
8.4.14(A)

September 2016Application Ref: EN020017

D
O

C
U

M
E

N
T

Statements of Common 
Ground UK Power Networks
National Grid (Richborough Connection Project) Order 





















































• National Grid Housenat iona I g r I d
CV34 6DA

Barry Hatton David Wright
Director, Asset Management, Director
UK Power Networks, .

Newington House, Electricity Transmission Asset

237, Southwark Bridge Road, Management
London.
SE1 6NP

Direct tel

2 July 2013 www.nationaIqrid.com

Dear Barry,

NEMO Link Interconnector connecting into Richborough 400kVN Substation; possible
adoption of UK Power Networks (SPN) 132kV (PX) OHL Circuit from Richborough to
Canterbury.

I am writing to discuss the arrangements between our two companies in progressing the connection of
a major new customer, NEMO Link inter-connector. First and foremost I would like to thank you for the
excellent cooperation and support your team has shown in developing this project to date. It is great
to see our two organisations collaborating well on these major national infrastructure projects.

As you are aware, National Grid (NGET) is currently undertaking route corridor studies to determine
the routeing of a new circuit to connect the Nemo Link® Interconnector from Richborough, to the
national transmission system. We have been looking at an area between Richborough and
Canterbury and one of our proposed route options, that we have called the “North Corridor”, follows
the route presently occupied by the UK Power Networks’ (UKPN) Canterbury South — Richborough
132kV double circuit overhead line (PX Route). In considering this option NGET has asked UKPN to
assess the impact of removal of the PX route on your distribution network, the details of which have
been covered in a system study technical report produced by Chris Winch and Tendai Matiringe.

Based upon the NGET works undertaken so far, our studies reveal that building in the North Corridor,
including removal of the PX route between Richborough and Canterbury, would have the lowest level
of environmental effect. We have started to present these findings at our public consultation events
starting on the 25th June 2013 asking consultees for their views.

In the lead up to our public consultation, NGET has discussed the findings of our initial studies with
local authority planning officers in the four affected councils, Thanet and Dover District, Canterbury
City and Kent County, along with key stakeholders Natural England, the Environment Agency and
English Heritage. The initial feedback from these core stakeholders is very non-committal, but
suggests broad agreement that the route corridor options identified were correct and no further route
corridors were proposed. We also received recognition that the options considered around the
existing UKPN 1 32kV overhead lines in the North Corridor and the potential for routeing alongside
these lines whether the PX route is removed or not, are clear options they understand.

I expect this project to follow the same principles as has been previously agreed regarding the
Bramford to Twinstead OHL adoption and new GSP. To restate them as regards this project:

• UK Power Networks will be held harmless to the costs of any works required in reinstating
their Network to a standard at least as good as the one in existence prior to the adoption and
removal of the PX route 1 32kV OHL,

• That National Grid will also bear all cost derived from removal works of the 132kV OHL as
required to facilitate the connection of NEMO Link to the NETS,
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• That the exact format of the reinstatement works to the distribution network has yet to be
finalised and agreed between our two companies, and is subject to further detailed study,
stakeholder engagement and consenting,

• That National Grid would ensure that UKPN does not suffer any detrimental impact
operationally, either at completion or during the phasing of the works, the exact nature and
design of which has yet to be agreed and finalised.

UKPN’s support to NGET in developing our project to this position has been invaluable. Building on
these initial studies NGET would like to commission UKPN to provide a more detailed analysis of the
like-for-like network reconfiguration and reinstatement options UKPN have considered. This would
allow us to clarify the scope of works and provide a detailed cost estimate of the work required to
reinstate your network if the PX route is removed.

I envisage these works commencing post our 2013 summer consultation, after we announce our
preferred route corridor (PRO) in October 2013, in parallel with the next phase of NGET’s project to
develop a route alignment. In this phase we will be locating and agreeing tower positions with
landowners and if particularly sensitive landscapes are identified and cannot be avoided, the benefits
of undergrounding sections of power lines will be considered. To meet our programme, we propose to
publish a draft route alignment for further consultation in early spring 2014.

I would like to reach an agreed costed scope of works with the necessary resources in place by
September 2013 if possible so that this work can start in October. I would envisage a meeting
between our teams in the next few weeks in order that this request could be further explored between
our project and commercial teams, ideally the sooner the better but we are mindful that several of the
key UKPN personnel are currently engaged in finalising your company’s RIIO-ED1 submission.

I look forward to our companies continuing to work effectively and in collaboration on this and other
major infrastructure projects, and that we can together develop the most suitable solution for the
Nemo Link® connection to the national grid.

Thank you once again for your continual support.

Yours sincerely,

David Wright
Director of Electricity Transmission Asset Management




