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Question 2.5.1  

This question is answered in the response from the NFU and Richborough Agents.  

Question 2.5.2 

This question is answered in the response from the NFU and Richborough Agents. 

Question 2.7.14 

Are there any further comments (other than those already made) on the Applicant’s 
response to Q1.7.30, setting out its position on alternative technologies and routeing [REP2-
016]? 

Response: 

We have no real further comments; however the Applicants dismissal of any questions 
relating to the Nemo Link project, just because it is being developed by a subsidiary of 
National Grid (NG)has to be wrong and both projects are seen as one. A rather sceptical 
view would be that NG are exploiting different legislation afforded to them in order to 
circumnavigate specific issues that might be encountered should the projects be combined.  
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Question 2.7.14 

Do you have any comments on the mitigation planting which is shown on the Concept 
Mitigation Planting Plans [REP2-014, Figure 11.1zi, page 35 of 94 and other drawings 
eastwards]? 

Provide any comments you have on the proposed line of native tree and hedgerow planting 
in the vicinity of Tile Lodge Farm, shown as parts of ID: MB1.1 [APP-123, Figure 5.8.3 and 
Appendix A, page 12]. This is proposed as enhancement planting (not mitigation) by the 
Applicant and subject to landowner agreement. 

Both are summarised in the Applicant’s response to Q1.7.66 [REP2-016]. 

Response:  

Firstly this response is made predominantly on behalf of Mr Headley, however some of the 
comments made below are also relevant to other PILS affected.  

Firstly we would raise general comments relating to the Concept Mitigation Plans:  

1. Trees within hedgerows – NG and their advisors are proposing to plant additional 
trees within hedgerows. Many of the hedgerows affected by the project are managed 
by the farmers using tractor mounted flails. The introduction of trees (once matured) 
within the hedgerows will inhibit the flailing and therefore management of the 
hedgerows. This is particularly pertinent where the hedgerows are located adjacent 
to public highways as the inability to manage hedgerows correctly could raise health 
and safety issues. 
 

2. Encroachment onto cropped land – some of the proposals outlined on the plans 
involve the planting of trees/shrubs within productive land, subject to annual 
cropping. This is not acceptable as it will reduce cropping areas and may also affect 
environmental management agreements affecting the said land.  
 

3. Planting of trees near to watercourses – NG propose in some locations to plant trees 
adjacent to water courses, namely the Sarre Penn. Again this has an impact on how 
the water course is managed, these trees would become the landowners 
responsibility, which is not acceptable. The other consideration is the resultant effect 
on land drainage outfalls, which could be damaged by tree roots.  
 

4. Species selection – some of the species chosen are not suitable for the areas of 
planting designated within the plan. For example Common Alder is not suitable for 
planting near to water courses and is prone to instability.  
 

Generally speaking hedges should be replanted in their original location with a suitable 
species mix (containing some evergreen species) and replacement trees should be 
replanted (where reasonably practicable) in the same location.  
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Turning more specifically to Mr Headley and the planting proposed at Tile Lodge Farm, we 
would respond in accordance with the individual plans as follows:  

Page 26 of 94 

• The additional planting adjacent to Kemberland Wood should not encroach on the 
field nor the cross compliance margin.  

Page 27 of 94 

• Planting should not encroach, otherwise accepting of the planting.  

Page 28 of 94 

• Temporary planting is proposed within the bell mouth entrance to the west of the 
Hoath Road. This is not acceptable and “instant hedging” is unlikely to be successful, 
given the duration for establishment, it may also have an effect (should the plants 
establish) on land drainage. Species mix O (also planned to be planted at this 
location) contains bramble, which is an invasive species and no detail is provided as 
to how this is to be controlled or removed.  

• Additional tree planting is proposed either side of Hoath Road and Bredlands Lane, 
as stated above this is not acceptable and will prohibit the management of the 
hedgerows.  

• All hedges removed should be replaced in the same locations.  

Page 29 of 94 

• Additional tree planting within the hedgerows is not accepted.  
• The temporary planting is not required and is likely to cause negative effects.  

Page 33 of 94 

• Additional tree planting within the hedgerows is not accepted.  

Page 35 of 94 

• The planting area and species mix intended for the boundary to the south of Tile 
Lodge Farmhouse is not acceptable. The area encroaches on a field margin and 
additional trees are to be planted. Whilst there are trees within the boundary these 
are polarded, and additional tree planting will increase management costs. Infill 
planting using suitable hedgerow species is acceptable.  

Page 36 of 94 

• Covered above.  

Pages 37-39 of 94 

• Planting is not to encroach on cropped areas.  

 

 



September 8, 2016 RESPONSE TO SECOND QUESTIONS 
 
Page 42 of 94 

• The existing planting proposals look as though they will encroach on access tracks 
and cropped land?  

Pages 43 – 44 of 94 

• The additional trees are not accepted as they are near to the Sarre Penn.  
• It is not clear on the methodology for reinstating the grassland.  

We are quite happy to arrange a site meeting to discuss the issues above if it is considered 
to be helpful.  

 

 

 

 

 


