
Richborough Connection Project - EN020017 
 
Our property/land will be affected by the proposals and as such we wish to register our formal 
opposition to the scheme. 
 
Alternatives 
 
We believe that there are a number of alternatives that these have not been properly investigated. 
 
That there are a number of other landing sites for the incoming HV DC cable at the Isle Of Grain, 
Kingsnorth and Dungeness which would negate the need for new over ground pylons as these areas 
have most of the infrastructure needed already. 
 
We note that in the case of the Western Link scheme the NG state “We selected a subsea cable from 
a number of options that we considered, including overhead lines and underground cables across 
mainland Britain.  Taking into account the overall costs, potential impacts on local communities and 
potential environmental effects, we believe a subsea cable is the most appropriate solution.”  Surely 
this is also the case for the Nemo Link? 
 
The incoming cable from the continent could be routed to and converted at Canterbury then 
distributed from there rather than converting at Richborough and blighting the Kent countryside 
with pylons.  We believe that are examples of this having been carried out elsewhere in the country 
(such as The Wirral). 
 
Cables could be underground in a number of sensitive areas on the route including Broad Oak. 
 
The NG have stated that undergrounding the cables is cost prohibitive but have been unable or 
unwilling to answer the question.  We have offered to enter into negotiation with The NG about 
them purchasing the bottom of our fields in order to underground the cables which would a) reduce 
the visual impact across much of the Broad Oak area, b) with the cables then being installed closer to 
ourselves they would affectively avoid the proposed reservoir scheme altogether and c) if the cables 
can be undergrounded right through to the other side of Kemberland Wood it would avoid cutting a 
40m swathe through the middle of a protected woodland.  Thus far The NG have not made any 
contact with respect to this offer or indeed acknowledged that they would consider it.  SEW 
however have been in contact and discussed this proposal. 
 
The South Corridor route proposed as one of The NG’s options would appear to be a route which 
impacts significantly less on homeowners and has an existing 400KV line in part of it which blights 
the landscape already. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Consultation Process 
 

1. Throughout the consultation process NG have stated that they have listened to public 
opinion, we are unaware of that being the case. 
 
The Broad Oak residents requested that the cables be undergrounded, if that wasn’t 
possible we requested T type pylons, if that wasn’t possible shorter lattice pylons preferably 
coloured green or brown to help them blend in - NG have refused to underground the cables 
and anything other than installing the very largest pylons in galvanised metal. 
 
We requested that The NG look into altering the route North towards Herne Bay, NG have 
not done that. 
 
We (and every person we have spoken to in Broad Oak) feels the same NG have been less 
than engaging and that we have been ignored throughout the “consultation process” which 
has felt like a box ticking charade. 
 
SEW have engaged the services of a QC to act on their behalf, we would ask that our 
views/opinions be reviewed in context of the legal representations made by SEW. 
 
We would implore you to seek representations from MEP Mr Julian Brazier, Mr Roger Gale 
MP, Cllr Stuart Jeffrey, Cllr Ian Driver, Cllr Tony Austin and Cllr Heather Taylor regarding the 
scheme and their dealings with NG as part of your review. 
 
Environmental 
 
The installation of HV overhead power lines and the supporting pylon has very obvious 
environmental impacts. 
 
We believe that most of the environmental issues would be avoided/reduced by any one of 
the alternatives listed above. 
 
We are very concerned that the current proposals include a plan to cut a 40m swathe 
through Kemberland Wood, the woodland is supposed to be protected.  
 
Rather than commence our own petition we joined forces with Kemberland Wood, currently 
we have 4,302 signatures against the impact of the scheme on the ancient woodland and 
Broad Oak which can be seen at https://you.38degrees.org.uk/petitions/help-us-save-our-
ancient-woodland-from-the-national-grid.  We have gained over 400 signatures since last 
writing to you.  Please note that this petition is in respect of the protected forest at Broad 
Oak alone. 
 
We are concerned about the effects on local wildlife.   
 
NG have conducted a number of surveys although we have seen the results of just one 
survey which states that there were no bats found.  However we see them up here pretty 
much every night.  Birds of prey can also be seen here at Foxhill House regularly hovering 
over the fields and riding the thermals through the valley at the bottom of the fields. 
 
 
 

https://you.38degrees.org.uk/petitions/help-us-save-our-ancient-woodland-from-the-national-grid
https://you.38degrees.org.uk/petitions/help-us-save-our-ancient-woodland-from-the-national-grid


Livestock Safety/loss of earnings 
 
We run a livery yard which currently caters for 12 horses and a recording studio which is 
very busy and are concerned about loss of earnings.  The area under the proposed cabling is 
currently estimated to make approx. 1 acre of our fields unsuitable for horses. 
 
We are concerned that the construction works will also impact on both the horses and our 
customers due to noise and their safety travelling here during the construction process. 
 
Post construction the natural shelter provided by some very large trees at the bottom of the 
field are to be cut down and this shelter will be lost.  People may not want to come here due 
to the close proximity of the pylons to our yard and the fact that the power lines will over 
sail our bottom field by a significant amount.  The map provided to us by NG shows a line 
where it over sails, however this is only the central conductor, the span of the lines extends 
a further 8m or so and as a result crosses more of the field than the plan shows by we 
believe about an acre will effectively be useless to us. 
 
We are also concerned about the detrimental effect on the resale value of our house as a 
result of the scheme. 
 
SEW Reservoir Scheme 

 
We do not believe that adequate consideration and consultation has been carried out with 
SEW regarding the reservoir scheme and are not sure if NG consulted with SEW prior to this 
route being selected - as such we would suggest that this question be specifically raised. 
 
The routing of the cabling as it stands would appear to make the proposed SEW Broad Oak 
Reservoir Scheme very difficult, it certainly doesn’t make it any easier.  With the prospect of 
further housing development in the Broad Oak area the reservoir scheme would appear to 
be a very important future development.   
 
Our belief is that the alternative schemes all provide a more satisfactory solution than the 
current proposals - if the landing point for the cables was changed this issue would be 
negated altogether. 
 
On the basis that SEW have engaged a QC, we are more than happy to leave this item for 
SEW to take the lead on. 
 
 
Travel/road dangers during construction 
 
Should the scheme proceed as the current plans we fear for the safety of road users on the 
A291 Herne Bay Road Canterbury.  This stretch of road is already one of the most dangerous 
in Kent where accidents are a regular occurrence.  Since we’ve lived here (January 2015) 
there have been a number of very serious accidents at the bottom of the hill most of which 
we understand to have been caused by a slippery road surface.  Should the scheme proceed 
construction traffic will need to cross this road and in the process of doing so also carry mud 
and such substances across the carriageway which will make an already slippery, dangerous 
road even worse. 

  
 



 
 

Visual Impact 
 
This particular area of Kent is undeniably an area of considerable natural beauty and is the 
primary reason why we chose to move here last January.  Whereas we understand the need 
for such a scheme we don’t understand why the scheme isn’t installed in an area already 
blighted by pylons (such as Kingsnorth, Isle Of Grain, Dungeness etc) rather than blighting 
fresh virtually untouched countryside.   
 
Please find attached photographs taken across our fields and the “artists impression” of the 
area following the proposed pylon/overhead line works. 
 
With the proposed pylons being installed at the bottom of the valley the largest proportion 
of the pylons will then be at eye level spoiling the view even more than they would on even 
ground or if smaller pylons were used. 

 
 
Large Scale Infrastructure Projects Connecting To Europe 
 
Bearing in mind the result of the recent referendum we challenge the very notion of such a 
large scale infrastructure project to import electricity from Europe as it would appear to 
contradict current national opinion on enhanced European ties. 
 

Yours faithfully, 
 
 
 
 
 
Encs : Current photographs across our fields 
 Post completion artists impression provided by NG  
 



Current Views 
 
 
 
 







 
 




