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Application by National Grid for the Richborough Connection Project  
The Examining Authority’s second written questions and requests for information  
 

The following table sets out the Examining Authority’s (ExA’s) written questions and requests for information; responses to 
which are due on Thursday, 8 September 2016 at 11.59pm– Deadline 4.  

Questions are set out using an issue-based framework derived from the initial assessment of principal issues provided as 
Annex B to the ExA’s Rule 6 letter of 11 May 2016. There are additional topic headings which follow on sequentially. 

Column 1 of the table below provides a unique reference number which starts with a 1, then combines a section number 
and a question number. When you are answering a question, please start your answer by quoting the unique 
reference number. If you are answering a limited number of questions, responses in a letter format will suffice. If you are 
answering several questions, it will assist the ExA if you use a table based on that used below. An editable version of this 
table in Microsoft Word is available from the Planning Inspectorate. Please email your request to: 
Richborough@pins.gsi.gov.uk and include ‘Editable ExAQ2 Table’ in the subject line of your email. 

Column 2 indicates the party (or parties) that is (are) required to answer each question. The ExA requests that all parties 
named answer all questions directed at them, providing either a clear and substantive response, or providing reasons as to 
why the question is not relevant to them.     

The direction of questions in this way does not preclude an answer being provided by a party to whom it is not directed. 
Where questions can be fully addressed and answered within a Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) or other submission, 
then a reference to the relevant section of a SoCG or submission, will be sufficient.  

When referring to documents already submitted at previous deadlines, please use the document referencing system in the 
Examination Library, which can be accessed at the following link: 

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020017/EN020017-000009-
Examination%20Library.pdf   
  

1 
 

mailto:Richborough@pins.gsi.gov.uk
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020017/EN020017-000009-Examination%20Library.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020017/EN020017-000009-Examination%20Library.pdf


EN020017: Richborough Connection. Examining Authority’s second written questions and requests for information 
 

Ref No. 
 
Respondent: 
 

Question: 
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Draft Development Consent Order 

 Respondents should note that if a question in this section is already answered in one of the post-hearing actions also to 
be submitted at Deadline 4, then a reference to that document with paragraph number(s) will suffice in response to the 
question(s) below.  

  Articles  
Q2.5.1 Applicant 

NFU 
Land Agents 
Interested 
Parties 
 

Article 5 - Limits of Deviation 
At the DCO hearing, the ExA requested a Post 
Hearing Note setting out the mechanism for 
discussions with land owners and National Grid 
Land Team in relation to micro siting and limits of 
deviation.  Doc 8.23; 10 [REP3-023] describes in 
broad terms a process by which the Applicant 
would consult with Persons with an Interested in 
Land (PILs)/Agents in relation to use of LoD but 
does not provide details.    
 
Should a more prescriptive mechanism be 
considered in relation to consultation with PILs/ 
Agents in relation to the micro-siting of the pylons 
to ensure that impacts on arable practices are 
considered alongside construction related issues?   
 
If so, what should that mechanism entail and how 
would this be secured in the draft DCO? 
 

Savills have considered the response provided by 
National Grid in Document 8.23, Para 10. 
 
This goes some way to addressing landowners’ 
and occupiers’ concerns and the suggestion of  a 
formal procedure for deciding the new position is 
welcomed. 
 
However, it is not enough for National Grid to be 
obliged simply to ‘Consult’ landowners as this 
provides no guarantee that landowners’ and 
occupiers’ concerns will be taken seriously.  
 
It is essential that Landowners and Occupiers are 
provided with the opportunity to put their views 
forward and to Comment on any revised proposals 
before a decision is made.  
 
A procedure must also be in place to ensure that 
these views are taken seriously and a balanced 
agreement taking into account the concerns of all 
parties can then be reached. 
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We believe the best way to guarantee this would 
be a simple third party dispute resolution clause 
as found in a typical wayleave agreement. This 
would prevent a new position from being imposed 
on a landowner or occupier without due 
consideration. 
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