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4 Compulsory acquisition  
  Relevant Representations  
Q1.4.18 Interested Parties General - Each of the Interested 

Parties who have submitted 
relevant representations suggesting 
subsequent effects on the use of 

the land affected is requested to 
explain whether, and if so how, 

following the removal of the nearby 
existing 132kV overhead line, the 
proposed development would result 

in effects additional to those which 
currently exist. 

1) The three 132kV pylons at Docker 

Hill Farm which are proposed to be 

removed have a minimal impact on 

the use of irrigation booms which 

are pulled along the length of fields 

in long runs. The proposed position 

of the two new 400kV pylons would 

prohibit efficient irrigation runs 

over a larger area.  

2) Furthermore, the location of the 

‘cross-over’ on Docker Hill Farm 

necessitates the splitting of the 

remaining 132kV line into two. This 

results in the addition of four 

further poles which add significant 

additional obstructions for irrigation 

and other farm operations. 

3) NG have belatedly provided 

guidance suggesting that a 

clearance of 5.3m will be required 

between the 400kV wires and 

irrigation booms to prevent 

flashover. We have previously been 

informed that the minimum height 

of the wires will be 7.4m meaning 

that boom irrigation will be 

impossible beneath the 400kV 

lines. 
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5 Draft Development Consent Order 
Q1.5.14 Applicant 

Interested Parties 
Article 29(5)(c) 

i. Article 29 Para (5)(c) can be 
read to mean that the 

Applicant is not required to 
remove any foundation that 

extends more than 1.5m 
below ground level. Is this 
what is intended, or should 

the wording indicate that all 
foundations are to be 

removed to a depth of 1.5m 
below ground level but no 
further? 

 
ii. Are Interested Parties 

content that the Applicant is 
not required to remove any 
foundations below 1.5m 

which had been placed in the 
land to support pylons and 

electric lines? 
 

Savills understand that the present 

proposal is for Foundations to be 

removed to a depth of 1.5m but no 

further. St John’s College are content 

with this proposal provided that the soil 

is properly reinstated above and the 

area properly drained.  

If it is not drained, then the foundations 

will become ‘wet spots’. These are a 

significant impediment to farming 

especially on drained marshland such 

as Docker Hill Farm. 

  Additional Provisions  
Q1.5.47 Applicant Should the DCO include 

requirements relating to: 

 a scheme for information 

dissemination and complaints 

The College would like to see an 

assurance in the DCO that the working 

areas around pylons, compounds etc. 

will be fenced off  to minimise damage 

to soils and growing crops by National 
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handling; 
 the control of artificial light 

emissions;  

 fencing or other means of 
enclosure;  

 time restriction on HGV 
movements; 

 a scheme of vehicle marking; 

 a highway signage plan; 
 a traffic incident 

management plan. 

grid’s contractors. This was agreed with 

National Grid at preliminary meetings 

and should therefore be included in the 

DCO. 

Q1.7.33 Applicant How was farming (soils, drainage, 

modern farming techniques) taken 
into account in the local economic 
impact of the socio-economic 

appraisal at SOR stage? Was any 
consideration given to specialist 

cropping and irrigation needs as 
mentioned in a number of relevant 
representations such as those from 

the NFU and Richborough Agents 
[RR-043], Mr Chandler on behalf of 

clients and Savills on behalf of St 
Johns College Cambridge [RR-072] 

We refer to part 15 of the PEIR.  

Part 15.8 lays out the criteria upon 

which an effect is to be judged as 

significant or not according to the 

‘Magnitude of the Effect’ and the 

‘Sensitivity of the Receptor’.  

The effect of the scheme on our client’s 

tenants is to remove a large area from 

Onion production completely and 

reduce the productivity of other crops 

on the land. This will substantially affect 

a business of 15 full time employees 

and 8 seasonal workers so the 

magnitude of the effect should be 

classed as ‘Low’  

Our client’ and their tenants cannot 

move the farm to avoid this effect and 

the sensitivity of the receptor should 

therefore be classed as ‘High’  
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According to the matrix in table 15.12; 

the effect is therefore ’Moderate 

adverse’ and must be regarded as 

significant.  

Contrary to the above analysis; 

15.13.13 and 15.13.14 state 

unequivocally that the impact on 

landowners and agricultural tenants will 

not be significant. 

Savills met with National Grid on 

several occasions during the 

consultation process and 

representations were made to NG 

regarding the impact that the scheme 

will have on the economic farming of 

the holding. At each subsequent 

meeting, it was apparent that few, if 

any, changes had been made to 

address our concerns. It therefore 

appears that NG do not attach any 

significance to the impact on 

agricultural businesses and have made 

no effort to take this into account, 

contrary to their policy according to 

table 15.12 of the PEIR. 

 
Q1.7.52 Applicant Set out the reasons for the 

movement of the line at the eastern 

end which is contained in the 
application, which is referred to by 

a number of Interested Parties 

Preliminary discussions took place 

during 2015 regarding how to minimise 

the impact of the scheme but almost no 

changes requested by Savills were 

taken on board. 
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including Savills, the National 
Farmers Union (NFU) and the 
Richborough Agents. Are 

discussions taking place regarding 
minimising adverse effects on 

agricultural practices? If so what 
are they and how can they be 
secured?  

In the case of the change of route, it 

was impossible to make any change 

requests prior to the DCO submission 

as we were only informed of the new 

route at the last minute, fait accompli. 

Discussions are ongoing to agree a 

voluntary settlement but NG have made 

no further attempts to adapt the design 

of the scheme to minimise the impact 

on Agriculture. 
  Pylon design  
Q1.7.53 Natural England 

Savills 
NFU 
Richborough Agents 

Interested Parties 
Applicant 

NPS EN-5 para 2.8.10 states that 

opportunities for mitigating 
potential adverse landscape and 
visual impacts includes the 

selection of the most suitable type 
and design of support structure. 

EN-5, para 2.7.1 to 2.7.6 requires 
the Applicant to consider the 
potential for bird mortality through 

collision. The Applicant has 
explained its rationale for the pylon 

types selected [APP-134]. Those 
Interested Parties who have raised 
concerns about the proposed pylon 

type in their relevant 
representations are requested to 

set out those concerns in relation to 
the appraisal that the Applicant has 
undertaken.  

Savills concern with respect to bird 

collisions is mainly due to the density of 

wires and pylons at the cross-over 

which is located directly under a known 

Swan flightline where previous mass 

bird-strikes have occurred. The low 

height lattice pylons to the East of the 

cross-over are better than the full 

height pylons with respect to bird 

strikes which appears to have been 

taken into account in the choice of 

pylon but it is not clear how the 

presence of a known strike ‘hot-spot’ 

has been taken into account in the 

choice of cross-over location nor 

whether undergrounding the 132kV line 

to reduce the extent of the wirescape 

has been considered in this context. 
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9 Socio-economic effects  
Q1.9.7 Applicant 

Relevant Local Authorities 
Interested Parties 

Chapter 15 Para 15.13.18 of the ES 

[APP-030] asserts that “…the 
construction of pylons on the land 
holding is not expected to 

materially affect economic 
activity…”. What account has been 

taken of the constraints of 
operating agricultural machinery 
beneath high voltage overhead 

conductors? Has full account been 
taken of the production methods 

currently used by agricultural 
businesses operating in the affected 
areas, such as those issues raised 

by the NFU and Richborough Agents 
[RR-043] and Savills for St John’s 

College [RR-072]?  
 
Do the local planning authorities 

and other Interested Parties agree 
with these conclusions? 

 
 

This is not the case. Savills, the 

College’s tenants, the NFU and others 

have repeatedly set out the permanent 

impact that the scheme will have on 

agriculture particularly with respect to 

irrigation and the growing of high value 

crops at Docker Hill Farm. A large area 

will be effectively removed from high 

value cropping due to the density of 

additional pylons and the effective 

prohibition on the use of boom 

irrigators under the 400kV line making 

it impossible to efficiently irrigate this 

area. This which will adversely affect a 

farm business (Dyas Farm Ltd) 

employing 15 employees. 

In addition, there will be significant, 

temporary disturbance during the 

construction phase. 

 
  
 


