fog may
also give rise to increased noise, although typically lower than noise during rainfall. Noise generated by the overhead line
in rain and fog is referred to as 'wet noise'. During wet conditions, a crackling noise can on occasion be accompanied by
a hum. During wet conditions some of the effect of this increased noise is masked by increased ambient noise due to
rainfall, either directly due to raindrops falling on hard surfaces or nearby foliage, or indirectly due to increased vehicle
tyre/road interaction noise on local wet roads.

After a prolonged spell of dry weather, without heavy rain to wash the conductors (the wires), contamination may build up
on the surface of the conductors and this may also result in increased noise which can be described as a crackle. Under

Nethergong Camping

Nethergong Hill

Upstreet

Canterbury

CT3 4DN

FAO: Ms Christine Jenkins

Your Ref

EN020017/PCI 1.1.2

Our Ref

Document 1.2

Date

02 June 2016
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these circumstances, the noise is referred to as 'dry noise'. During the next occurrence of heavy rain, these discharge
sources are washed away and the line will resume its normal quieter operation.

During the normal operation of the overhead line, the noise from the overhead line is predicted to be no louder than the
existing background noise in the area. This is the case in both dry and wet weather conditions.

General effects of the proximity of the proposed development

Potential damage or loss to business is considered as part of the socio-economic assessment (Chapter 15) within the
Environmental Statement (Document 5.2) submitted in support of the DCO application.

The socio-economic assessment considers the potential direct effects and indirect amenity effects of the proposed
development on business receptors and includes an assessment of Nethergong Camping. Given the location of the
proposed development within an adjacent field, the assessment concludes that Nethergong Camping would not
experience any direct socio-economic effects during either construction or operation and therefore the assessment
focused on any potential for indirect amenity effects and perceived effects on the business receptor.

In exploring indirect amenity effects, the socio-economic assessment methodology (Tables 15.11 and 15.12 of Chapter
15, Document 5.2) considers the findings of other assessments (e.g. noise, air quality and landscape and visual) which,
in combination, could lead to a socio-economic effect where the benefits and wellbeing that users gain from a resource
for its intended function is affected.

During operation of the proposed development and during times when the campsite is open, the socio-economic
assessment acknowledges the high sensitivity of Nethergong Camping site. However, only the landscape and visual
assessment concludes a residual significant effect which, in line with the assessment methodology adopted does not lead
to an overall indirect amenity effect which is considered to be significant from a socio-economic perspective.

As reported in Chapter 15 of Document 5.2, construction of the proposed development in the vicinity of Nethergong
Campsite (pylons PC24-28) is planned for a period between January and May 2018, outside of the peak visitor season
and, for the majority of time, within the months when the campsite is closed (end of October to 1 April or Easter,
whichever is first). Any potential for indirect amenity effects during construction has therefore been reduced through
careful construction programming.

As well as direct, indirect and construction effects National Grid acknowledge that perceived effects can be common
during the development stage of major infrastructure projects such as new overhead line transmission infrastructure.
Your representation demonstrates that there are perceived effects of the proposed development both for you as a
business and for a small number of your customers.

Nevertheless, based on the evidence that we have collected, National Grid considers there is little evidence to suggest
that in the longer term, Nethergong Camping will experience ongoing loss attributable wholly to the presence of the
proposed overhead line.

The socio economic assessment (Chapter 15, Document 5.2) makes reference to research undertaken for National Grid
on this matter. This research sought to explore the perceived effects of National Grid projects, such as those effects
perceived by Nethergong Camping. The research undertook a series of business and user surveys across a range of
National Grid projects, including five projects that are already built (ex-post), two proposed projects (ex-ante) and two
control locations.

The surveys were undertaken following a review of available literature on the public perception of infrastructure
development.

In considering effects on businesses, the research showed that the quantity of perceived effects decreased as projects
develop from hypothetical to pre-construction and post-construction. Surveys also demonstrated that following project
completion, levels of perceived effects decrease rapidly.
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It is therefore considered that the perception of the proposed Richborough Connection Project and the potential effect on
the business at Nethergong Camping would improve as the development progressed from application stage through to
construction and operation. This improvement would directly correlate to the evidence from similar projects as the real
effect of the proposed development becomes clear and is generally less than had been feared.

In order to enhance the camping facility, National Grid, at a meeting held at Nethergong Camping on 03 December 2015,
discussed with you the potential for enhancement planting along the northern boundary of the site and we would be
happy to continue these discussions, agreeing the enhancement by voluntary agreement with yourselves, outside of the
DCO process.

2. Potential loss of a centre of tourism in East Kent

This matter relates solely to the previously addressed potential effect on the business at Nethergong Camping. As such,
and based upon the information submitted in support of the application for DCO and the above summary position, we
would consider that the potential for such a loss is minimal.

There are a number of examples where camping / caravan facilities successfully co-exist adjacent to or in very close
proximity of National Grid 400kV infrastructure.

3. Potential loss of revenue for other local businesses

This potential effect relates to wider perceived effects on the business receptor and assumes a reduction in trade at the
campsite and therefore a related reduction in indirect or induced spend within the local or regional economy. National
Grid considers that there will be no direct or indirect impacts on business at Nethergong Camping and therefore the
associated spend within the local economy from visitors to Nethergong Camping would continue.

Through Nethergong Camping’s previous response to consultation, we have had sight of the summary results of the
survey undertaken by yourselves in 2013 which sought to estimate spend of your campers within the local economy. The
survey states “the site is extremely beneficial to local businesses with more campers using the post office stores, local
pubs and local activities at least once during their stay with their 2013 survey estimating over £250,000 of spend in east
Kent by campers from the site”.

National Grid recognises the indirect benefit of those staying at Nethergong Camping within both the local and regional
economies and consider that such benefit will continue to be felt from those choosing to stay at Nethergong.

4. Disruption and damage to wildlife such as barn owls and other birds

A detailed survey programme (summarised in Chapter 9, Table 9.3 in Document 5.2) was implemented after
consultation and with Natural England’s (NE) approval. NE agreed with fieldwork methods and area coverage for bird
surveys and were consulted in respect of protected sites, protected species scope and methodology, and in particular
birds, as well as any likely significant effects on statutory sites (see Chapter 9, section 9.4 in Document 5.2). Installation
of bird diverters have been assessed in relation to collision risk and they are proposed where it would minimise the effects
of collision on statutory interests (sites or species).

As detailed within Chapter 9, section 9.27 in Document 5.2, there was potential for nesting barn owl to be disturbed at
two nest boxes during construction of the 400kV overhead line and dismantling of the 132kV PX route, arising from
machinery movement and noise, and an increase in human activity.

To minimise disturbance and ensure there are no significant effects to the local barn owl population, prior to
commencement of construction both nest boxes will be capped, (outside the breeding season), and new alternative nest
sites will be installed at a sufficient set-back from the works (full details are contained within Method Statement G:
Schedule 1 Species in Document 5.4.3E). These methods were developed in liaison with the Stour Valley Barn Owl
Conservation Network/Wildlife Conservation Partnership (BOCN/WCP) regarding the locations of the alternative nest
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boxes (Chapter 9, Table 9.4 in Document 5.2). Minimal effects are considered to be likely in the maintenance and
operational phase, as limited vegetation trimming in relation to safety clearance every few years would lead to no
significant disturbance to nesting birds.

Natural England highlighted within their relevant representations that they had no objection to the project. They stated
that the Environmental Statement was thorough and demonstrates beyond reasonable scientific doubt that there would
be no significant effect on the integrity of the European sites, that the project is unlikely to have a significant impact on the
nearby Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs). Furthermore Natural England stated within their relevant
representations that “Natural England has had significant pre application involvement with the applicants to agree suitable
bird surveys and methodology for collision risk modelling. The collision risk modelling for each of the bird species
identifies that the collision risk without mitigation will be below the 1% mortality rate considered significant. Natural
England is satisfied that this has been correctly assessed. Furthermore, we are satisfied that bird diverters will be used
within the areas of greatest collision risk, such as Ash Levels and Monkton Reservoirs, to further minimise the risk of bird
collision.”

I hope this response addresses some of the matters raised within your representation. Please do get in touch should you
wish to meet to discuss these matters further.

Yours sincerely,

Steve Self
Project Manager
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11 May 2016

Dear X

Richborough Connection Project

As you may already be aware, we have recently submitted our application to build a new electricity connection
between Richborough and Canterbury. This project will join Nemo Link®, an electricity link between
Herdersbrug in Belgium and Richborough, to our existing electricity transmission network at Canterbury.

Our application has been accepted by the Planning Inspectorate to proceed to examination and we have let
interested parties know how they can be involved in the next stage of the process and provide their views.
Moving forward, the application will be examined by the Planning Inspectorate from the start of June, for six
months, after which they have three months to finalise the examination findings before submission to the
Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change, who will then have a further three months to make a final
decision.

If our application is approved by the Secretary of State, we will start construction in Summer 2017 and the new
connection will be up and running by Autumn 2018. The existing UK Power Networks line will then be taken
down between 2019 and 2021.

We have a number of plans in action to mitigate the presence of our construction and we do expect our work
to cause some disruption in your local area. With this in mind, I thought it would be useful if one of the project
team could meet Councillors to discuss any concerns they may have about the project and any specific issues
or local events we should be aware of.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely

Steve Self
Project Manager
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/7046/RR17 

 

Date: 07 June 2016 

 

 

 

Mr J Bulpitt 

4 Fordwich Road 

Sturry 

Canterbury 

Kent 

CT2 0BN 

 

 

Dear Mr Bulpitt, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr J Bulpitt 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11 th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation as submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project and with regard to the individual issues raised National Grid 

comment below.   

Concerns have been raised by you about the potential impact to your business, specifically the ability to 

access your business located at Chislet Business Park during the construction of the 400kV overhead line and 

the dismantling of the 132kV overhead line. 

It is anticipated that there will only be the occasional need for construction traffic to use a short section of the 

access road to Chislet Business Park, as National Grid are proposing to construct a separate haul road around 

the Business Park to minimise any disruption to businesses.  National Grid have made provision for scaffold to be 

constructed either side of the main access road to the Business Park to protect users of the Business Park when 

removing the 132kV overhead line, and as a result this road may need to be closed for a short period to install 

protective netting between the scaffold structures.  These works will be planned and carried out in such a way 

as to minimise disruption to the users of the Business Park.  The road closure would only be required for a few 

hours and it will be possible to have traffic management in place to allow vehicles to access the Business Park 

during this time.  For further information on transport please refer to the Environmental Statement (Volume 5, 

Document 5.2 Part 1 of 2) and the Transport Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.10A). 

I hope that the comments have been of assistance.  So that National Grid can fully understand any 

outstanding matters, it would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss and review any 

outstanding issues to try and address your concerns.  Can I ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 

477878 to arrange this meeting or if you prefer you may contact the Project number 0845 437 7361 direct or 

email: richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via PINS’ website - please see: 

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/8095/RR18 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

 

Mr BJG Boylan 

Beech Hurst 

Waterhouse Lane 

Kingswood 

Radworth 

Surrey 

KT20 6LF 

 

 

Dear Mr Boylan, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project –  Mr B. J. G. Boylan 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representations as submitted by you to the Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project.  With regard to the individual issues raised I hope the following 

comments will be of assistance. 

Concerns have been raised about the impact of the proposed new overhead line on Kemberland Woods and 

the habitat of protected species. 

All sensitive habitats including sites designated for ancient woodland were considered within the options 

routeing and alignment process to minimise or eliminate negative effects.  During consultation several design 

changes were made to the route where it crossed ancient woodland.  In respect of Kemberland Wood Local 

Wildlife Site, the route was moved slightly to the south, to avoid a caravan located to the west of the wood, 

whilst ensuring the route crossed over the northern part of the woodland to minimise effects on the ancient 

woodland.  The route alignment took into account the quality of the sections of woodland affected in terms of 

their current value, and their potential for supporting wildlife , as such the trees to be removed are not ancient 

or veteran. Routeing any further south would result in a greater impact on higher quality woodland within 

Kemberland Wood and properties to the west of the wood.  Further details on the options considered are 

considered in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7). 

Ancient woodland is not defined as a continuous physical cover of trees and shrubs. Open space, both 

temporary and permanent, is an important component of all temperate woodland systems.  The proposed 

development results in no permanent pylons or construction access tracks sited in ancient woodland and there 
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will be no destruction of areas of ancient woodland habitat. New overhead line conductors/wires will oversail 

ancient woodland in Kemberland Wood but no structures are proposed within the woodland itself.  To allow for 

these works, areas of woodland would be managed as outlined in the Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AIA) 

(Volume 5, Document 5.4.3I), and site and species specific method statements in the Biodiversity Mitigation 

Strategy (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3E), including protected species works licensed by Natural England as 

required.  These include ground protection measures for both ancient woodland soils, ground flora and 

coppice stools.  These measures ensure that National Grid's statutory safety clearance for overhead lines is 

achieved, whilst connectivity would be maintained throughout and no overall loss of the woodland habitats, 

fragmentation, or significant effects on qualifying interest species would result.  Sections of the ancient 

woodlands have previously been managed through coppice, and consequently are suitable to be returned to 

this management practice.  The coppicing works would result in improved diversity of woodland structure, 

increased light to shrub and ground flora layers, and associated diversification in faunal interests, resulting in a 

positive change. In other areas, woodland cover would be improved from the current position through 

planting with locally suitable species (detailed in the NBS Landscape Specification for Planting (Volume 5, 

Document 5.4.6D)).   

The receptors included in the scope of assessment were agreed with Natural England, the local authorities and 

Kent Wildlife Trust.  These effects have been assessed in detail in Chapter 9 of the Environmental Statement (ES) 

(Volume 5, Doc 5.2 Part 1 of 2) and the AIA (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3I), and conclude that there will be no 

loss in ancient woodland habitat nor associated designated status.  The embedded measures secured through 

draft Requirements 5(2)b, 6, 8, 9 and 10 of the DCO provide for protection of existing receptors during 

construction.  A cyclical management regime following construction will ensure that the proposed works would 

not constitute a loss of ancient woodland integrity or the removal of its key component characteristics, and 

would improve the arboricultural and biodiversity value of the woodlands concerned.   

A full assessment of the effects of the Project to Kemberland Woods can be found in section 9.14 ‘Assessment 

of effects: Little Hall and Kemberland Woods and Pastures Local Wildlife Site of the ES (Volume 5, Document 

5.2).  In addition to this, further information on the effects to Bats, Great Crested Newts, Dormice and 

Invertebrates can be found in section 9.30 ‘Assessment of effects: Great Crested Newts’, section 9.33 

‘Assessment of effects: Bat Assemblage’, section 9.34 ‘Assessment of effects: Dormouse’, section 9.36 

Assessment of effects: Invertebrates’ and section 9.37 ‘Assessment of effects: Invasive Plant Species’ of the ES. 

Further information can also be found in the Bat Survey Report (Volume 5, Document 5.4.9F), Dormice Survey 

Report (Volume 5, Document 5.4.9F), Great Crested Newt Survey Report (Document 5.4.9I) and Invertebrate 

Survey Report (Volume 5, Document 5.4.9K).  

Concerns have been raised regarding the risk of spreading Japanese Knotweed. 

The spread of Japanese knotweed located to the west of Kemberland Wood would be prevented by the 

implementation of best practice measures following Environment Agency guidelines.  The approach for 

managing Japanese knotweed is set out in more detail in the Construction Environmental Management Plan 

(Volume 5, Document 5.4.3C). 

Concerns have been raised about the desirability or need for the proposed new overhead line and it has been 

suggested that an alternative cable route from Zeebrugge to Kingsnorth should have been considered.  
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As the Nemo Link® project is being developed jointly by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian 

transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is 

unable to respond to questions and comments on the details of the Nemo Link project including its choice of 

landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the convertor station and substation at 

the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated onshore cable works from Thanet 

and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Furthermore, on the 24 May 2016 Thanet District Council 

approved the details of the Nemo Link reserved matters application. 

Whilst National Grid is unable to respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of 

options for the landfall point were considered by the Nemo Link project and information presented in its 

planning application submission. 

I hope that these comments have been of assistance.  However, so that National Grid may be able to fully 

understand any outstanding matters it would be appreciated if a further meeting with you could be arranged 

to discuss and review these issues to try and address your remaining concerns.  Please contact Fisher German 

on 01227 477878, or If you prefer you may contact the Project number 0845 437 7361 direct or email: 

richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website, please see: 

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Dear Hillary,

Proposed National Grid (Richborough Connection Project) Development Consent Order – Response to CPRE
Relevant Representation

We would like to formally acknowledge your relevant representation submitted in relation to the above proposed
Development Consent Order. We acknowledge the issues raised within your representation and would like to offer a
future meeting in order to discuss matters further should you so wish.

We deal with your two key issues raised in your representation below: -

1. Undergrounding

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some consultees for the connection to be placed
underground. National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire route as set out in
the Strategic Options Report (SOR) (Document 7.4). National Grid’s Connection Options Report (COR) (Document 7.7)
also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be placed underground. The assessments
undertaken indicated that there were no areas where the benefits of placing the connection underground would justify the
substantial extra cost and environmental impacts.

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the context of
the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, archaeological,
ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding. The COR (Document 7.7) considered the use of
cables for each Section of the proposed route and whether there were any sensitive locations where it was appropriate to
use underground cables. However, the COR indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the
connection underground would justify the works, and their associated environmental impacts, and the additional cost. The
proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the additional
cost of the project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills.

2. Use of undersea cable

As the Nemo Link project is being developed jointly by National Grid Nemo Link Limited (NGNLL) and Elia (the Belgian
transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity Transmission, who is responsible for the Richborough Connection
project is unable to respond to questions and comments on the details of the Nemo Link including its choice of landfall
point. The Nemo Link was granted outline consents for the convertor station and substation at the former Richborough
power station site and full consent for the associated onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in
December 2013. Furthermore, on the 24 May 2016 Thanet District Council approved the details of the Nemo Link
reserved matters application.

Hillary Newport
CPRE Kent
Queen's Head,
Ashford Road,
Charing,
Ashford,
TN27 0AD

01 June 2016
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Whilst National Grid is unable to respond on behalf of Nemo Link it understands that a range of options for the landfall
point were considered by Nemo Link and information presented in its planning application submission.

I hope you find the above response informative in addressing some of the matters raised within your representation.
Please do get in touch should you wish to meet to discuss these matters further.

Yours sincerely,

Steve Self
Project Manager
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National Grid
PO BOX 68215
London
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Freephone: 0800 157 7878

Email: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk

Julian Brazier MP
House of Commons
London
SW1A 0AA

12 July 2016

Dear Mr Brazier,

Richborough Connection Project

I am writing following your representation to the Planning Inspectorate on the Richborough Connection
project.

You will be aware that the application for a Development Consent Order will now be examined by the
Planning Inspectorate for a period of up to six months, after which the Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change will then have a further three months make the final decision. During the examination of our
application, the process is run and managed by the Planning Inspectorate and any updates to our proposals
will be published on the Planning Inspectorate website.

I am conscious that we have met and spoken over the phone on a number of occasions in the past and have
had detailed discussions regarding the Richborough Connection project. If you would like to discuss the
specific points raised in your representation in more detail, or wish to receive any further information, please
do not hesitate to contact one of the Richborough team on 0800 157 7878 or email
richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk so they can make the necessary arrangements.

Kind regards

Steve Self

Project Manager
National Grid
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/12790/RR24 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

 

Ms SE Robinson  

4 Mayton Cottages 

Heel Lane 

Broad Oak 

Canterbury 

Kent 

CT2 0QL 

 

 

Dear Ms Robinson, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Ms SE Robinson 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11TH 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation as submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project.   

In your Relevant Representation you indicated a concern about disturbance.  In the majority of cases any 

disturbance will be minimal.  All construction works associated with this scheme have been planned in such a 

way as to cause as little disturbance as possible.  Surveys have been conducted on behalf of National Grid to 

assess likely noise levels, with reference to existing background noise.  Further information can be found in the 

Operational Noise Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.11C) and Overhead Line Noise Modelling (Volume 5, 

Document 5.4.11.E). 

National Grid would like to discuss your concerns further with you and it would be appreciated if a meeting 

could be arranged to discuss and try to address your concerns.  National Grid would kindly ask that you 

contact Fisher German on 01227 477878 to arrange this meeting or if you prefer you may contact the Project 

number 0845 437 7361 direct or email: richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see: 

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager  

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/9065/RR25/RR26 

 

Date: 06 June 2016 

 

 

Mr MF Bullen 

Foxhill House 

Herne Bay Road 

Sturry 

Canterbury 

Kent 

CT3 4NG 

 

 

Dear Mr Bullen, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr M F Bullen/Foxhill Stables 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware, on 11th 

February 2016 the Examining Authority (ExA) accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission 

plc for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the 

Richborough Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representations as submitted by you and Foxhill 

Stables to The Planning Inspectorate in connection with the Richborough Connection Project.  With regard to 

the individual issues raised in both representations I hope the following comments will be of assistance to you.   

 

It has been suggested that there are a number of alternative cable routes which have not been investigated 

including connections at the Isle of Grain, Kingsnorth and Dungeness.  

 

As the Nemo Link® project is being developed jointly by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian 

transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Richborough 

Connection project is unable to respond to questions and comments on the details of the Nemo Link project 

including its choice of landfall point. The Nemo Link project was granted outline consents for the convertor 

station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated onshore 

cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013. Furthermore, on the 24 May 2016 

Thanet District Council approved the details of the Nemo Link project reserved matters application.  

 

Whilst National Grid is unable to respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of 

options for the landfall points were considered by the Nemo Link project and information presented in its 

planning application submission. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the consultation process has been more of a public relations exercise than a 

consultation and that none of the concerns raised have been effectively addressed and none of the 

feedback provided has been taken on board.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on 

proposals, at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, 
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The Planning Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the 

application that it was in compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has 

submitted a Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which 

provides a summary of the consultation responses received and how they have been taken into account by 

National Grid.  

 

National Grid take into consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account 

environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. Further information on the 

decision making process around the final pylon design can be found in the Pylon Design Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.8).  

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some consultees for the connection to be placed 

underground. National Grid 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).  The Connection Options Report (COR) 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

 

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The COR (Volume 7, 

Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection underground 

would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  The 

proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

Concerns have been raised in relation to the safety of customers and livestock during the construction phase 

of the Project and the potential loss of revenue to the livery yard business.  

 

Safety is very important to National Grid and National Grid will work with you to ensure that your concerns 

around safety are addressed. Any works carried out on your property would ensure the safety both of yourself, 

any visitors and any livestock and would be undertaken in consultation with yourself.   

 

Although current legislation does not provide for compensation for business losses incurred, National Grid will 

consider any reasonable claim for loss of value to property (injurious affection) due to the presence of new 

apparatus. Business owners will need to demonstrate a long term loss in value to the property as a business 

premises, which will be assessed on a case by case basis. 

 

Concerns have also been raised about the impact of the proposed new overhead line on neighbouring 

ancient woodland, wildlife habitat and the removal of oak trees along a field boundary.  

 

All sensitive habitats including sites designated for ancient woodland were considered within the options 

appraisal for routeing and alignment to minimise or eliminate negative effects.  During consultation, several 

design changes were made to the proposed route where it crossed ancient woodland.  In respect of 

Kemberland Wood Local Wildlife Site (LWS), the route was moved slightly to the south, to avoid a caravan 

located to the west of the wood, whilst ensuring the route crossed over the northern part of the woodland to 

minimise effects on the ancient woodland.  The route alignment took into account the quality of the sections of 

woodland affected in terms of their current value, and their potential for supporting wildlife, and the trees to be 

removed are not ancient or veteran. Routeing any further south would result in a greater impact on higher 

quality woodland within Kemberland Wood and properties to the west of the wood.  Further details on the 

options considered are considered in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the 

Connection Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7). 
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Ancient woodland is not defined as a continuous physical cover of trees and shrubs. Open space, both 

temporary and permanent, is an important component of all temperate woodland systems. The proposed 

development results in no permanent pylons or construction access tracks sited in ancient woodland and there 

will be no destruction of areas of ancient woodland habitat. New overhead line conductors/wires would 

oversail ancient woodland in Kemberland Wood but no structures are proposed within the woodland.  To allow 

for these works, areas of woodland would be managed as outlined in the Arboricultural Impact Assessment 

(AIA) (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3I)1.  Measures ensure that National Grid's statutory safety clearance for 

overhead lines is achieved, whilst connectivity would be maintained throughout and no overall loss of the 

woodland habitats, fragmentation, or significant effects on qualifying interest species would result.  Sections of 

the ancient woodlands have previously been managed through coppice, and consequently are suitable to 

be returned to this management practice.  The coppicing works would result in improved diversity of woodland 

structure, increased light to shrub and ground flora layers, and associated diversification in faunal interests, 

resulting in a positive change. In other areas, woodland cover would be improved from the current position 

through planting with locally suitable species (detailed in the NBS Landscape Specification for Planting 

(Volume 5, Document 5.4.6D)).   

 

The receptors included in the scope of assessment and the methods of surveying conducted were agreed with 

Natural England, the local authorities and Kent Wildlife Trust (KWT).  These effects have been assessed in detail 

in Chapter 9 of the Environmental Statement (Volume 5, Document 5.2 Part 1 of 2), and the AIA (Volume 5, 

Document 5.4.3I), and conclude that there will be no loss in ancient woodland habitat nor associated 

designated status.  The embedded measures secured through Requirements 5(2)b, 6, 8, 9 and 10 of the draft 

DCO include for protection of existing receptors during construction.  A cyclical management regime following 

construction, will ensure that the proposed works would not constitute a loss of ancient woodland integrity or 

the removal of its key component characteristics, and would improve the arboricultural and biodiversity value 

of the woodlands concerned.  A full assessment of the effects of the project in respect of biodiversity interests 

can be found in Chapter 9 of the Environmental Statement (Volume 5, Document 5.2 Part 1 of 2).  

 

In addition to the re-planting described within the AIA1, National Grid is also proposing further measures as part 

of the Landscape and Habitat Enhancement Scheme (Volume 5, Document 5.8) which includes Foxhill House 

(Visual receptor reference A1.H46).  Enhancement measures have been identified to assist in providing a visual 

screen towards pylon PC9.  The proposals are identified as MA 1.19 and provide gapping up of tree planting to 

the northern boundary of the property along the fence line around the stables. The proposed enhancement 

planting is to provide native trees with species to include Common hawthorn, Blackthorn, Hazel, Holly, Privet 

and Elder.  National Grid understand that this planting has been discussed with you, and that rather than using 

trees to screen the view entirely, you wish to consider the possibility of planting some trees down the middle of 

the paddock to break up the view instead.  National Grid would welcome the opportunity to discuss these 

proposals with you in further detail.  

 

Concerns have been raised about the Project rendering South East Water’s reservoir proposals impossible.   

 

National Grid is fully aware of South East Water’s proposals for a new reservoir to the North West of Broad Oak 

and has been in dialogue with South East Water on how their proposals and the Project interact, for a 

considerable period.  

 

In recognition of this, National Grid prepared and submitted an appraisal as part of the DCO application which 

explored a number of options for routeing the overhead line through the area where the two projects interact 

                                                 
1 Trees and hedgerow that would be removed or managed are detailed in the AIA (Volume 5, Document 

5.4.3I).  Where this would have an adverse effect, mitigation planting is proposed.  AIA (Volume 5, Document 

5.4.3I) Section 8.6 describes the proposed mitigation tree planting in more detail. 
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(Proposed South East Water Reservoir – Route Options Appraisal, Volume 5, Document 5.4.2D).  This appraisal 

presented National Grid’s position that the two projects can co-exist and that South East Water’s concerns can 

be addressed.  National Grid would like to reassure you that they continue to work closely with South East 

Water to ensure the two projects can co-exist.   

 

Concern has been raised about road safety during the construction phase of the Project. 

 

National Grid has prepared and submitted as part of its application a Construction Traffic Management Plan 

(CTMP) (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3G).  The CTMP provides details of the measures to be implemented to 

provide mitigation for the traffic generated during the construction of the proposed development.  The CTMP 

has been prepared to ensure that the management and mitigation measures contained within this plan 

minimise the impact on existing users of the public highway network.  All construction works must be carried out 

in accordance with the CTMP, unless agreed by the highway authority (Kent County Council).  

 

I hope that the comments have been of assistance.  However, so that National Grid can fully understand any 

outstanding matters it would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged with you to discuss and review 

these issues to try and address your concerns.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website - please see:- 

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect you, can I 

please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.   If you prefer you may contact the Project 

number 0845 437 7361 direct or email: richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 
 
 
 
 

 

  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/
mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Freepost RSLG-YXEU-BJUC
National Grid
PO BOX 68215
London
SW1P 9UJ

Freephone: 0800 157 7878

Email: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk

Cllr Ian Driver (By email)

12 July 2016

Dear Cllr Driver,

Richborough Connection Project

I am writing following the representation that the Thanet Green Party made to the Planning Inspectorate on
the Richborough Connection project.

You will be aware that the application for a Development Consent Order will now be examined by the
Planning Inspectorate for a period of up to six months, after which the Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change will then have a further three months to make the final decision. During the examination of
our application, the process is run and managed by the Planning Inspectorate and any updates to our
proposals will be published on the Planning Inspectorate website.

I am conscious that we have not had any detailed discussions so if you would like to discuss the specific
points raised in your representation in more detail, or wish to receive any further information please do not
hesitate to contact one of the Richborough team on 0800 157 7878 or
richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk so they can make the necessary arrangements.

Kind regards

Steve Self

Project Manager
National Grid
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Freepost RSLG-YXEU-BJUC
National Grid
PO BOX 68215
London
SW1P 9UJ

Freephone: 0800 157 7878

Email: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk

Alan Holden
Broad Oak Preservation Society
The Green House
Mayton Lane
Broad Oak
Canterbury
Kent
CT2 0QJ

12 July 2016

Dear Alan,

Richborough Connection Project

I am writing following the representation that both you and the Broad Oak Preservation Society made to the
Planning Inspectorate on the Richborough Connection project.

You will be aware that the application for a Development Consent Order will now be examined by the
Planning Inspectorate for a period of up to six months, after which the Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change will then have a further three months to make the final decision. During the examination of
our application, the process is run and managed by the Planning Inspectorate and any updates to our
proposals will be published on the Planning Inspectorate website.

I am conscious that we have met and spoken over the phone on a number of occasions in the past and have
had detailed discussions regarding the Richborough Connection project. If you would like to discuss the
specific points raised in your representations in more detail, or wish to receive any further information please
do not hesitate to contact one of the Richborough team on 0800 157 7878 or
richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk so they can make the necessary arrangements.

Kind regards

Steve Self

Project Manager
National Grid
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Jack Taylor 

Campaigner, Ancient Woodland 

The Woodland Trust 

Kempton Way 

Grantham 

Lincolnshire 

NG31 6LL 
 

 
21 June 2016 
 
 

Dear Mr Taylor, 
 
Proposed National Grid (Richborough Connection Project) Development Consent Order Application – 
Response to the Woodland Trust Relevant Representation 
 
We would like to formally acknowledge your relevant representation submitted in relation to the above proposed 
Development Consent Order. National Grid acknowledges comments made by the Woodland Trust and would 
welcome further discussion and engagement.  We would like to offer the Woodland Trust the opportunity to meet 
with our arboricultural and ecological experts to discuss the proposal and measures in place to safeguard 
woodland.  Furthermore, we note the Examining Authority’s first written questions and requests for information 
issued on 9 June 2016 and that some questions have been asked to both the Woodland Trust and National Grid 
(the Applicant).  We believe it would be helpful to hold a meeting to discuss the matters set out in the letter 
below.  If a meeting is not possible please can you confirm if you agree with the points below or confirm to us 
any points of disagreement or further clarifications you require. 
 
The importance of ancient woodland is recognised by National Grid. The significance of ancient woodland and 
the effects of the proposed development have been assessed by independent, professional ecologists and 
arboriculturists.  The proposed route, design and construction methodology have been reviewed and assessed 
throughout the design process to avoid or minimise negative effects.  
 
These effects have been assessed in detail in the Environmental Statement (ES) (Document 5.2, Chapter 9) 
and the Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AIA), (Document 5.4.3I).  These conclude that as a result of intended 
mitigation and management of existing trees, there will be no loss in ancient woodland, associated habitats or 
designated status, and that the application thus conforms with the relevant planning policies.  This has been 
agreed by Natural England in respect of the Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) (Lynne Wood) (Natural 
England Relevant Representation, 1.4.16). 
  
The embedded environmental measures secured through draft Requirements 5(2)b, 6, 8, 9 and 10 of the DCO 
include for protection of existing receptors during construction.  A cyclical management regime following 
construction will ensure that the proposed works would not constitute a loss of ancient woodland integrity or the 
removal of its key component characteristics, and would improve the arboricultural and biodiversity value of the 
woodlands concerned. 
 
 

Your Ref: 

EN020017/PCI  

Our Ref: 

Document  
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In advance of a meeting with you we have separated the content of the Woodland Trust’s representation into 12 
individual points of objection and a brief response to each is provided in the attached table.  I hope this response 
addresses the matters raised within your representation. Please do get in touch should you wish to meet to 
discuss these matters further.  
 
 

 Woodland Trust 
objection 
 

National Grid comment 

1 Felling of large 
wayleaves 

Felling (removal) of large areas is not proposed.  The route would oversail two 
areas of ancient woodland, which would remain intact beneath the line.  These 
areas, (Lynne Wood and Kemberland Wood) will both be retained in the form of 
coppice woodland, which both already are.  Coppicing involves the periodic 
removal and subsequent regrowth of stems and canopy but not the destruction 
of trees or woodland. 
 
There is a short-term requirement for operational space at ground level in some 
areas.  All such works can be completed shortly after those areas have been 
coppiced.  This is possible because those areas have previously been coppiced. 
 
‘…the reference to ‘Continuously wooded’ in the definition of ancient woodland 
used for the inventory does not just mean those areas where there has been a 
continuous physical cover of trees and shrubs. Open space, both temporary and 
permanent, is an important component of all temperate woodland systems… 
…While woodland soils are relatively undisturbed compared to most agricultural 
ones, small scale soil disturbances may nevertheless be widespread in ancient 
woods.’  Natural England (2011), Appendix 2, Natural England Research Report 
0421. 
 

2 Woodland will be 
fragmented 

Each coppiced area would be cut during the initial construction phase.  
Measures will be in place to prevent temporary fragmentation of specific habitats 
and connectivity functions for dependant species such as dormouse and bat. 
These measures include dead hedging, retention of understorey, and targeted 
new planting. These are described in Chapter 9 of the ES, Document 5.2 and 
secured through DCO draft Requirement 5(2)(b), the Biodiversity Mitigation 
Strategy (BMS), (Document 5.4.3E) and draft DCO Requirements 8, Mitigation 
planting and 9, Implementation of landscaping and mitigation planting. 
 
During operational maintenance, coppiced areas would remain as woodland with 
no fragmentation in connectivity.  Each coppiced area would be divided into 
compartments and cut on a phased rotation to ensure robust canopy connectivity 
across the permanent easement at all times.  
 

                                                 
1 Natural England evidence, Four Acre Wood, Bolnore Village Phases 4 and 5, Haywards Heath Public Inquiry, West 
Sussex, 2007. 
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 Woodland Trust 
objection 
 

National Grid comment 

New planting is proposed within beneath the 132kV line in Den Grove Wood and 
to strengthen connections between Lynne and Beechams Wood.  Overall, there 
would be an increase in connectivity and reduction in woodland fragmentation. 

3 There will be a loss 
of over 1ha of 
ancient woodland 

The proposed development results in no permanent pylons or access routes in 
ancient woodland and there would be no loss of areas of ancient woodland 
habitat. There are two locations (Lynne Wood and Kemberland Wood) in which 
new overhead line conductors (wires) would oversail ancient woodland but no 
permanent structures are proposed within the woodland.  To allow for these 
works, areas of woodland would be managed as outlined in the Arboricultural 
Impact Assessment (AIA) (Document 5.4.3I), and site and species specific 
method statements in the BMS, (Document 5.4.3E). The detail of this 
management, and all mitigation measures would be contained within in the Tree 
and Hedgerow Protection Strategy (THPS) (draft DCO Requirement 10). 
 
The proposed woodland management would ensure that National Grid's 
statutory safety clearance for overhead lines is achieved, whilst connectivity 
would be maintained throughout, with no overall loss of the woodland habitat, or 
significant effects on qualifying interest species. The existing 132kV PX line in 
Park Rough would be removed and the wayleave, which has only young trees 
and scrub present would regenerate. The PX 132kV pylons in Den Grove Wood 
would be removed, and replanting of the existing wayleave undertaken.  No 
areas of ancient woodland would cease to be woodland or designated as Ancient 
Semi Natural Woodland (ASNW) as the proposed works would not constitute a 
loss of ancient woodland integrity or the removal of its key component 
characteristics. 
 

4 Any mitigation 
would be 
insufficient 

Natural England and Forestry Commission Standing Advice2  for ancient 
woodland and veteran trees states ‘if the planning authority decides to grant 
planning permission in line with the National Planning Policy Framework, it 
should seek appropriate mitigation or compensation…’.  The National Planning 
Policy Framework (NPPF)3 allows consideration of mitigation and compensation 
where significant harm to biodiversity cannot otherwise be avoided. The 
Standing Advice constrains this position in respect of ancient woodland by going 
on to state, ‘discussions on compensation should not form part of the 
assessment…’.  It follows that mitigation should be considered as part of the 
proposal (but compensation should not) and that sufficient mitigation must be 
provided.  This interpretation is corroborated by a recent appeal4. 
 
A wide range of embedded measures are proposed to avoid or mitigate effects 
on trees and ancient woodland including:  

                                                 
2 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/ancient-woodland-and-veteran-trees-protection-surveys-licences 

3 National Planning Policy Framework, paragraph 118, first bullet point 

4 Paragraph 103 Recovered appeal: land east of Hermitage Lane, Maidstone, Kent (ref: 2226326/7 - 19 October 2015) 
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 Woodland Trust 
objection 
 

National Grid comment 

a) Re-coppicing of trees where possible to reduce amount of tree removal; 
b) Use of ground protection to allow access close to retained trees; 
b) Retention of hedges beneath scaffolding; 
c) Storage of materials away from trees; 
d) Manual working in sensitive areas; 
e) Coppicing of trees where possible rather than removal; 
f) Design of compounds and working areas to reduce effects on trees; 
g) Use of existing access tracks where available; 
h) Design of access to utilise gaps in hedges, existing gates and avoid 
trees; 
i) Pylons outside of woodland with conductors only oversailing woodland; 
j) Micro-siting of drainage and access to avoid trees where possible; 
k) Micro-siting of temporary diversion poles to avoid trees where possible; 
l) Retention of coppice beneath operational line to avoid fragmentation; 
m) Use of existing tracks for maintenance access; 
n) Use of standard height lattice pylons with the narrowest conductor 
footprint; 
o) Standard height lattice pylon maximises retention of trees beneath line; 
p) Use of pylons allowing more flexibility in new planting than 
undergrounding; 
q) Targeted planting or layering of existing trees. 

5 An unsatisfactory 
attempt to avoid 
ancient woodland 
was made 

Under the terms of its transmission licence, National Grid is obliged to make an 
offer of connection in response to each valid application made. In August 2008 
an application was made to National Grid to connect Nemo Link (a 1000MW 
electricity HVDC interconnector) at Richborough, near Sandwich in Kent. 
National Grid subsequently signed a connection agreement to connect the Nemo 
Link to the high voltage transmission network (NETS) by October 2018.  There 
is currently no high voltage (above 132kV) electricity transmission infrastructure 
in the immediate vicinity of the permitted Nemo Link converter station location at 
Richborough. Therefore in order to provide a transmission connection, new 
transmission infrastructure is required between Richborough and the existing 
transmission system, the nearest point being located some 18-25km away at 
Canterbury. Full details of the need case are in Document 7.3. 
 
National Grid needs to balance the effects on all environmental receptors, in 
additional to the technical requirements of the scheme when selecting a final 
route.  The approach to the design and routeing of new electricity transmission 
lines including the consideration of alternative technology and route options has 
followed the six key stages within National Grid’s Approach to the design and 
routeing of new electricity lines.  Detail of how this has been applied to the 
Richborough Connection project and the alternatives considered is provided at 
Section 2.4 within the Environmental Statement (Document 5.2), and further 
details can be found in Documents 7.4, 7.5, 7.6, 7.7 and 7.8.  
 
Within this approach, all sensitive habitats including sites designated for ancient 
woodland were considered within the options routeing and alignment process to 
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 Woodland Trust 
objection 
 

National Grid comment 

minimise or eliminate negative effects.  During consultation several design 
changes were made to the route where it crossed ancient woodland.  In respect 
of Kemberland Wood LWS, the route was moved slightly to the south, to avoid 
a caravan located to the west of the wood, whilst ensuring the route crossed 
over the northern part of the woodland to minimise effects on the ancient 
woodland.  The route alignment took into account the quality of the sections of 
woodland affected in terms of their current value, and their potential for 
supporting wildlife. Routeing any further south would result in a greater impact 
on higher quality woodland within Kemberland Wood and properties to the west 
of the wood. Similar considerations were given to Lynne Wood (which is in part 
a SSSI), so as to maintain the least impact on the site’s integrity. 

6 Development can 
lead to changes in 
flora and fauna 

Sections of the ancient woodlands have previously been managed through 
coppice, and are suitable to be returned to this management practice.  The 
proposed coppicing works would result in improved diversity of woodland 
structure; increased light to shrub and ground flora layers; and associated 
diversification in faunal interests, resulting in a positive change. In other areas, 
(such as the linkage between Lynne and Beechams Woods) woodland cover 
would be improved from the current position through planting with locally suitable 
species (detailed in Document 5.4.6D).  Removal of the existing 132kV PX 
pylons in Den Grove Wood would minimise the cumulative effect of the electricity 
infrastructure in the area and allow for replanting of the existing wayleave. 
 
The Woodland Trust recognises that “…where retained as semi-natural open 
ground and scrub, [power line corridors] may be valuable to wildlife, perpetuating 
historic continuity of temporary or permanent semi-natural open ground within or 
alongside the wood and serving as valuable movement pathways for some 
species, particularly in intensively-farmed landscapes.”5  All currently wooded 
wayleaves will be retained as managed woodland in this way. 

7 Four named areas 
of ancient 
woodland would be 
lost 
 

No ancient woodland would be lost (please see response 3 above).  Effects on 
the four referenced areas are detailed in Section 7.9 of the AIA (Document 
5.4.3I) and Chapter 9 of the ES, Document 5.2. 
 

8 Any damage or loss 
of ancient 
woodland is 
inappropriate 

The National Planning Policy Framework and National Planning Policy 
Statement EN-1 require that effects on ancient woodland (including loss or 
deterioration) must be weighed against the benefits (including need) arising as 
a result of the proposal.  The evaluation of effects must consider all embedded 
mitigation which is detailed in Chapter 9 of the ES, Document 5.2.  National Grid 
is therefore satisfied that these tests are met. 
 

                                                 
5www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/mediafile/100168350/Impacts-of-nearby-development-on-the-ecology-of-ancient-
woodland.pdf  Corney, P.M., Smithers, R.J., Kirby, J.S., Peterken, G.F., Le Duc, M.G. & Marrs, R.H. (2008) Impacts of 
nearby development on the ecology of ancient woodland 
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 Woodland Trust 
objection 
 

National Grid comment 

The need case for development (including the need for development in the 
ancient woodland locations) has been described in Need Case, Document 7.3.   
 

9 Ancient woodland 
should be avoided 
at any cost 

Planning policy does not require the complete avoidance of ancient woodland, 
only that effects on it should be duly assessed when considering consent.  
Please refer to the responses to points 5 and 8 above. 
 

10 Felling in 
wayleaves does not 
constitute 
‘management’ 

Some tree works within the permanent easement area are described by the AIA 
as ‘Management’ according to a definition that is provided6.  Trees will not be 
felled (which is assumed to be analogous with the AIA term ‘Removed’) where 
woodland management is specified.  All areas in which tree felling is proposed 
are clearly identified on the Arboricultural Impact Plans at Annex 3I.2 of the AIA 
(Document 5.4.3I). 
 
Where the term Management is used, this reflects a proposal that will alter the 
size or nature of a feature but not its fundamental quality or function.  In the case 
of woodland, management might include thinning, coppicing, or pruning of 
overhanging branches along the perimeter. 
 
Where the AIA proposes Management of large areas of trees, this is because 
felling (Removal) is not required and trees can either be coppiced or, in the case 
of small groups of trees, reduced in height. 
 

11 Habitat loss would 
result, regardless of 
whether soils are 
affected 

No ancient woodland would be lost (please refer to response 8 above).  
Coppicing is only proposed in areas of ancient woodland that have previously 
been coppiced.  These areas are overstood and are not in the process of 
managed conversion back to high canopy woodland. 
 
Ancient woodland is not defined as a continuous physical cover of trees and 
shrubs and open space, both temporary and permanent, is an important 
component of all temperate woodland systems.  The structural composition of 
all coppice woodland changes during the coppice cycle and this includes periods 
without canopy cover.  Restoration of overstood coppice woodland would not 
constitute habitat loss 
 
The protection of soils is not the only component of the proposed mitigation, 
although it is important.  Proposed measures to protect all retained trees 
(including those managed by coppicing) are outlined in the Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment (Document 5.4.3I) and will be detailed as part of the Tree and 
Hedgerow Protection Strategy (secured by draft DCO Requirement 10).  
Proposed measures to protect identified qualifying habitats and species are 
outlined in Chapter 9 of the ES, (Document 5.2) and detailed in the Biodiversity 
Mitigation Strategy, (Document 5.4.3E). 

                                                 
6 Volume 5, Document 5.4.3I, paragraphs 6.2.11 to 6.2.15 
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 Woodland Trust 
objection 
 

National Grid comment 

 

12 Planning policies 
and policy tests are 
failed by the 
proposals 

Table 9.1 in Chapter 9 of the ES, (Document 5.2) sets out how and where the 
assessment considers relevant Biodiversity planning policy.  The proposed 
development meets the tests set in the Overarching National Policy Statement 
for Energy (EN-1) and National Policy Statement for Electricity Networks 
Infrastructure (EN-5).  The development would not result in loss or deterioration 
of ancient woodland.  Temporal changes in the structure of the woodland would 
not constitute deterioration and embedded mitigation resulting in net gain has 
been incorporated. 
 
Keepers of Time – A Statement of Policy for England’s ancient and Native 
Woodland 7 includes seven strategic policy objectives for woodland.  Six of these 
objectives would be delivered by the proposed development.  By contrast, 
maintaining the baseline condition would deliver none of the policy objectives.  
Under the proposed development: 
 
a) The existing area of ancient woodland will be maintained and there would 
be a net increase in the area of native woodland; 
b) Ancient and native woodland and trees would not make an increasing 
contribution to our quality of life (as the landholdings are in private ownership) 
but their contribution would not decrease; 
c) The proposal is an exemplar of sustainable development, employing 
established methods for sensitive infrastructure maintenance.  Coppicing would 
provide opportunities for enterprise and employment that do not currently exist; 
d) The ecological condition of ancient and native woodland will be improved 
by the restoration of coppice; 
e) Rare, threatened or Priority species associated with ancient and native 
woodland will be conserved and enhanced; 
f) The cultural heritage associated with ancient woodland will be protected 
and conserved be returning to a locally significant form of traditional 
management; and 
g) The landscape context of woodland will be improved by increasing the 
canopy connection to woodland in the wider landscape with new planting. 
 
The 'UK Post-2010 Biodiversity Framework', published in July 2012, has 
succeeded the UK BAP.  The UK BAP lists of priority species and habitats were 
used to define lists of priority species and habitats as required under Section 41 
(England) of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006: 
those species and habitats have been fully assessed in Chapter 9 of the ES, 
Doc 5.2 (see Box 9.1). Ancient woodland was one of those habitats scoped in 

                                                 
7 http://www.forestry.gov.uk/website/pdf.nsf/pdf/anw-policy.pdf/$FILE/anw-policy.pdf 

 

http://www.forestry.gov.uk/website/pdf.nsf/pdf/anw-policy.pdf/$FILE/anw-policy.pdf
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 Woodland Trust 
objection 
 

National Grid comment 

and assessed as a habitat of principal importance; no significant effects in 
respect of loss, site integrity or on associated designated status were concluded. 
 
Table 8.1 in Chapter 8 of the ES, (Document 5.2) lists planning policy consider 
in the Historic Environment assessment. Canterbury Local Plan Policy BE10 is 
met because no ancient woodland habitat would be lost, they would be 
preserved and habitat gain would result.  The ancient woodland habitats within 
the order limits would have historic coppice management reinstated and planting 
undertaken.   
 
Canterbury Local Plan Policy NE58  is satisfied because nothing in the proposed 
development would threaten the future retention of trees, hedgerows or 
woodland.  The relationship between existing trees and the proposed 
development has been assessed according to BS5837:2012 and all necessary 
tree removal and management is described by the AIA. 

 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
Steve Self 
Project Manager  

                                                 
8 http://www.cartogold.co.uk/canterbury/text/06_be_built.htm#ne5 

 

http://www.cartogold.co.uk/canterbury/text/06_be_built.htm#ne5
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/8090/RR35 

 

Date: 7June 2016 

 

 

Mr P Thomas 

5 Valkyrie Avenue 

Whitstable 

Kent 

CT5 4DJ 

 

 

Dear Mr Thomas, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr P Thomas 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted, an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation as submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project.  National Grid note your objections to the proposals for a pylon 

and associated apparatus to be located on your land and wish to work with you in addressing the concerns 

you have raised.  To that end National Grid have commented on the issues outlined in your Relevant 

Representation below.   

Reference has been made as to the impact of the proposed new overhead line on Kemberland Woods and 

wildlife habitat.  

All sensitive habitats including sites designated for all ancient woodland were considered within the options 

appraisal for routeing and alignment of the proposed overhead line to minimise or eliminate negative effects.  

During consultation several design changes were made to the route where it crossed ancient woodland.  In 

respect of Kemberland Wood Local Wildlife Site (LWS), the route was moved slightly to the south to avoid a 

caravan located to the west of the wood, whilst ensuring the route crossed over the northern part of the 

woodland to minimise effects on the ancient woodland.  The route alignment took into account the quality of 

the sections of woodland affected in terms of their current value and their potential for supporting wildlife.  The 

trees to be removed are not ancient or veteran. Routeing any further south would result in a greater impact on 

higher quality woodland within Kemberland Wood and properties to the west of the wood.  Ancient woodland 

is not defined as a continuous physical cover of trees and shrubs.  Open space, both temporary and 

permanent, is an important component of all temperate woodland systems.  The proposed development 

results in no permanent pylons or construction access tracks sited within ancient woodland and there will be no 

destruction of areas of ancient woodland habitat.  New overhead line conductors/wires would oversail ancient 

woodland in Kemberland Wood but no structures are proposed within the woodland.  Please refer to the 

Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AIA) (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3I) for more information.  

To allow for these works, areas of woodland would be managed as outlined in the AIA and site and species 

specific method statements in the Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3E), including 

protected species works licensed by Natural England as required.  These include ground protection measures 



Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

for both ancient woodland soils, ground flora and coppice stools.  These measures ensure that National Grid's 

statutory safety clearance for overhead lines is achieved, with connectivity being maintained throughout and 

no overall loss of the woodland habitats, fragmentation, or significant effects on qualifying interest species 

would result.  Sections of the ancient woodland have previously been managed through coppice, and 

consequently are suitable to be returned to this management practice.  The coppicing works would result in 

improved diversity of woodland structure, increased light to shrub and ground flora layers, and associated 

diversification in faunal interests, resulting in a positive change.  In other areas, woodland cover would be 

improved from the current position through planting with locally suitable species as detailed in the NBS 

Landscape Specification for Planting (Volume 5, Document 5.4.6D).   

Chapter 9 of the Environmental Statement (Volume 5, Document 5.2) and the AIA conclude that there will be 

no loss in ancient woodland habitat nor associated designated status.  The embedded measures secured 

through draft Requirements 5(2)b, 6, 8, 9 and 10 of the DCO provide for protection of existing receptors during 

construction.  A cyclical management regime following construction, will ensure that the proposed operation 

and maintenance works would not constitute a loss of ancient woodland integrity or the removal of its key 

component characteristics, and would improve the arboricultural and biodiversity value of the woodlands 

concerned.   

You raise concerns about your ability to develop your land in the future, as well as potential loss of revenue 

from rental property.  

Although relevant legislation does not provide for compensation for business losses, National Grid will consider 

any reasonable claim for loss of value to property (injurious affection) due to the presence of new apparatus.  

Business owners will need to demonstrate a long term loss in value to the property as business premises, which 

will be assessed on a case by case basis. 

National Grid would be happy to discuss with you in more detail the impact that you are concerned that the 

Project will have. 

You raise concerns about health from the proposed new overhead line. 

National Grid takes any suggestion of health effects very seriously and has a responsibility to ensure the safety 

of its equipment.  Health considerations are given a high priority in the process by which we arrive at any new 

proposals for electricity circuits.  Assessment of compliance with national guidance and policies is key to our 

approach.  The UK has a carefully thought-out set of policies for managing electric and magnetic fields (EMFs), 

which includes both numerical exposure guidelines to protect against established acute effects of EMFs, and 

precautionary policies to provide appropriate protection against the possibility of chronic effects of EMFs at 

lower levels, including, specifically, the possibility of a risk for childhood leukaemia.  These policies are 

incorporated into the decision-making process for Development Consent in National Policy Statement EN-5. 

Our approach ensures that all of our assets comply with those policies, which are set by Government on the 

advice of their independent advisors PHE.  This ensures that health concerns are properly and adequately 

addressed.  The evidence concerning compliance with these policies as specified in EN-5, including the 

numerical guidelines, can be found in the Electric and Magnetic Fields Report (Volume 5, Doc 5.7).  

Additionally National Grid runs an EMF helpline, which deals with enquiries from members of the public who 

have questions about EMFs. If you would like to speak to one of our specialists then please call: 0845 702 3270 

or email: emfhelpline@nationalgrid.com or for further information go to: www.emfs.info. 

I hope that the comments have been of assistance.  So that National Grid can fully understand any 

outstanding matters it would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged with you to discuss and review 

these issues to try and address your concerns.  Can I ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878 to 

mailto:emfhelpline@nationalgrid.com
http://www.emfs.info/
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arrange this meeting or if you prefer you may contact the Project number 0845 437 7361 direct or email: 

richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see: 

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/
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Dear Sirs, 
 
Proposed National Grid (Richborough Connection Project) Development Consent Order  
 
We write in response to your Relevant Representation made to the Planning Inspectorate on 31

st
 March 2016. It is noted 

your representation raises concerns of traffic congestion that may disrupt Royal Mail operations and have asked National 
Grid to fully consult with Royal Mail.  
 
Section 2.5 of Document 5.4.3G, the Construction Traffic Management Plan, states it is not expected to require the 
movement of any abnormal indivisible loads (AIL) for this project. In the unlikely event any AIL movements are required 
these will meet the standards and guidelines set out in the Road Vehicles (Authorisation of Special Types) General Order 
2003. 
 
You refer in your representation to a 5 year construction programme; the duration of the construction is 4 years from Q2 
2017 to Q2 2021. Furthermore the programme includes a 9 month gap between construction of the 400kV and 
dismantling of the 132kV where no work will take place. 
 
An assessment of the impact on the road network has been conducted and presented in the Transport Assessment 
(Chapter 6, Document 5.4.10A). This includes presenting the expected road closures and diversions needed for the 
stringing and de-stringing of the 400kV and 132kV towers. Predicted construction traffic volumes are discussed in section 
5.8 of the Transport Assessment. The proposed development will generally have a very small transport impact however 
Table 10.20 of the Environmental Statement (Document 5.2) summarises significance of effects.  The percentage 
increase in HGVs is significant on some roads with major effects at Broad Oak Road, Shalloak Road, Herne Bay Road, 
Hoath Road, Bredlands Lane, Sandpit Lane/Nethergong Hill and Gore Street. However this should be judged with actual 
increase in traffic flow against baseline flows.  
 
A member of the project team, Nathan Oliver-Taylor, is available to discuss your concerns and provide further information 
on the project proposals should you wish and he can be contacted on the below details 
 
Email:    
Telephone:   
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Steve Self 
Project Manager 

 
Royal Mail Group  
c/o Daniel Parry-Jones 
BNP Paribas Real Estate UK 
Portwall Place 
Portwall Lane 
Bristol 
BS1 6NA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5
th

 May 2016 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/RR37 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

 

Country Land and Business Association 

16 Belgrave Square 

London 

SW1X 8PQ 

 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Country Land and Business Association 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”). 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representations as submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project.  With regard to the concerns which have been raised on behalf of 

your members National Grid comment below.   

In response to concerns raised about the impact to property values and business operations during the 

construction phase of the scheme and beyond. 

National Grid will consider any reasonable claim for loss of value to property (injurious affection) due to the 

presence of new apparatus.  National Grid is in contact with all landowners, and/or agents representing them, 

and are seeking to address any concerns that they have on this. 

As explained in the next section of this letter National Grid did carry extensive consultation before submitting an 

application for the DCO and National Grid continue to liaise with affected parties to understand and address 

impact on their land and businesses as a result of the Project.  

Concern has been expressed that the consultation process has not been complete in terms of the decisions 

around pylon choice and construction, as well as the routeing of the overhead line. 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals 

at each relevant stage of the design and consultation process.  As part of the acceptance process, The 

Planning Inspectorate reviewed the extent of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it 

was in accordance with, and in some cases has gone further than, the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  

National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application 

submission, which provides a summary of the consultation responses received and how they have been taken 

into account by National Grid. 

National Grid needs to balance the effects on all environmental receptors, in addition to the technical 

requirements of the scheme, when selecting a final route.  The approach to the design and routeing of new 
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electricity transmission lines, including the consideration of alternative technology and route options, has 

followed the six key stages within the governing guidance.  

The Pylon Design Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.8) considered the use of lattice or T-pylons for the 

proposed development.  Although there was a slight preference by the public for T-pylons at two Sections of 

the route, there was no part of the route where the T-pylons offered sufficient advantage over lattice pylons on 

environmental grounds considering the additional cost that would be incurred.  That conclusion remains valid 

and therefore T-pylons will not be used for the Project.  

Further detail of the selection process for the design and routeing of overhead lines and how this has been 

applied to the Project is provided at Section 2.4 of the Environmental Statement (Volume 5, Document 5.2), in 

the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4), in the Route Corridor Study (Volume 7, Document 7.5), 

in the Preferred Connection Option and Route Corridor Report (Volume 7, Document 7.6) and in the 

Connection Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  National Grid is a regulated business and consideration 

has to be taken with regard to the cost of such projects and the potential implications of those costs to the end 

consumer’s electricity bill. 

Concerns have been raised about the proposed access routes for construction and long term maintenance. 

Construction access routes have been chosen to minimise the impact of heavy construction vehicles on 

smaller local roads, for example a stone haul road will be constructed through land on the Ash Levels rather 

than using smaller roads and associated made and unmade tracks.  This will therefore largely constrain the 

construction traffic to main roads and away from more remote properties. 

Maintenance access routes will largely follow existing farm access routes and routes used to access existing 

electrical apparatus.  Access for maintenance work will be infrequent and is unlikely to require the use of larger 

vehicles that will be required for the initial construction.  The majority of access will be taken for routine 

inspection of the apparatus.  National Grid believes it has struck a sufficient balance between limiting access 

on local roads, controlling traffic, and minimising disturbance to local residents and businesses. 

National Grid is in contact with all landowners, and/or agents representing them, to discuss any concerns they 

may have on access routes for construction and long term maintenance. 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see: 

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

If you would like to meet to discuss concerns further then please contact Fisher German (agents for National 

Grid on the Project) on 01227 477878.  If you prefer you may contact the Project number 0845 437 7361 direct 

or email: richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/4060/RR41 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – G. G. Baxter (Holdings) Limited 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of G. G. Baxter (Holdings) Limited in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues 

you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 



Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection  Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   
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In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 
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surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   
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Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 
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affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk.  

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 
                        

  

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk


Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

 

Our Ref: NG Richborough/2030/RR42 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Baxter Farms Limited 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Baxter Farms Limited in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have 

raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 



Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection  Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   
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Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 
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affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk.  

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager                       
 

  

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/RR43 

 

Date: 9 June 2016 

 

Ms Louise Staples 

National Farmers Union 

Agriculture House 

Stoneleigh Park 

Stoneleigh 

Warwickshire 

CV8 2TZ 

 

Dear Louise, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – National Farmers Union 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation  

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”). 

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of NFU members in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have raised, 

National Grid comment below:   

 

Concerns have been raised around the consultation carried out by National Grid in relation to the Project. 

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of this consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it had 

been in compliance with, and in some cases has gone further than, the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  

 

National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application 

submission, which provides a summary of the consultation responses received and how they have been taken 

into account by National Grid.  National Grid has taken into consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst 

also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design of 

the Project. 

 

In carrying out the consultation National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of 

information and the frequency it is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation 

and they would rather comment on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the 

proposed location of apparatus on their land.  Where changes to the Project have been requested by affected 

parties National Grid has offered and held feedback meetings to review changes that have been requested.  

Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed design, the reasons for this have been 

explained to the affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties include: environmental constraints; 

requests made by one party that directly conflict with requests made by other parties; the request cannot be 

physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the remaining section of pylons.  Affected 

parties should also be aware that where the design has not been significantly altered from an earlier design, this 
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does not mean that requests by affected parties have been disregarded.  Further information can be found in 

the Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1). 

 

Specifically on consultation at Section D, further information on the changes made can be found at paragraph 

12.5 of the Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1). 

 

It was suggested that there has been insufficient engagement in reaching voluntary agreement. 

 

As set out in your representation, heads of terms providing details of the voluntary agreement offered were sent 

to affected parties in December 2015.   

 

Striking the correct balance of detail in the heads of terms is difficult and National Grid has received criticism in 

the past for heads of terms being both too complex and too simple.  National Grid believes the form proposed 

strikes an appropriate balance and allows a starting point for discussion for any other issues concerning affected 

parties.  Since December National Grid have been engaged with you, affected parties and their agents in 

addressing those issues.  National Grid continue to be happy to meet further to address any outstanding issues, 

including those addressed in this response. 

 

National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS) has been developed as a standard national procedure to use in such 

negotiations, including payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been 

successfully used on all recent National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and 

powers sought but is a guideline for how discussions are taken forward and offers made.   

 

The payments offered under the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, 

incentivised for the voluntary agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the 

payment is insufficient for the rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged 

the LRS is not varied for different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than 

sufficient to cover the rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Despite requests for evidence from affected 

parties or their agents to support the claim that the payments are insufficient to cover rights sought, to date none 

has been provided.   

 

It was suggested that there is no compelling case for compulsorily acquisition.  

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under a DCO, however DCO 

powers will be required to ensure that the necessary rights are acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only the powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new 

connection, remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO submission includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works. Further information can be found in the Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns raised around the potential for damage to field drainage.   

 

National Grid is committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the diversion of existing 

drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these areas of the field 

continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage Management Plan is 

produced. 
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Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  However significant design work can be undertaken when 

any outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for 

invasive surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown 

drainage identified. 

 

In order that all drainage schemes are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function during and post 

construction, National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant who is very familiar with the locality and is well 

known to a large number of the affected parties to design the mitigation works. A requirement of the tender for 

the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the main contractor 

to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid, and this is 

included in the legal agreement to be used to document the voluntary agreement being sought.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 5, 

Document 5.4.3C).    

 

Concerns regarding the potential for damage to soils.  

 

Reinstatement of any soil disturbed or removed during the construction process will occur in accordance with 

Schedule 3, Requirements 12 and 13 of the draft DCO and further information on soil management and 

protection can be found in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

The level of detail available is constrained in the same way as for other design elements and drainage mitigation.  

Methodologies will be developed further from the detail provided in the DCO application once the main 

contractor is appointed.   

 

In addition the voluntary agreement provides for reinstatement and/or compensation for damage caused 

where reinstatement is not possible.  

 

Concerns regarding the potential for the scheme to increase flooding that would adversely affecting farming 

operations. 

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles. As set out above National Grid will also ensure that drainage solutions are designed and 

implemented to ensure that land continues to drain effectively once the apparatus has been constructed and 

is in use. Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A). 

 

Concerns raised around the chosen design of pylons. 

 

The choice of pylon has been subject of consultation and details of that consultation are contained in the 

Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1). 
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Further detail on the choice of pylon are contained in the Pylon Design Options Report (Volume 7, Document 

7.8), which explains the choices available and the reasoning for the final decisions made.   

 

Where requested affected parties have also received information in design and feedback meetings. 

 

Concern raised around the consideration offered for an access route. 

 

It is not correct to say that no consideration has been offered for the right to use this access route.  An offer of 

consideration for all of the rights required has been made and National Grid believe that these payments 

represent sufficient consideration for all of the rights that are being sought.  Affected parties and/or their agent 

representing them have been asked that if they feel the consideration does not reflect the value of the rights 

sought in the context of the Development Consent Order process then they should present evidence as soon as 

possible to National Grid to that effect which can then be reviewed.  It should be emphasised that the 

consideration offered is payment for the rights granted and is not intended to cover any further additional head 

of claim that may potentially apply or arise as a result of the exercise of the rights. 

 

Concern raised around access to land and severance. 

 

Assurances have been given during consultation that where land is disconnected from the main holding as a 

result of the construction of an access road, appropriate crossing points will be created.  Where severed land is 

too small to be worthy of farming during the construction phase of the Project, the affected party will be 

appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to ensure that land is maintained during this time 

(in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and stewardship scheme payments).   

 

During meetings with agents, they have generally accepted that it is likely that obstruction will be minimised, 

both through appropriate road construction and traffic control.  Any further concerns would be addressed once 

the main contractor is appointed and accommodation works can be developed further. 

 

Concern has been expressed about the height of overhead lines and clearance over farm vehicles. 

 

Although industry guidance has recently reduced the statutory clearance from 7.6m to 7.3m, the minimum 

ground clearance on the Richborough Connection will be 8.1m.  Landowners, occupiers and agents have been 

directed to the design drawings in the application which show each span and an indication for clearance, 

which is often significantly more than the minimum 8.1m.  It has also been explained that the minimum clearance 

would also only be when all factors conspire to create the lowest possible sag, including air temperature and 

current within the conductors.  

 

Concerns have been expressed about irrigation and polytunnels. 

 

Affected parties have been informed during the consultation process that National Grid will be happy to 

consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of a landowner’s inability to farm specialist crops.  

Any landowners who have raised concerns about irrigation, the use of machinery and placement of polytunnels 

have been informed by National Grid that National Grid does not have a specific policy in relation to use and 

siting of this in the proximity to overhead lines, and that reference should be made to the appropriate Health & 

Safety Executive guidelines as noted in the representation.  It has been clarified that the restrictions contained in 

the voluntary agreement primarily relate to the siting of equipment within designated safety distances of the 

apparatus.  

 

Concerns have been raised around the effects on farming operations from the pylons including the location of 

pylons, the height of the cable lines, clearance from machinery and future effects. 
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National Grid have considered all requests by affected parties for the movement of pylons to alternative 

locations.  Many changes have been made throughout the course of the consultation but it has not been 

possible to accommodate all requests.  There are a number of reasons for this including the movement of a pylon 

would affect span length with the need for a further pylon or moving adjacent pylons into less favourable 

positions and may also require taller pylons that would be more visible.  There are also other constraints including 

construction, drainage and environmental that are factored in when looking at pylon moves.  Further detail of 

responses to consultation feedback, including on the location of pylons can be found in the Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1). 

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus.  National Grid has 

advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus, and affected 

parties will be governed by the same restrictions on the use of drones as National Grid, including obtaining any 

necessary licences required by the government, and subject to those requirements there should be no additional 

restrictions on affected parties other than a liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying 

drones.  In respect of ground based drones or similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid 

structures including pylons.  If your client has any further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a 

result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in 

more detail. 

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/ 

 

National Grid is continuing to offer to meet agents and affected parties to discuss concerns.  National Grid would 

be happy to meet the NFU to discuss the issues set out in this letter and the approach to DCO schemes generally, 

including issues relating to the Land Rights Strategy.  The Project Team can be contacted on 0845 437 7361 or at:  

richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 

 

Alternatively you may contact National Grid via their appointed agents Fisher German on 01227 477878 or at: 

richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk  

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 
 
 
 

 

  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/
mailto:richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk
mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/4055/RR44 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr D Botting 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation. 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr David Botting in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have 

raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 
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used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   
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Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
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National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
 
 
 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk


Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

                        

Our Ref: NG Richborough/7020/RR46 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Robert Brett & Sons Limited 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Robert Brett & Sons Limited in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you 

have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 
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offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/2020/RR47 
 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Chandler & Dunn Limited 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Chandler & Dunn Limited in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you 

have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   
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Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  
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http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/RR48 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Goldstone Farm 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Goldstone Farm in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have 

raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 



Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   
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Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  
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http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/10000/RR49 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr T French 

BTF 

Clockhouse Barn 

Canterbury Road 

Challock 

Ashford 

Kent 

TN25 4BJ 

 

Dear Mr French, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – The King’s School, Canterbury 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of the King’s School, Canterbury in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues 

you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 
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Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 



Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 
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Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 
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been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/2056/RR50 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Dyas Farms (1988) Ltd 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Dyas Farms (1988) Ltd in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have 

raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 
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used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   
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Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
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National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties. Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 
 
 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/2010/RR51 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr DJ Fuller & Mrs SA Fuller 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of David John Fuller and Simone Amanda Fuller in connection with the Project.  In relation 

to the issues you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   
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Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 
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affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/1065/RR52 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr T French 

BTF 

Clockhouse Barn 

Canterbury Road 

Challock 

Ashford 

Kent 

TN25 4BJ 

 

Dear Mr French, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mrs P Southorn trading as DH Clifton 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mrs Pippa Southorn trading as DH Clifton in connection with the Project.  In relation to 

the issues you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 
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Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 
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on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 
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and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 
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on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/6070/RR54 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr R P Headley 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr Richard Peter Headley in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you 

have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   
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Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  
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http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/1070/RR55 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr T French 

BTF 

Clockhouse Barn 

Canterbury Road 

Challock 

Ashford 

Kent 

TN25 4BJ 

 

Dear Mr French, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Powell-Cotton Settled Estates 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Powell- Cotton Settled Estates in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues 

you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 
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Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 
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on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 
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and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 
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on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/8000/RR56 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr PM Headley and Mrs JE Headley (Including the A & M Trust) 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Patrick Mr Max Headley and Mrs Judith E. Headley (Including the A & M Trust) in 

connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   
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Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  
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http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/1075/RR57 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr T French 

BTF 

Clockhouse Barn 

Canterbury Road 

Challock 

Ashford 

Kent 

TN25 4BJ 

 

Dear Mr French, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Quex Park Estates Company Limited 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have raised, National Grid comment 

below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 
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Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 
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on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 
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and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 
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on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/8040/RR59 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr DR Lawrence, Mr RJ Lawrence, Mr DC Lawrence & Mr GR 

Lawrence 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr Derek Richard Lawrence, Mr Richard Julian Lawrence, Mr Darren Conway 

Lawrence and Mr Gary Robert Lawrence in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have raised, 

National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 
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Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   
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In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 
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of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 
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consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager  

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/9033/RR60 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – FW Mansfield & Son C/o Mr PA Mansfield 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection w ith the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of FW Mansfield & Son C/o Mr P A Mansfield in connection with the Project.  In relation to 

the issues you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   
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Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 
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affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/7040/RR61 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr & Mrs JC Orr 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr & Mrs JC Orr in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have raised, 

National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not f it for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 
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any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Dear Mr Miles,

Proposed National Grid (Richborough Connection Project) Development Consent Order - Response to Kent and
Medway Economic Partnership Relevant Representation

We would like to formally acknowledge your relevant representation submitted in relation to the above proposed
Development Consent Order. We acknowledge the issues raised within your representation and would like to offer a
future meeting in order to discuss matters further should you so wish.

We appreciate your acknowledgement around the “need to secure the country’s power infrastructure” and recognise the
matters you raise as follows:

1. Support for Kent County Council’s request to see underground cables rather than pylons along the route to
minimise visual impact of the scheme.

2. Concern around the interaction between the proposed Richborough Connection Project and South East Water’s
proposals for a new reservoir and request for further liaison between the two parties.

3. Concern around the interaction of the proposed Richborough Connection Project and the planned Sturry Link
Road.

4. Support for biodiversity, ecological and landscape mitigation to be secured.
5. Support for the appropriate environmental and safety measures during the construction period.
6. Concern around potential night-time construction noise and a request for National Grid to ensure disruption for

local businesses and residents is minimised.

All of these matters are considered within the Environmental Statement (Document 5.2) and supporting documents which
accompany our application for Development Consent Order as summarised below.

1. Undergrounding

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some consultees for the connection to be placed
underground. National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire route as set out in
the Strategic Options Report (SOR) (Document 7.4). National Grid’s Connection Options Report (COR) (Document 7.7)
also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be placed underground. The assessments
undertaken indicated that there were no areas where the benefits of placing the connection underground would justify the
substantial extra cost and environmental impacts.

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the context of
the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, archaeological,
ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding. The COR (Document 7.7) considered the use of
cables for each Section of the proposed route and whether there were any sensitive locations where it was appropriate to

Kent and Medway Economic Partnership

Invicta House

Maidstone

Kent ME14 1XX

FAO: Mr Geoff Miles, Chairman

Your Ref

EN020017/PCI 1.1.2

Our Ref

Document 1.2

Date

02 June2016
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use underground cables. However, the COR indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the
connection underground would justify the works, and their associated environmental impacts, and the additional cost. The
proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the additional
cost of the project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills.

2. South East Water reservoir proposals

National Grid is fully aware of South East Water’s proposals for a new reservoir to the North West of Broad Oak and has
been in dialogue with South East Water on how their proposals and the proposed Richborough Connection project
interact, for a considerable period.

In recognition of this, National Grid prepared and submitted an appraisal as part of the DCO application which explored a
number of options for routeing the overhead line through the area where the two projects interact (Document 5.4.2D
Proposed South East Water Reservoir – Route Options Appraisal). This appraisal presented National Grid’s position
that the two projects can co-exist and that South East Water’s concerns can be addressed.

We would like to reassure you that National Grid continue to work closely with South East Water to ensure the two
projects can co-exist.

3. Sturry Link Road

National Grid, through its regular meetings with Kent County Council, is aware of the proposed Sturry Link Road and the
proposal was considered in the cumulative effects assessment (Chapter 16, Document 5.2) of the Environmental
Statement (Table 5.2, Document 5.2). Although no detailed design information was available at the time of assessment,
the proposed Sturry Link Road was considered by the various topic chapters and has been discussed on a number of
occasions with representatives from the highway authority.

National Grid and Kent County Council are also in the process of developing a Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) in
relation to Highways matters and the proposed Sturry Link Road within this document. National Grid is continuing to work
with Kent County Council as further information on the Sturry Link Road is developed to ensure that this important
scheme can co-exist alongside the proposed Richborough Connection Project.

4. Biodiversity, ecological and landscape mitigation

The EIA Regulations require an Environmental Statement to include a description of the measures envisaged to prevent,
reduce and where possible offset any significant adverse effects on the environment. Potential measures to mitigate
effects have been considered during the preparation of the submitted Environmental Statement (Document 5.2) and
where possible have been incorporated into the proposed development. These have been assessed in the Environmental
Statement and are set out in the Embedded Environmental Measures Schedule (Document 5.4.3B, Appendix 3B).
Measures which are specific to biodiversity, ecology and landscape are described in Chapters 6 (Landscape) and 9
(Biodiversity) of the Environmental Statement.

In order to ensure that these measures are implemented, the draft DCO (Document 2.1) includes a requirement that
works are carried out in accordance with the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and accompanying
plans, schemes and strategies. In the case of biodiversity and landscape mitigation this relates to the submitted
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) (Document 5.4.3C) and Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy
(Document 5.4.3E) (under draft DCO Requirement 5), as well as the Mitigation Planting Scheme (under draft DCO
Requirements 8 and 9).

In addition to the above, National Grid has also prepared and submitted a Landscape and Habitat Enhancement Scheme
(LHES) (Document 5.8) which sets out potential enhancement measures which will be subject to further discussions with
landowners to attain voluntary agreements. These measures relate to enhancements rather than mitigation in accordance
with the National Policy Statements.
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5. Environmental and safety measures

National Grid has prepared and submitted a CEMP (Document 5.4.3C) and a Construction Traffic Management Plan
(CTMP) (Document 5.4.3G) in support of the application for a DCO.

The CEMP describes the embedded environmental measures that will be implemented by National Grid and its appointed
contractors during each stage of the construction of the proposed development. The CTMP details measures to be
implemented to avoid, reduce or offset the effects arising from the traffic generated during the construction of the
proposed development, ensuring the safety of pedestrians and road users.

In addition, Document 5.7 Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs) Report demonstrates compliance with the relevant
EMF exposure limits as set out in EN-5 (Ref 1.2).

6. Night-time construction noise

National Grid has submitted a full noise assessment as part of the Environmental Statement (Chapter 11, Document 5.2)
in addition to a Statement of Statutory Nuisance (Document 5.6) which considers matters identified in the Environmental
Protection Act (1990).

The Environmental Statement confirms the proposed construction activities would take place during specified core
working hours (see Chapter 3, paragraphs 3.4.28-3.4.21). Exceptions to this for operations which may take place
outside the core working hours are detailed in draft DCO Requirement 7. The assessment (Chapter 11 of Document
5.2) concludes that with measures to minimise noise emissions in place no significant noise and vibration effects are
likely, and there would be no statutory nuisance in terms of noise and vibration during the construction phase of the
proposed development.

A Noise and Vibration Management Plan is being prepared and will incorporate measures to minimise noise emissions
such as, specifying working methods, hours of work and any noise controls in accordance with 'best practicable means'.
Noise controls specified will be in accordance with BS5228 Code of Practice for Noise and Vibration Control on
Construction and Open Sites 2009 +A1: 2014 Part 1-Noise and Part 2-Vibration.

I hope you find the above response informative in addressing the matters raised within your representation. Please do get
in touch should you wish to meet to discuss these matters further.

Yours sincerely,

Steve Self
Project Manager
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/0/RR63 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr R P O’Brien & Mr D O'Brien 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr Ross Patrick O’ Brian and Mr David O’Brian in connection with the Project.  In relation 

to the issues you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 
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used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   
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Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
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National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/3020/RR64 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – The Trustees of the Michael Smith Family Trust 1988, Monkton 

Court Farms & Mr P MB Smith 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of the Trustees of the Michael Smith Family Trust 1988, Monkton Court FARMS AND Mr Philip 

Michael Brook Smith in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have raised, National Grid 

comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 
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Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   
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In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 
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surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   
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Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 
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affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager                     
 
                        

  

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/4075/RR66 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – St Nicholas Court Farms 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of St. Nicholas Court Farms in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you 

have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   
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Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 



Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/7070/RR69 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – BB Stephens & Son C/o Mr C Stephens 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of BB Stephens & Son C/o Mr C. Stephens in connection with the Project.  In relation to 

the issues you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 
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National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   
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Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  
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http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/4052/RR70 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr MP Wilkinson 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr Michael Paul Wilkinson in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you 

have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 



Community Relations Team   Freephone: 0800 157 7878 

FREEPOST RICHBCONNECTION        E: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk 
                                                                 www.richboroughconnection.co.uk 

Securing our energy supply for future generations. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc  
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH  
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977  
 
 

 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 
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used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   
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Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the effects of the Project and apparatus on specialist cropping and 

associated irrigation, and measures to be able to continue growing such crops. 

 

National Grid will consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of any effect on a landowner’s 

ability to farm specialist crops.  Where concerns have been raised by landowners about irrigation, they have 

been informed that National Grid do not have a specific policy in relation to irrigating in proximity to overhead 

lines, and that reference should be made to Health & Safety Executive guidelines.  It has been clarified that 

restrictions primarily relate to the siting of the irrigation apparatus rather than the sprayed water.  National Grid 

would be happy to discuss this in more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
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National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/2080/RR71 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr DJ Snell 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr David James Snell in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you have 

raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not f it for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 
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Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 

offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   
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In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 
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outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 
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consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager  

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/2050/RR72  

 

Date: 09 June 2016 

 

Mr W Gray 

Savills (UK) Ltd 

Unex House 

132-134 Hills Road 

Cambridge, CB2 8PA 

 

 

Dear Mr Gray, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – St John’s College, Cambridge 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11 th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of St John’s College, Cambridge in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues 

you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concerns have been raised around the consultation carried out by National Grid in relation to the Project.  

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of this consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it had 

been in compliance with, and in some cases has gone further than, the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  

 

National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application 

submission, which provides a summary of the consultation responses received and how they have been taken 

into account by National Grid.  National Grid has taken into consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst 

also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design of 

the Project. 

 

In carrying out the consultation National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of 

information and the frequency it is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation 

and they would rather comment on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the 

proposed location of apparatus on their land.  Where changes to the Project have been requested by affected 

parties National Grid has offered and held feedback meetings to review changes that have been requested.  

Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed design, the reasons for this have been 

explained to the affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties include: environmental constraints; 

requests made by one party that directly conflict with requests made by other parties; the request cannot be 

physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the remaining section of pylons.  Affected 

parties should also be aware that where the design has not been significantly altered from an earlier design, this 
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does not mean that requests by affected parties have been disregarded.  Further information can be found in 

the Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1). 

 

Specifically on consultation at Section D, further information on the changes made can be found at paragraph 

12.5 of the Consultation Report (Volume 6, Document 6.1). 

 

It was suggested that there has been insufficient engagement in reaching voluntary agreement. 

 

As set out in your representation, heads of terms providing details of the voluntary agreement offered were sent 

on 22 December 2015.   

 

Striking the correct balance of detail in the heads of terms is difficult and National Grid has received criticism in 

the past for heads of terms being both too complex and too simple.  National Grid believes the form proposed 

strikes an appropriate balance and allows a starting point for discussion for any other issues concerning your 

client.  Since December we have been engaged with you on addressing those issues and have offered to meet 

to discuss these further.  National Grid continue to be happy to meet further to address any outstanding issues, 

including those addressed in this response. 

 

National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS) has been developed as a standard national procedure to use in such 

negotiations, including payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been 

successfully used on all recent National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and 

powers sought but is a guideline for how discussions are taken forward and offers made.   

 

National Grid is aware that concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year 

lifespan but the apparatus could be in place for 80 years or more.  For clarity National Grid has not made an 

offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the grantor for the 

rights sought.  The payments offered under the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land 

actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have 

stated that the payment is insufficient for the rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is 

acknowledged the LRS is not varied for different land types, the payments offered are considered by National 

Grid more than sufficient to cover the rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Despite requests for evidence 

from affected parties or their agents to support the claim that the payments are insufficient to cover rights sought, 

to date none has been provided.   

 

Requests were made by National Grid to offer to discuss concerns with Savills further including on 4 th and 17th 

March 2016.  National Grid met with Savills alongside the NFU and other agents on 7th April 2016 and concerns 

raised in that meeting were subsequently addressed in a letter dated 25th April 2016 that Savills received.  

National Grid continue to be happy to address outstanding concerns of your client and would welcome a 

meeting with Savills to address these. 

 

It was suggested that there is no compelling case for compulsorily acquisition.  

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO, however DCO 

powers will be required to ensure that the necessary rights are acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.   

 

National Grid is seeking only the powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new 

connection, remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO submission includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works. Further information can be found in the Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 
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Concerns raised around the potential for damage to field drainage. 

 

National Grid is committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the diversion of existing 

drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these areas of the field 

continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage Management Plan is 

produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed. However significant design work can be undertaken when 

any outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for 

invasive surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown 

drainage identified. 

 

In order that all drainage schemes are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function during and post 

construction, National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant who is very familiar with the locality and is well 

known to a large number of the affected parties to design the mitigation works.  A requirement of the tender for 

the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the main contractor 

to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid, and this is 

included in the legal agreement to be used to document the voluntary agreement being sought.      

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 5, 

Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concerns regarding the potential for damage to soils.  

 

Reinstatement of any soil disturbed or removed during the construction process will occur in accordance with 

Schedule 3, Requirements 12 and 13 of the draft DCO and further information on soil management and 

protection can be found in the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

The level of detail available is constrained in the same way as for other design elements and drainage mitigation.  

Methodologies will be developed further from the detail provided in the DCO application once the main 

contractor is appointed.   

 

In addition the voluntary agreement provides for reinstatement and/or compensation for damage caused 

where reinstatement is not possible.  
 

Concerns regarding the potential for the scheme to increase flooding that would adversely affecting farming 

operations. 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  As set out above National Grid will also ensure that drainage solutions are designed and 
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implemented to ensure that land continues to drain effectively once the apparatus has been constructed and 

is in use.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A). 

Concern raised around the consideration offered for an access route. 

It is not correct to say that no consideration has been offered for the right to use this access route.  An offer of 

consideration for all of the rights required has been made and National Grid believe that these payments 

represent sufficient consideration for all of the rights that are being sought.  However should you feel that the 

consideration does not reflect the value of the rights sought over your client’s land in the context of the 

Development Consent Order process then you should present evidence as soon as possible to National Grid to 

that effect which can then be reviewed.  It should be emphasised that the consideration offered is payment for 

the rights granted and is not intended to cover any further additional head of claim that may potentially apply 

or arise as a result of the exercise of the rights. 

Concern raised around access to land and severance. 

 

Assurances have been given during consultation that where land is disconnected from the main holding as a 

result of the construction of an access road, appropriate crossing points will be created.  Where severed land is 

too small to be worthy of farming during the construction phase of the Project, the affected party will be 

appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to ensure that land is maintained during this time 

(in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and stewardship scheme payments).   

 

Concern has been expressed about the height of overhead lines and clearance over farm vehicles. 

 

Although industry guidance has recently reduced the statutory clearance from 7.6m to 7.3m, the minimum 

ground clearance on the Richborough Connection will be 8.1m.  Landowners, occupiers and agents have been 

directed to the design drawings in the application which show each span and an indication for clearance.  It 

has also been explained that the minimum clearance would also only be when all factors conspire to create the 

lowest possible sag, including air temperature and current within the conductors.  

 

Concerns have been expressed about irrigation and polytunnels. 

 

Affected parties have been informed during the consultation process that National Grid will be happy to 

consider a head of claim made for any loss incurred as a result of a landowner’s inability to farm specialist crops.  

Any landowners who have raised concerns about irrigation, the use of machinery and placement of polytunnels 

have been informed by National Grid that National Grid does not have a specific policy in relation to use and 

siting of this in the proximity to overhead lines, and that reference should be made to the appropriate Health & 

Safety Executive guidelines as noted in the representation.  It has been clarified that the restrictions contained in 

the voluntary agreement primarily relate to the siting of equipment within designated safety distances of the 

apparatus.  

 

Concerns have been raised around the effects on farming operations from the pylons including the location of 

pylons, the height of the cable lines, clearance from machinery and future effects. 

 

National Grid have considered all requests by affected parties for the movement of pylons to alternative 

locations.  Many changes have been made throughout the course of the consultation but it has not been 

possible to accommodate all requests.  There are a number of reasons for this including the movement of a pylon 

would affect span length with the need for a further pylon or moving adjacent pylons into less favourable 

positions and may also require taller pylons that would be more visible.  There are also other constraints including 

construction, drainage and environmental that are factored in when looking at pylon moves.  Further detail of 
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responses to consultation feedback, including on the location of pylons can be found in the Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1). 

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus.  National Grid has 

advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus, and affected 

parties will be governed by the same restrictions on the use of drones as National Grid, including obtaining any 

necessary licences required by the government, and subject to those requirements there should be no additional 

restrictions on affected parties other than a liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying 

drones.  In respect of ground based drones or similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid 

structures including pylons.  If your client has any further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a 

result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in 

more detail. 

 

National Grid would appreciate it if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues 

raised to try and address any outstanding concerns of your client.  Can I please ask that you contact Fisher 

German on 01227 477878 to arrange this meeting or if you prefer, you may contact the Project team on 0845 437 

7361 direct or by email at: richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/20000/RR73 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr NS Daw & Mrs DM Daw 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr Nigel Stewart Daw and Mrs Dorcas Muriel Daw in connection with the Project.  In 

relation to the issues you have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that protective provisions and indemnities have not been discussed.  

 

During individual consultation with affected parties and meetings with agents representing them, National Grid 

and their agents from Fisher German (who are the land agents working on the project) have answered all 

questions raised in relation to the protection of affected parties’ interests, subject to the information available at 

that time.  National Grid continue to be willing to discuss the protection of affected parties’ interests however 

the finer detail of some design methodologies will only be known once the main contractor is appointed and 

has developed the methodologies further.  National Grid have explained, for example, that a professional 

drainage consultant will be instructed to design any drainage mitigation and arrange and oversee any required 

works, rather than leaving this to the main contractor to design. National Grid continue to be happy to discuss 

any specific concerns that your client has. 

 

National Grid offer a form of indemnity in voluntary agreements for rights that all owners and/or their agents have 

had sight of. 

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 
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archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 

used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   

 

Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concern has been expressed about adverse effects on property values, and the impact on opportunities on 

land adjacent to the apparatus.   

 

Injurious affection will be considered as a head of claim, under which a claim for a reduction in the value of a 

property and the effect on alternative uses (subject to the limitations of the relevant legislation), will also be 

considered.  

 

National Grid has explained that requests made by affected parties to consider the impact on opportunities will 

be dealt with on a case by case basis.  Evidence would need to be presented to show the impact on 

opportunities and further discussion would result from that. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     
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It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 

original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 
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In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 

 

mailto:richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/9081/RR74 

 

Date: 7 June 2016 

 

Mr M Chandler 

GW Finn & Son 

1 King Street 

Sandwich 

Kent 

CT13 9BY 

 

Dear Mr Chandler, 

 

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mr BE Lawrence 

Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation 

 

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware on 11th 

February 2016 The Planning Inspectorate accepted an application by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 

for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act 2008 in connection with the Richborough 

Connection Project (“the Project”).   

 

National Grid have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation submitted by you to The Planning 

Inspectorate on behalf of Mr Brian Edward Lawrence in connection with the Project.  In relation to the issues you 

have raised, National Grid comment below:   

 

Concern has been expressed about the need for and extent of compulsory purchase powers being sought under 

DCO application, including that they exceed powers in the public interest.    

 

National Grid is seeking to acquire rights voluntarily rather than rely on powers under the DCO.  However the 

powers are required to ensure that the necessary rights can be acquired and the Project can proceed, in the 

interests of the public, where voluntary agreements cannot be reached.  

 

National Grid is seeking only powers and rights it requires to construct, access and operate the new connection, 

remove an existing line and associated works.  The DCO application includes all relevant details and 

explanations of the rights required, and the Order Limits have been reduced to include only land directly required 

for the proposed works.  Further information can be found in Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ 

of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s Land Rights Strategy (LRS), that it is not fit for purpose and 

that it does not sufficiently compensate for the expected lifetime of the apparatus.   

 

National Grid seeks to acquire rights by voluntary agreement where compulsory rights are sought and the LRS 

has been developed as a standard national procedure for National Grid to use in such circumstances, including 

payments for the rights and associated works such as surveys.  The LRS has been successfully used on all recent 

National Grid DCO schemes.  The LRS cannot cover processes for all rights and powers sought, it is a guideline 

for how discussions are taken forward and offers made. The LRS does provide for additional heads of claim if they 

can be evidenced. 

 

Concern has been expressed that the payments offered are based on a 20-year lifespan but the apparatus 

could be in place for 80 years or more.  National Grid has not made an offer based on a 20-year lifespan – the 
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offer made is intended to sufficiently compensate the Grantor for the rights sought.  The payments offered under 

the LRS are based on an assessment of land value and the land actually taken, incentivised for the voluntary 

agreement being sought.  Some agents and affected parties have stated that the payment is insufficient for the 

rights sought and is not varied for different land types.  Whilst it is acknowledged that the LRS is not varied for 

different land types, the payments offered are considered by National Grid more than sufficient to cover the 

rights sought for any agricultural land type.  Where concern has been expressed about the payments offered 

National Grid have asked for evidence to support a case that the payments are insufficient.  To date no 

evidence has been received but National Grid continue to welcome any evidence to support a case for higher 

payments.   

 

It has been suggested that alternative cable routes and differing points of connection should have been 

considered.  

 

Details of the route corridors and methods of routeing that were considered can be found in the Need Case 

(Volume 7, Document 7.3), the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4) and the Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7).  Please refer to those documents for further information on the options that 

have been considered. The paragraphs below briefly addresses the specific points on connection at 

Richborough and undergrounding. 

 

In terms of the connection at Richborough with the Nemo Link® project, as that project is being developed jointly 

by National Grid Nemo Link Limited and Elia (the Belgian transmission system operator), National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc, who is responsible for the Project, is unable to respond to questions on the details of the Nemo 

Link project including its choice of landfall point.  The Nemo Link project were granted outline consents for the 

convertor station and substation at the former Richborough power station site and full consent for the associated 

onshore cable works from Thanet and Dover District Council in December 2013.  Whilst National Grid is unable to 

respond on behalf of the Nemo Link project it understands that a range of options for the landfall points were 

considered by Nemo Link and information presented on this in its planning application submission. 

 

National Grid understands that there is a preference among some affected parties for the connection to be 

placed underground.  National Grid has considered in detail the use of underground cable, across the entire 

route as set out in the Strategic Options Report (Volume 7, Document 7.4).  The Connection Options Report 

(Volume 7, Document 7.7) also assessed the whole route for sensitive areas where the connection could be 

placed underground.   

  

In line with National Policy Statement EN-5, National Grid has considered the benefits of undergrounding in the 

context of the landscape in which the proposed connection would be set, together with the additional costs, 

archaeological, ecological and socio-economic consequences of undergrounding.  The Connection Options 

Report (Volume 7, Document 7.7) indicated that there are no areas where the benefits of placing the connection 

underground would justify the works, their associated environmental impacts, and the substantial additional cost.  

The proposed route strikes the right balance between the sensitivities of a new overhead line in the area and the 

additional cost of the Project which, along with other National Grid projects, are added to consumer’s bills. 

 

It has been suggested that the Order Limits are excessive in terms of land affected.   

 

National Grid began their consultation with a wide corridor of land for the overhead line connection and this 

area has gradually been narrowed down through research, survey and consultation to leave a draft route that 

forms the DCO application.  As design details have been drawn up, the land required has been reduced to 

leave only what is directly required for the construction of the new connection, removal of the 132kV line and 

associated works.  The Order Limits have to allow for a degree of flexibility (the Limits of Deviation) due to 

unforeseen circumstances, including physical obstructions, which could result in pylon locations having to be 

adjusted during construction.  Further information on National Grid’s justification for the land proposed to be 
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used within the DCO application and a description of the proposed use for each plot of land can be found at 

Chapter 7 ‘Purpose for which Powers are Sought’ of the Statement of Reasons (Volume 3, Document 3.1). 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the use of and type of haul roads, their length and the length of time they 

will be in place for. 

 

Temporary access roads have been proposed for various locations on the route.  Depending on the nature of 

the land and the proposed use of the temporary access road, the type of temporary access road and the length 

of time it will be required for is different.  We would be happy to discuss any specific concerns that your client 

may have in relation to an access road affecting your client’s land. 

 

Concern has been expressed about soil management and potential increased flooding issues.   

 

National Grid has made reference to the increased risk of flooding during the consultation process, particularly 

in respect of restrictions on the type of construction road to be used in areas of high flood risk, including restrictions 

on the bunding of soil.  Mitigation drainage work will be undertaken to ensure that land continues to drain 

effectively during and after the construction work is complete.  National Grid is fully aware of the changing 

ground conditions along parts of the route at certain times of year, when it becomes impossible to access the 

land with vehicles.  Further information can be found in the Flood Risk Assessment (Volume 5, Document 5.4.13A) 

and further information on soil management within the Construction Environmental Management Plan (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about impacts on field drainage, a lack of detail and design, and ongoing liability 

for the integrity of any new drainage.   

 

National Grid has stated that they are committed to undertaking appropriate drainage mitigation, including the 

diversion of existing drains or the installation of new drainage at proposed pylon locations, to ensure that these 

areas of the field continue to be drained properly.  It is a requirement of the draft DCO that a Drainage 

Management Plan is produced. 

 

Landowners have been asked to provide plans of existing drainage to assist with the design of suitable drainage 

mitigation schemes.  Much of the drainage design work cannot be completed until the overhead line scheme 

design is finalised and the contractor is appointed.  Significant design work can be undertaken when any 

outstanding plans of existing drainage are provided, and landowners allow access to their holdings for invasive 

surveys to be carried out so that the location of existing drainage can be confirmed and any unknown drainage 

identified. 

 

National Grid has instructed a drainage consultant to design the mitigation works, who is very familiar with the 

locality and is well known to a large number of the affected parties. This is to ensure that all drainage schemes 

are designed correctly, and as a consequence will function both during and post construction.  A requirement 

of the tender for the main construction contract is that the same drainage consultant will be employed by the 

main contractor to design and manage the drainage works.   

 

Landowners have also been assured that reasonable and proven damage to drainage caused by the 

construction and use of the apparatus will be reinstated by National Grid, or compensation paid.  

 

Further information on drainage can be found in the ‘Construction Environmental Management Plan’ (Volume 

5, Document 5.4.3C). 

 

Concern has been expressed about the availability of access to land severed by the construction corridor.   
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Where land is disconnected from the main holding as a result of the construction of a haul road, appropriate 

crossing points will be created. Where severed land is too small to be worthy of farming during the construction 

phase of the Project, affected parties will be appropriately compensated and arrangements agreed/made to 

ensure that land is maintained during this time (in order to protect Basic Payment Scheme entitlements and 

stewardship scheme payments).  National Grid would be happy to discuss this is more detail with you. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about the impact on general farming operations and precision farming.   

 

Additional time and expense incurred by an affected party as a result of operating farm machinery around 

pylons and any land left uncropped due to the position of pylons will be considered as part of a claim for injurious 

affection.  

 

Specific concern has been expressed about restrictions on the use of drones around apparatus. National Grid 

has advised that flying drones may be used as part of their own routine inspections on apparatus. National Grid 

are governed by the same restrictions, including obtaining any necessary licences, required by the government 

and subject to those requirements there should be no additional restrictions on affected parties other than a 

liability for any damage caused to apparatus as a result of flying drones.  In respect of ground based drones or 

similar, these will have to be able to negotiate around solid structures including pylons.  If landowners have any 

further concerns around the effects on precision farming as a result of the proposed scheme, then National Grid 

would be very happy to discuss these concerns with you in more detail. 

 

Concerns have been expressed about security risks to the land during construction.   

 

Security personnel will be present at all appropriate access points, as well as other locations throughout the route, 

and that when not in use, all access points and gates will be left secure.  National Grid has a significant interest 

in keeping sites secure, due to the high value of materials and equipment involved with the construction work.     

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has failed to consult sufficiently, has not provided constructive or detailed 

responses to queries and representations, that consultation techniques have been poor, that consultation has 

not been undertaken sufficiently frequently, and that requests for information have been ignored.   

 

National Grid believes that it has provided sufficient opportunity for interested parties to comment on proposals, 

at each relevant stage of the Project development process.  As part of the acceptance process, The Planning 

Inspectorate reviewed the adequacy of consultation and confirmed in accepting the application that it was in 

compliance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008.  National Grid has submitted a Consultation Report 

(Volume 6, Document 6.1) as part of the application submission, which provides a summary of the consultation 

responses received and how they have been taken into account by National Grid.  National Grid take into 

consideration the feedback from all parties, whilst also taking into account environmental, cost and other factors 

before making a decision on the final design. 
 

National Grid are aware of concerns arising from the time taken to respond to change requests made.  National 

Grid has explained to affected parties that it can take considerable time to process requests made because 

they need to, consider the implications not just on the affected party but other affected parties and implement 

any changes required to the design.  Where changes have been requested, feedback meetings have been 

offered to discuss where it has/has not been possible to incorporate changes into the design, and the reasons 

for this. 

 

Concern has been expressed about National Grid’s failure to re-consult when the route through Section D was 

moved back to the north of the existing UKPN lines.  National Grid is confident that the feedback obtained 

through previous consultation, both on general and specific issues around the location of apparatus, when the 
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original draft route was to the north was considered when producing the final route to include in the DCO 

application. 

 

National Grid has also had to consider the balance to be struck in the level of information and the frequency it 

is provided.  Some consultees have stated that there is too much consultation and they would rather comment 

on a final design, while others have requested regular discussion around the proposed location of apparatus on 

their land.  National Grid take into consideration the feedback received from all parties, whilst also taking into 

account environmental, cost and other factors before making a decision on the final design. 

 

It has been claimed that National Grid has ignored requests made by affected parties to change the design of 

the proposed new overhead line.  National Grid has offered feedback meetings to review changes that have 

been requested by affected parties.  Where such requests cannot be accommodated within the proposed 

design the reasons for this have been explained to affected parties.  The reasons given to affected parties 

include: environmental constraints; requests made by one party directly conflict with requests made by other 

affected parties; the request cannot be physically engineered; and the request would not integrate with the 

remaining section of pylons.  Affected parties should also be aware that where the design has not been 

significantly altered from an earlier design, this does not mean that requests by affected parties have been 

disregarded. 

 

It would be appreciated if a meeting could be arranged to discuss outstanding matters and issues raised to try 

and address any outstanding concerns of your client.   

 

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this 

Project, accessible via The Planning Inspectorate’s website – please see:  

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/. 

 

In order that National Grid may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect your client and 

their concerns, can I please ask that you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878.  If you prefer, you may contact 

the Project team on 0845 437 7361 direct or by email at:  richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

 
 

Steve Self 

Project Manager 
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Our Ref: NG Richborough/*****

Date: 8 June 2016

Mrs Helene Raby

Dear Mrs Raby,

National Grid: Richborough Connection Project – Mrs H Raby
Application Reference No: EN020017 – Response to Relevant Representation

Further to our previous correspondence and meetings in connection with the above, as you are aware the

Planning Inspectorate on behalf of the Secretary of State accepted, in February 2016, an application by

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc for a development consent order (“DCO”) under the Planning Act

2008.

We have reference to a copy of the Relevant Representation as submitted by you to the Planning

Inspectorate in connection with the Richborough Connection Project. It is acknowledged that you have strong

objections to the proposals and we would like to work with you in addressing the concerns you have raised,

which we have commented on below.

You raised concerns regarding the risk of childhood leukaemia, specifically the results of the Oxford Childhood

Cancer Research Group (CCRG) in relation to proximity to overhead lines, a research project in which, as you

may be aware, National Grid has itself been involved. National Grid fully recognises people’s concerns and the

uncertain scientific position on this subject and takes this issue very seriously. As well as making our own

assessment of the science, we rely on authoritative and independent scientific organisations such as the World

Health Organization (WHO) and Public Health England (PHE) to review the worldwide body of scientific

evidence on EMFs and health. We believe it is right that the decision on what is acceptable or not is made

independently of National Grid.

Health considerations are given a high priority in the process by which we arrive at any proposals for new

electricity connections. Assessment of compliance with national guidance and policies is key to our approach.

The UK has a carefully thought-out set of policies for managing EMFs, which includes both numerical exposure

guidelines to protect against established, acute effects of EMFs, and precautionary policies to provide

appropriate protection against the possibility of chronic effects of EMFs at lower levels, including, specifically,

the possibility of a risk for childhood leukaemia. These guidelines and policies take account of the evidence

which led to the 2001 IARC classification of power-frequency magnetic fields, confirmed by WHO in 2007, as

“possibly carcinogenic”. This is a lower classification than either “is carcinogenic” or “probably carcinogenic”.

These policies and guidelines are incorporated into the decision-making process for Development Consent in

National Policy Statement EN-5.

Our approach is to ensure that all of our assets comply with those policies, set by Government on the advice of

their independent advisors PHE. This ensures that health concerns are properly and adequately addressed. The
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evidence concerning compliance with these policies as specified in EN-5, including the numerical guidelines,

can be found in the Electric and Magnetic Fields Report (Volume 5, Doc 5.7).

When formulating these policies, particularly the precautionary policies, a stakeholder group was formed

called the Stakeholder Advisory Group on ELF EMF (SAGE), where both Alasdair Philips and National Grid

among others were participants. The SAGE group considered a range of precautionary measures, which

included the introduction of ‘corridors’ around overhead lines, in light of the uncertainty in the science. Having

considered carefully both the introduction of corridors and burying of cables underground, neither of these

were recommendations of the SAGE report.

In 2009, the Government responded to the report and recommendations by SAGE. The Government adopted

several of the recommendations SAGE had made for precautionary measures. Those measures specific to high

voltage power lines include ‘optimal phasing’ of power lines, and providing more information and advice on

EMFs. National Grid will ensure that all new overhead lines comply with these precautionary policies. Other

precautionary measures, specifically the introduction of corridors around new and existing overhead lines,

were considered but were judged to be disproportionate in light of the evidence and were not adopted

You also raised the issue of undergrounding overhead lines on health grounds. Underground cables whether

directly buried or placed in a tunnel will produce magnetic fields as a result of the same physical mechanisms

that an overhead line does. However, underground cables do not produce an external electric field due to

shielding of the metallic sheath that surrounds the cable itself. Irrespective of the technology used, National

Grid will always ensure that all of its equipment is designed to comply with any appropriate safety standards

already discussed. You include a quotation from WHO justifying placing cables underground; we are afraid we

do not recognise this quotation, and we do not believe it represents WHO’s position, but if you were able to

point us to the origin of this quotation we would of course investigate it further.

I hope that our comments have been of assistance. However, so that we may be able to fully understand any

outstanding matters it would be appreciated if we could arrange a further meeting with you to discuss and

review these issues to try and address your concerns.

For your information, copies of the application documents can be viewed online on the relevant page for this

Project, accessible via PINS’ website – please see:-

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/richborough-connection-project/.

In order that we may be in a position to further consider how the proposals will affect you, can I please ask that

you contact Fisher German on 01227 477878. I look forward to hearing from you in the near future. If you

prefer you may contact the Project number 0845 437 7361 direct or email:

richboroughconnection@fishergerman.co.uk.

Yours sincerely

Steve Self
Project Manager
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Freepost RSLG-YXEU-BJUC
National Grid
PO BOX 68215
London
SW1P 9UJ

Freephone: 0800 157 7878

Email: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk

Sir Roger Gale MP
House of Commons
London
SW1A 0AA

12 July 2016

Dear Sir Roger,

Richborough Connection Project

I am writing following your representation to the Planning Inspectorate on the Richborough Connection
project.

You will be aware that the application for a Development Consent Order will now be examined by the
Planning Inspectorate for a period of up to six months, after which the Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change will then have a further three months make the final decision. During the examination of our
application, the process is run and managed by the Planning Inspectorate and any updates to our proposals
will be published on the Planning Inspectorate website.

I am conscious that we have met and spoken over the phone on a number of occasions in the past and have
had detailed discussions regarding the Richborough Connection project. If you would like to discuss the
specific points raised in your representation in more detail, or wish to receive any further information, please
do not hesitate to contact one of the Richborough team on 0800 157 7878 or email
richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk so they can make the necessary arrangements.

Kind regards

Steve Self

Project Manager
National Grid
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Freepost RSLG-YXEU-BJUC
National Grid
PO BOX 68215
London
SW1P 9UJ

Freephone: 0800 157 7878

Email: richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk

Craig Mackinlay MP
House of Commons
London
SW1A 0AA

12 July 2016

Dear Mr Mackinlay,

Richborough Connection Project

I am writing following your representation to the Planning Inspectorate on the Richborough Connection
project.

You will be aware that the application for a Development Consent Order will now be examined by the
Planning Inspectorate for a period of up to six months, after which the Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change will then have a further three months make the final decision. During the examination of our
application, the process is run and managed by the Planning Inspectorate and any updates to our proposals
will be published on the Planning Inspectorate website.

I am conscious that we have met and spoken over the phone on a number of occasions in the past and have
had detailed discussions regarding the Richborough Connection project. If you would like to discuss the
specific points raised in your representation in more detail, or wish to receive any further information, please
do not hesitate to contact one of the Richborough team on 0800 157 7878 or email
richboroughconnection@communitycomms.co.uk so they can make the necessary arrangements.

Kind regards

Steve Self

Project Manager
National Grid
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Our approach to the 
design and routeing 
of new electricity 
transmission lines

2012





We own and manage the grid to which 
many different energy sources are 
connected. In Britain we run systems 
that deliver gas and electricity across 
the entire country, holding a vital position 
at the centre of the energy system. 
That puts us at the heart of one of the 
greatest challenges facing our society: 
the creation of new sustainable energy 
solutions and the development of an 
energy system that can underpin our 
economic prosperity in the 21st century.

National Grid’s job is to connect people to the energy they use 
to warm and light their homes, to connect factories and offices to 
the power that keeps them going and to provide the infrastructure 
essential to maintain our modern lifestyle.

Our approach to the design and routeing 
of new electricity transmission lines
Page 01



Introduction

The energy challenge and electricity 
eransmission
The UK faces a major challenge in the way it 
produces and generates electricity. As a country 
we need to ensure secure and reliable energy 
supplies while at the same time tackling climate 
change. This means a significant investment in 
new low carbon power sources.

Part of this challenge is ensuring that these 
new power sources, whether from nuclear, 
wind and other renewables, gas or clean coal, 
are connected to the high voltage electricity 
transmission network in order to carry the 
electricity to where it is needed. In England and 
Wales, much of the new electricity generation 
will be sited on the coast, or offshore, where 
there is currently very little existing transmission 
infrastructure. New electricity transmission lines 
will therefore be required in these areas. We may 
also need to carry out work on existing areas of 
the network to upgrade and reinforce it to make it 
fit for these new low carbon sources of electricity.

Deciding where and how to build new high 
voltage electricity transmission lines is a complex 
issue. Most of the existing network takes the 
form of overhead lines, as these provide the most 
economic solution to the energy transmission 
challenge, and therefore the least impact on 
consumer bills. As we build the country’s new 
network, we need to balance the need for secure 
and reliable energy supplies with affordability for 
bill-payers and the visual impact of the network. 

We are very aware of the impact of new overhead 
transmission lines on the landscape and on 
local communities, and we do consider other 
technologies to mitigate this such as placing  
new electricity lines underground as buried cables. 
This is known as ‘undergrounding’. 

We carried out a public consultation on this 
topic between December 2010 and July 
2011, and we have listened to communities 
on this important issue. Respondents to this 
consultation demonstrated strong support for 
undergrounding. This document sets out how 
we consider undergrounding together with other 
methods of mitigating the visual impacts of our 
transmission lines.

The current UK high voltage 
electricity transmission network



Our duties and obligations
We are regulated by Ofgem, the electricity 
and gas markets regulator, to ensure value for 
money for consumers and we must satisfy our 
various statutory duties (see back page). We 
are required under the Electricity Act (1989) to 
“develop and maintain an efficient, coordinated 
and economical electricity transmission system, 
and to facilitate competition in the supply 
and generation of electricity”. We need to be 
responsible for the cost of projects we promote 
as those costs will ultimately be borne by all 
electricity users. 

We also have a duty to “consider the 
desirability of preserving amenity” when 
undertaking projects which includes impacts 
on communities, landscape and visual amenity, 
cultural heritage and ecological resources. To 
satisfy this duty, we seek to avoid areas which 
are nationally or internationally designated for 
their landscape, wildlife or cultural significance, 
such as National Parks. 

We recognise, however, that not all sites that are 
valued by, and important for, the wellbeing of local 
communities are included in designated areas. 
Our approach therefore ensures that we consider 
all of the potential economic, environmental and 
social impacts of proposed projects, not just 
those relating to designated sites.

Achieving the balance
Satisfying all of our duties can be complex and so 
we treat each project on a case-by-case basis to 
strike the appropriate balance. Our stakeholders 
confirmed that this was the right approach during 
our public consultation on undergrounding.

We believe that we will best achieve this 
balance by:

Ultimately the relevant decision-making body 
has to decide whether our proposals strike the 
right balance and so we aim to bring them fully 
developed and well-considered plans on which 
to base their decisions.

Our approach to the design and routeing 
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Consulting widely, effectively 
and at a formative stage of 
our project proposals.

Being open with information 
and transparent about the 
judgements we make.

Developing proposals that 
deliver what society needs 
from us.

We have no inherent preference for either 
overhead or underground approaches and we 
will always seek to deliver the best balance.



The process involves the development of our projects from 
the earliest stage of identifying high-level options right 
through to the submission of detailed proposals. We begin 
by looking at all of the feasible options, which may cover 
a very wide geographical area and a number of different 
technologies such as underground cables or overhead lines. 
We then narrow down the options through a process of 
careful analysis and consultation. Having established which 
of the potential option(s), we think best meet(s) society’s 
needs, we focus in on broad corridor locations for any new 
transmission lines by talking with local communities and 
others, and then we concentrate on where a new line might 
run to minimise any impacts on local people. 

At each stage of refinement we gain more detailed information 
about the constraints that might affect a particular route. 
These might include designated sites like National Parks but 
could also include non-designated areas such as particularly 
sensitive landscapes or iconic views. As we learn more, we 
back-check at each stage to see if any new information exists 
that would have an impact on the best technology or route.

Our Approach is informed by the results of our 
undergrounding consultation and our experience of major 
transmission infrastructure projects. It complies with the 
requirements of the Planning Act 2008 and the National 
Policy Statement on Electricity Networks Infrastructure  
(EN-5), and retains the principles of the Holford Rules  
which give guidance on the routeing of overhead lines. 

We will review our Approach in the light of:

  changes to our responsibilities, legislation, 
government policy or guidance; 

  changes in best practice guidance in environmental, 
social or economic appraisal;

  relevant technology advances; or 
  new information about the application or costs 

of different technologies.

This document sets out how we 
identify the most appropriate location 
and technology for any new electricity 
transmission line in order to best satisfy 
society’s needs. It sets out how we 
will collect data, undertake research 
and analysis, consult stakeholders and 
communities and listen to feedback in 
order to inform our judgements. 

Our Process

To find out more 
about the Holford 
Rules and our other 
statutory duties see 
pages 18–20



Stage 06 – Consideration and Hearing 

Stage 04 – The Proposed Application 

Stage 05 – Application for Development Consent

Stage 03 – Detailed Routeing and Siting

Stage 02 – Outline Routeing and Siting

Stage 01 – Strategic Options
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This process, which is described fully overleaf, 
is intended as guidance for our project teams 
and for all stakeholders with an interest in our 
projects. All projects are different and where we 
need to deviate from this process, we will explain 
the reasons, and ensure that we still satisfy all of 
our obligations. For example, in the case of some 
smaller projects, such as the replacement of a 
short section of overhead line, we may combine 
some or all of stages 1, 2 and 3 to identify a 
preferred choice.



What is needed?
The identified need could be: to connect new 
generation sources to the existing network; 
to create more capacity where needed in the 
existing network; or an investment in anticipation 
of potential new generation. The need case is 
kept under review throughout the development 
of the project. 

Do we need new infrastructure?
We always see if the existing network can 
accommodate the customer or capacity needs 
economically and efficiently before we would 
consider building any new infrastructure. We 
look at alternatives to meet the required need, 
which may include adjusting arrangements with 
customers, how we operate the network, or 
investments in equipment that can optimise the 
use of the existing network to reduce or avoid  
the need for major investment. This is usually 
more sustainable, less expensive and is likely  
to have the least visual impact.

Identifying Strategic Options
Where new infrastructure is needed, we consider 
the many ways in which this could be achieved. 
We call this ‘generating strategic options’. We will 
identify a number of different strategic options, 
which might include: 

   different technologies (such as underground 
cables, gas-insulated lines, overhead lines 
or sub-sea High Voltage Direct Current 
(HVDC) cables);

  different geographical connection points; or 
  a combination of the two. 

Technical Compliance Filter
Before we do any further work we make sure that 
all of the potential strategic options would work 
on our network and we reject any that would not 
meet technical standards. We do this because 
we need to understand which options would 
work in practice before we talk to stakeholders.

Benefit Filter 
There are potentially many ways in which we could 
meet the identified need, and many of them will be 
very similar. We reduce the number of options for 
stakeholders in an open and transparent way by 
making sure that every potential strategic option 
we take forward for further appraisal has some 
benefit over another option.

Stage 1 
Strategic Options



Consult Core Stakeholders
At the early stages of the project we consult a 
number of organisations – referred to as our core 
stakeholders – who represent statutory interests. 
We talk to core stakeholders about the potential 
options we are considering and how we should 
assess them. We seek their views as to which 
considerations should inform our judgements 
based on what is important to local stakeholders. 
We ask the relevant local authorities to input  
into our consultation arrangements.

Options Appraisal
Options Appraisal is the method we use to 
compare options and analyse their relative  
costs and benefits. We take a structured 
approach to determining overall preferences 
among alternative options. This means that 
stakeholders can see the basis on which we 
have made our judgements and have balanced 
our duties. We consider environmental, socio-
economic and technical issues alongside a 
capital and lifetime cost for each strategic option.

Consult Core Stakeholders
We consult our core stakeholders on the results  
of options appraisal and ask for their views about 
the different strategic options. 

Preferred Strategic Option 
We identify a preferred strategic option or options 
to take forward for further assessment. This may 
involve a choice of technology or may simply be 
the identification of connection points, with further 
development of the technology choice at Stage 2.

If a predominantly overhead route is preferred at 
this stage, there will still be a continuing process 
of appraisal and consultation throughout Stages 
2 and 3, which will consider the ways in which 
the impact of a new line can be mitigated and 
may ultimately result in undergrounding of certain 
sections of the route. At this stage we may also 
look for options which have opportunities to 
remove existing infrastructure in order to minimise 
the overall ‘wirescape’.

We may promote a sub-sea or predominantly 
underground strategic option at this stage, 
particularly in light of very significant constraints 
relating to landscape or visual issues. Such 
constraints might include: locations with physical 
difficulties in constructing an overhead line 
(such as in urban areas or mountains) or the 
presence of highly valued landscapes such as 
National Parks or Areas of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONBs). Sometimes there are significant 
constraints to a sub-sea or underground solution, 
such as important ports and harbours, or 
significant concentrations of buried archaeology.

Outputs 
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More information on 
Options Appraisal is 
on page 17

More information 
about who we 
consult and when 
is on page 16

Need Case 

Strategic Options Report 
including Options Appraisal 

Project Consultation 
Strategy

At this Stage we explore with stakeholders 
the different ways in which we might  
meet the need for new infrastructure  
in a particular area, and discuss those  
options and how we assess them with  
core stakeholders.



Route Corridor Studies
Routeing studies are carried out to identify 
broad potential corridors for the new 
transmission route within all strategic options 
that we are still considering. Similar siting 
studies are carried out to identify suitable 
locations for infrastructure, such as substations 
or converter stations if required.

When routeing overhead lines, we apply the 
Holford Rules (see page 18) and start to consider 
the types of mitigation that could offset any 
landscape or visual effects. 

The routeing of sub-sea cables can be affected by 
constraints at the point of landfall, such as eroding 
shorelines or sensitive sand dune systems, 
and by marine constraints such as shipping 
lanes, fisheries, major ports and harbours, and 
ecological constraints, such as Special Protection 
Areas or Special Areas for Conservation. If a 
constraint was identified at this stage that could 
not be avoided or mitigated, then we may need  
to reconsider land-based options. 

For onshore underground options we would 
consider the type of technology (cross-linked 
polyethylene insulated (XLPE) or Gas-Insulated 
Lines (GIL)) and whether the cable would be 
buried directly or in a surface trough or tunnel. 
When routeing underground cables, we may be 
restricted by built development, topography, 
soil type or existing land use. There may also be 
valuable habitats or cultural heritage sites that 
would be affected by ground disturbance. In 
these cases, we try to find a route corridor that 
avoids these constraints altogether. Where that is 
not possible, we may consider placing a section 
of line overhead on an otherwise underground 
route. The siting of sealing end compounds 
(which are used to make the transition from 
underground cable to overhead line) also requires 
careful consideration.

Stage 2 
Outline Routeing and Siting



Consult Core Stakeholders
We consult our core stakeholders on the 
potential route corridor options we are 
considering and on the scoping of the next  
stage of Options Appraisal (below). We again 
seek views on the factors that are most important 
to local stakeholders and which are likely to be 
the most significant in judging the route corridors 
that would best serve society’s needs.

Options Appraisal
Options Appraisal is again applied to determine 
the environmental, socio-economic, technical, 
and cost implications associated with the different 
route corridor options. At this stage we have more 
detailed information about the different route 
corridors and carry out a more detailed appraisal. 

Consult Stakeholders and Communities
During Stage 2 we will carry out a public 
consultation, which examines all of the options 
we have considered, and asks for views both on 
our preferred strategic option and the potential 
route corridors we have identified to achieve 
this. As a result of this public consultation, we 
may re-examine options that we have previously 
discounted or consider new alternatives proposed 
by members of the public. We produce a feedback 
report which will identify all of the comments 
received and how we intend to take them into 
account. Where we cannot take someone’s 
comments into account, we will explain why not.

Choice of Preferred Route Corridor
The results of the consultations, together with all 
of the studies carried out to this point, are used to 
identify the preferred route corridor or corridors. 

In cases where we have previously chosen a 
predominantly overhead option, we may propose 
a fully overhead corridor or a route corridor 
which is a mixture of overhead and underground 

technologies, depending upon the constraints 
identified. Candidates for undergrounding might 
include: locations with physical difficulties in 
constructing an overhead line (such as in urban 
areas), wide river or estuary crossings, the 
presence of highly valued landscapes (which 
include National Parks and AONBs but could also 
include particularly sensitive landscapes and iconic 
views or areas where other potential impacts 
could only be mitigated by undergrounding). This 
is not an exhaustive list and all projects will be 
considered on a case-by-case basis.

If the preferred route corridor is predominantly 
overhead line, there will still be a continuing 
process of appraisal and consultation throughout 
Stage 3, as a result of which we may propose 
undergrounding certain sections of the route.

Where we have previously chosen a sub-sea 
strategic option, we will identify the preferred 
marine corridor and the locations for any 
associated land-based infrastructure. Where we 
have chosen an underground strategic option, 
we will identify the preferred underground 
corridor and the locations for any associated 
above-ground infrastructure. In some cases,  
we may not make a decision on technology 
at Stage 2, but simply identify a land-based 
corridor, and determine the most appropriate 
technology at Stage 3 once we have a full 
understanding of all of the constraints. 

Outputs
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We identify and appraise a number of 
potential route corridors through which 
the transmission line could be routed and 
identify potential locations for associated 
infrastructure. We consult again with core 
stakeholders and local communities.

Route Corridor Study 
including Options Appraisal

Project Consultation 
Strategy

Consultation  
Feedback Report



Development of the Detailed Alignment 
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. 

In cases where a predominantly overhead route 
has been selected, we will continue to apply the 
Holford Rules and we will identify any sections 
where it would be more appropriate to place the 
infrastructure underground. We may propose 
other forms of mitigation, which could involve 
tree planting or alternative pylon designs or 
the removal of other electricity transmission or 
distribution infrastructure. We will use the same 
approach for siting the associated land-based / 
above-ground infrastructure such as substations, 
converter stations or sealing end compounds.

Consult Stakeholders and Communities
We continue to exchange information with our 
stakeholders during the development of the 
detailed alignment. During consultation with the 
public we may establish community forums as  
a mechanism to support this consultation.

We may also establish thematic groups, which 
will involve experts including local representatives 
of technical consultees to review our approach 
to specific issues. We will revisit earlier stages 
of our project development as required and will 
publish the outcomes of our public consultations 
explaining why we have selected a particular 
proposal. This will allow stakeholders to see how 
and where we have exercised our judgement 
and the factual basis upon which we have 
done so. We will develop our draft Statement of 
Community Consultation with the relevant local 
authorities, which sets out who and how we will 
consult on our proposals.

Environmental Impact Assessment 
and Options Appraisal 
Where we are required to do so, we will carry 
out a full Environmental Impact Assessment of 
our preferred alignment and will consult with 
key stakeholders on the scope and results of 
this study. We may use Options Appraisal to 
compare the environmental and socio-economic 
performance of alternative alignments, and 
we will publish the results of our appraisal of 
the preferred alignment in a report or draft 
Environmental Statement. 

Outputs

 Stage 3 
Detailed Routeing and Siting

Preliminary Environmental 
Information

Outputs of Options 
Appraisal if appropriate

Draft Statement of 
Community Consultation

Consultation  
Feedback Report
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Having identified a broad route corridor, 
we look within that route to identify and 
appraise the preferred alignment through 
which the transmission line will be routed 
and the locations of any associated 
infrastructure. We do this in close liaison 
with stakeholders including landowners, 
local residents and organisations.



We hold a public consultation on our draft 
proposals to help us prepare our application 
for submission to the Planning Inspectorate  
for decision.

Consult All Stakeholders
We will carry out a public consultation on our 
proposed application as required by Sections 
42 and 47 of the Planning Act (2008). This 
consultation includes communities, local 
councils, expert consultees and those who may 
be affected by our proposals. At the close of the 
consultation period, we will review our proposals 
and make any necessary amendments to what 
we propose in the light of information received 
through consultation. If necessary we will carry 
out further survey and appraisal work 
for alternative solutions.

We will produce a Consultation Report which 
sets out all of the feedback we have received 
throughout the process and how we have 
responded to it. This will allow all stakeholders 
who have contributed to see how their 
comments have been taken into account.

Preparation of documentation
Having carried out detailed assessments and 
consultation with the public and key stakeholders 
we will prepare all of the documents necessary 
for our proposed application. 

We will consult with Local Planning Authorities 
and seek to agree Statements of Common 
Ground with them and potentially with other 
interested parties.

Outputs

Stage 4 
The Proposed Application

Consultation Report 

Draft Application 
Documents

Statements of  
Common Ground

Statement of  
Community Consultation

Draft Environmental 
Statement

Examples of 
current and existing 
Consultation 
Reports can be 
found on our 
website



Submission of our application
Once we have assessed the outcomes of the 
public consultation and made any necessary 
changes to the proposals we will submit our 
application for development consent to the 
Planning Inspectorate or other relevant  
decision-maker.

We follow the processes of the Planning 
Inspectorate for overhead line applications in 
England and Wales. We formally notify the public, 
core stakeholders and other bodies prescribed 
in the APFP Regulations 2009* of our application 
and those consulted have the opportunity to 
make relevant representations to the Planning 
Inspectorate and to register themselves as 
interested parties.

In England, our application will usually also 
include any additional development associated 
with overhead lines, such as substations and 
sealing end compounds.

In Wales, consent for this associated 
infrastructure will be determined by the 
relevant local planning authority. 

Underground cables in England and Wales are 
considered as permitted development which 
means that planning permission has already 
been granted. Any planning applications for 
associated above-ground infrastructure such 
as sealing end compounds and substations 
are determined by the relevant local planning 
authority if not as part of a Development Consent 
Order (DCO) application.

For sub-sea cables, applications in English 
waters are determined by the Marine 
Management Organisation, and in Welsh waters 
by the Welsh Government. In both cases, 
applications for associated onshore infrastructure 
such as converter stations will be determined by 
the relevant local planning authority. 

 Stage 5 
Application for 
 Development Consent 
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*  Infrastructure Planning (Application: Prescribed Forms  
and Procedure) Regulations 2009



Stage 6 
Consideration and Hearing 

Once we have submitted our application  
we will provide such further information  
on our proposals as may be required for  
a hearing or Public Inquiry.

We will continue to follow the process  
of the relevant decision-making authority 
(see Stage 5) and to engage with  
interested parties. 

Interested parties have the opportunity to 
influence the decision-making body through 
written representations and by giving 
evidence at a hearing or Public Inquiry.
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The following reports are available 
at www.nationalgrid.com/
majorprojectdocuments

Our approach to Options Appraisal

Our approach to Consultation

Our approach to Socio-economics



Core stakeholders
Our core stakeholders for most projects would 
be drawn from the following:

   Local authorities
   Environment Agency
   English Heritage and/or Cadw
   Natural England and/or Countryside Council 

for Wales
    Marine Management Organisation and/ 

or Welsh Government
   Joint Nature Conservation Committee
   Other parties proposed by the above
   Scottish Natural Heritage and Marine 

Scotland for projects that link to the network 
in Scotland

These parties are consulted from the earliest stages 
of our projects as a matter of good practice to 
ensure we take the best technical advice and local 
knowledge into account in the early development 
of our projects. The group of stakeholders is 
expanded and refined as the project develops and 
more local groups become involved. At this early 
stage we do not usually consult the public, as we 
may not have enough information about where any 
new lines might be located to have a meaningful 
dialogue. However the role of local groups including 
local planning authorities is partly to represent  
local opinion.

What is the role of the public?
We talk to people who may be affected by our new 
transmission lines throughout the development 
of each project. Our first public consultation will 
normally take place at Stage 2, but will cover all 
issues in the development of the project to date 
including the need case, strategic options and 
route corridor options. This gives local communities 
the opportunity to review the judgements we have 
made, and the information we have based them 
on. We publish the results of all our consultations, 
so that stakeholders can see how they have 
influenced the design of the scheme.

At the detailed routeing stage, we talk regularly to 
our consultees including more local stakeholders 
such as parish councils and local interest groups. 
We also consult with landowners along the 
proposed alignment. A further formal period of 
public consultation is held before we submit an 
application for development consent as required by 
the Planning Act 2008.

Once an application is submitted, taking account 
of the feedback from local people, the public can 
continue to make representation to the relevant 
decision-making body either in writing or in person 
at a hearing or Public Inquiry.

Who do we consult?

For more 
information on 
Options Appraisal, 
please refer to 
National Grid’s 
‘Our Approach to 
Options Appraisal’ 
document which 
can be found at 
www.nationalgrid.
com/majorprojects



Our Options Appraisal methodology 
takes the following considerations 
(referred to in our internal guidance as 
‘topics’ and ‘sub-topics’) into account 
when appraising alternative strategic 
options or route corridors.

Environment
   Landscape/Visual
   Ecology
   Historic Environment
   Air Quality
   Noise and Vibration
   Soils and Geology
   Water

Socio-economic
   Aviation and Defence
   Traffic and Transport
   Local Economic Impact

Technical
   Technical Complexity
 Delivery
 Capacity
 Technology
 Network Efficiency/Benefits

Cost
   Capital Cost
   Lifetime Cost

The methodology helps us to assess 
the implications of each alternative 
across a range of critical issues with 
the input of core stakeholders and 
the public. By assessing each of 
these areas, we are able to judge 
which option will deliver the needed 
infrastructure whilst balancing the 
various considerations such as 
minimising the visual impact and 
reducing the cost on consumers. 
There is no hierarchy between the 
environmental, socio-economic, 
technical and cost requirements,  
and each project will take into  
account the views of its stakeholders 
in determining the weight to be 
attributed to different sub-topics.

Whilst the results of Options Appraisal 
will inform decision-making, the 
methodology itself does not provide 
the answer. Instead it objectively sets 
out the implications of the different 
options across a wide range of 
subjects, and broadly shows which 
option performs best across the 
board. Those sub-topics that are 
considered by the stakeholders to 
be especially important will merit 
particular consideration in the 
decision-making process.

Options Appraisal is a robust and 
transparent approach to the option 
selection process, ensuring that 
all interested parties will be able 
to understand the information and 
analysis that underpin the judgements 
we make.

Options Appraisal

Our approach to the design and routeing 
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Rule 1
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 the total 
mileage is somewhat increased in 
consequence.

Note on Rule 1
Investigate the possibility of alternative 
routes, avoiding where possible the 
areas of the highest amenity value. 
The consideration of alternative 
routes must be an integral feature of 
environmental statements.

Areas of highest amenity value include: 
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty; 
National Parks; Heritage Coasts; 
World Heritage Sites and Registered 
Parks and Gardens. 

Rule 2
Avoid smaller areas of high amenity 
value or scientific interests 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.

Note on Rule 2
Some areas (e.g. Sites of Special 
Scientific Interest) may require special 
consideration for potential effects on 
ecology (e.g. to their flora and fauna).

Where possible choose routes which 
minimise the effects on the setting 
of areas or architectural, historic and 
archaeological interest including 
Conservation Areas, Listed Buildings, 
Listed Parks and Gardens and Ancient 
Monuments. Again, recognise that 
some sites of value may not be within 
designated areas.

Rule 3
Other things being equal, choose 
the most direct line, with no sharp 
changes of direction and thus with 
fewer angle towers.

Note on Rule 3
Where possible choose inconspicuous 
locations for angle towers, terminal 
towers and sealing end compounds.

Rule 4
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. 

These guidelines on 
overhead line routeing 
were first set out in 1959. 
They are presented in the 
National Policy Statement 
for Electricity Networks 
Infrastructure (EN-5) and 
will continue to form the 
basis on which we route 
overhead lines.

Since the formulation of the original 
Rules, formal requirements for 
environmental assessment have been 
introduced. Whilst environmental 
assessment for overhead lines 
addresses wider topics than the visual 
amenity issue on which the Rules 
concentrate, they remain a valuable 
tool in selecting and assessing 
potential route options as part of the 
environmental assessment process.
The Rules and our added notes of 
clarification are set out below:

The Holford Rules



Rule 5
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. 

Note on Rules 4 and 5
Utilise background and foreground 
features to reduce the apparent 
height and domination of towers 
from main viewpoints. Minimise the 
exposure of numbers of towers on 
prominent ridges and skylines. Where 
possible avoid cutting extensive 
swathes through woodland blocks 
and consider opportunities for 
skirting edges of copses and woods. 
Protect existing vegetation, including 
woodland and hedgerows, and 
safeguard visual and ecological links 
with the surrounding landscapes.

Rule 6
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’.

Note on Rule 6
In all locations minimise confusing 
appearance.

Arrange wherever practicable that 
parallel or closely related routes are 
planned with tower types, spans 
and conductors forming a coherent 
appearance; where routes need to 
diverge, allow where practicable 
sufficient separation to limit the effects 
on properties and features between 
the lines.

Rule 7
Approach urban areas through 
industrial zones, where they exist; 
and when pleasant residential and 
recreational land intervenes between 
the approach and the substation, 
carefully assess the comparative costs 
of undergrounding. 

Note on Rule 7
When a line needs to pass through 
a development area, route it so as to 
minimise as far as possible the effect 
on development. 

Alignments should be chosen after 
consideration of effects on the amenity 
of existing development and on 
proposals for new development.

When siting substations take account 
of the effects of the terminal towers 
and line connections that will need 
to be made and take advantage of 
screening features such as ground 
form and vegetation. 

Supplementary notes
Residential Areas
Avoid routeing close to residential 
areas as far as possible on grounds 
of general amenity. 

Designations of County, District 
and Local Value
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 Value.

Alternative Tower Designs
In addition to adopting appropriate 
routeing, evaluate where appropriate 
the use of alternative tower designs 
now available.
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Section 9(2) of the Electricity Act 1989 
(General duties of licence holders)

“It shall be the duty of the holder of a licence 
authorising him to transmit electricity:

(a)  to develop and maintain an efficient,
co-ordinated and economical system 
of electricity transmission;…”

Section 38 and Schedule 9 of the 
Electricity Act 1989

“(1) In formulating any relevant proposals,  
a licence holder or a person authorised by 
exemption to generate, transmit, distribute 
or supply electricity:

(a)  shall 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 archeological interest; and

(b)  shall 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.”

Section 11A(2) of the National Parks and 
Access to the Countryside Act 1949 (Duty of 
certain bodies and persons to have regard to 
the purposes for which National Parks 
are designated).

“In exercising or performing any functions in 
relation to, or so as to affect, land in a National 
Park, any relevant authority shall have regard 
to the purposes specified in subsection (1) of 
section five of this Act and, if it appears that 
there is a conflict between those purposes, 
shall attach greater weight to the purpose of 
conserving and enhancing the natural beauty, 
wildlife and cultural heritage of the area 
comprised in the National Park.”

Section 85 of the Countryside and Rights of Way 
Act 2000 (General duty of public bodies etc)
“(1) In exercising or performing any functions in 
relation to, or so as to affect, land in an area of 
outstanding natural beauty, a relevant authority 
shall have regard to the purpose of conserving 
and enhancing the natural beauty of the area of 
outstanding natural beauty.” 

Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural 
Communities Act 2006 states that “Every public 
body must, in exercising its functions, have 
regard, so far as is consistent with the proper 
exercise of those functions, to the purpose of 
conserving biodiversity.”

These are some of National Grid’s statutory 
duties most relevant to our development of 
new infrastructure.

Our Statutory Duties 
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