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RICHBOROUGH CONNECTION PROJECT 

ISSUE SPECIFIC HEARING: CONSTRUCTION EFFECTS INCLUDING EFFECTS 
ON AGRICULTURAL PRACTICES 

29 SEPTEMBER 2016 

CANTERBURY CATHEDRAL LODGE, THE PRECINCTS, CANTERBURY, KENT, 
CT1 2EH 

 

1 Introduction 

1.1 This document summarises the case put by the Applicant, National Grid Electricity 

Transmission plc (National Grid), at the issue specific hearing into the construction effects 

including effects on agricultural practices of the Richborough Connection Project (RCP).  The 

hearing opened at 10.00am on 29 September 2016 at Canterbury Cathedral Lodge, The 

Precincts, Canterbury, Kent, CT1 2EH. The agenda for the hearing was set out in the 

Examining Authority’s letter published on the Planning Inspectorate’s website on 22 

September 2016. In what follows, National Grid’s submissions on the points raised broadly 

follow the items set out in the Examining Authority’s agenda. 

1.2 Agenda item 1 was concerned with a welcome, introductions and arrangements for the 

hearing. 

1.3 Canterbury City Council (CCC), Kent County Council (KCC) and Dover District Council (DDC) 

also representing Thanet District Council (TDC) collectively “the Councils”, the National 

Farmers Union (NFU), Richborough Land Agent Mark Chandler (Mr Chandler), the Broad Oak 

Preservation Society (BOPS) and various Persons Interested in Land (PILs) were also in 

attendance. 

2 The Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and the relationship 

between construction, operation and maintenance 

2.1 The Examining Authority explained that in their opinion, the CEMP (Doc 5.43C(B)/REP4-006) 

blurred the boundaries between construction, operation and maintenance. They requested 

further information about how National Grid would control matters for maintenance when 

construction is over. The Examining Authority requested that National Grid look at paragraph 

2.2.1 of the CEMP on environmental measures for operations and decommissioning, Table 

3.c.2.2 of the CEMP concerning the Soil and Aftercare Management Plan (SAMP) which also 

strays into operational matters and paragraph 1.4.5 of the Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy 

(BMS) (Doc 5.4.3E(A)/REP3-004) which deals with both construction and operation. The 

Examining Authority requested that National Grid indicate how any inconsistencies would be 

resolved and provide a chart to show the relationship between different plans including a 

timeline for when each plan would be implemented  

2.2 Counsel for National Grid confirmed that the CEMP broadly deals with the construction phase 

of the RCP but it also contains environmental management provisions relating to construction 
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and activities which take place in the five year maintenance period following completion of the 

construction of the RCP. Counsel gave examples of the temporary power under Article 30 of 

the Draft Development Consent Order (Doc 2.1(B)/REP-003) to carry out maintenance work 

and Requirements 8 and 9 which require a five year maintenance to planting time frame. 

Counsel explained that National Grid intend to update the CEMP to  make it clear that the 

CEMP does not just relate to construction and extends to activities to cover maintenance 

although it is not intended to cover long term maintenance. Counsel explained that 

decommissioning is used in reference to the 132kV overhead line and not in reference to the 

new 400kV overhead line.  

2.3 Counsel confirmed that where necessary National Grid would review the CEMP and its 

daughter documents such as the BMS to check language is consistent in terms of 

construction, operation, maintenance and dismantling in place of decommissioning. Counsel 

explained that this would be complete by Deadline 6.  

3 Agenda Item 2: Noise and vibration 

Matters outstanding in the Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) relating to Noise and 

Vibration including hours of work 

3.1 Emer Mcdonnell for National Grid confirmed that National Grid and the Councils have met to 

discuss matters currently outstanding in the SoCG with the Councils (Doc 8.4.6/REP2-024) 

since it was submitted at Deadline 2. There are four items in the SoCG that are ‘historic 

matters outstanding’ (SoCG ID 5.5.1, 5.5.2, 5.5.3 and 5.5.4). These matters have not been 

updated to 'matters agreed’ as the Councils disagree in principle with the construction hours 

National Grid is proposing for the RCP in Requirement 7 (2) of the Draft DCO (Doc 

2.1(B)/REP4-003).   

3.2 Emer McDonnell for National Grid confirmed that the Noise and Vibration Management Plan 

(NVMP) (Doc 8.8/REP2-044) is still being discussed with the Councils and the main matter 

outstanding is construction working hours. This position would be confirmed in an updated 

version of the SoCG with the Councils. 

3.3 DDC, on behalf of the Councils, confirmed agreement with the position presented by National 

Grid on noise and vibration matters in the SoCG.  

3.4 CCC stated that the construction hours set out in Requirement 7 (1) of the Draft DCO remains 

the principal matter currently outstanding between National Grid on noise and vibration. The 

Councils are seeking construction hours from 8am - 6pm on Monday to Friday and 8am – 

1pm on Saturdays with no work on Sundays or on Bank Holidays. DDC stated that for other 

projects such as Crossrail and HS2, the working hours are generally 8am - 6pm on Monday to 

Friday and 8am-1pm on Saturdays.  CCC explained that they would want working reduced 

from a 19 day consecutive working period to a 12 day consecutive working period and that 

they are not satisfied with the amended wording of Requirement 7 (3) as they consider it is 

not reasonable to expose residents to 19 days of consecutive working.   

3.5 Counsel confirmed that National Grid are not planning to amend the proposed general 

working hours of 7am - 7pm on Monday to Friday and 8am – 5pm on Saturdays, Sundays 

and Bank Holidays as set out in Requirement 7 (1). Counsel for National Grid confirmed that 

National Grid would be able to accommodate working alternative weekends which would 
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result in a 12 day consecutive working period rather than a 19 day consecutive working period 

and would amend Requirement 7 (3) in a future version of the Draft DCO.  

3.6 DDC explained that they would need to discuss matters relating to construction hours 

proposed in Requirement 7 (1) with TDC and CCC as it is a key issue for the Councils and 

that their position on this matter is their final position. The Examining Authority urged National 

Grid and the Councils to try to resolve the matter and requested the Councils’ views on 

National Grid’s position on Requirement 7 (1) and Requirement 7 (3) at Deadline 5. 

3.7 Counsel for National Grid explained that the Councils need to consider that this would be a 

short term impact in specific areas as most pylons would take only a short number of weeks 

to construct. Counsel explained that National Grid are not being unreasonable and have 

made a concession for a 12 day consecutive working period. Counsel explained that projects 

such as HS2 have construction works on one location for many months so are very different 

from the transient nature of the RCP.  

3.8 Peter Bullen for National Grid explained that the hours are very similar to other National Grid 

projects like the Hinkley C Connection and it is standard National Grid practice to work 

alternate weekends as it allows staff to travel and see their families. He explained that 

National Grid have identified locations close to receptors where restricted working hours of 

7am – 7pm on Monday to Friday and no working on Saturdays, Sundays and Bank Holidays 

would be adopted. Mr Bullen also confirmed that the Councils have been asked to let National 

Grid know of any other areas where they consider that restricted hours should be adopted.   

3.9 DDC explained that a ‘HS2 working hours paper’ refers to set up and close down times which 

are one hour before and one hour after the construction hours as well as concessions for 

emergency work. The Examining Authority asked for this paper to be submitted by the 

Councils at Deadline 5.  

3.10 Counsel for National Grid confirmed that the construction hours proposed included both a set 

up and close down period and that National Grid are not proposing set up and close down 

times outside the proposed construction hours. This effectively makes the proposed 

construction hours for the RCP the same as HS2. 

3.11 Mr Headley, a PIL, commented that ten pylons are proposed on his land and he would prefer 

that construction was completed as quickly as possible with longer construction hours, with 24 

hour working if necessary. The NFU agreed with Mr Headley and asked if there could be 

longer construction hours in rural locations to reduce inconvenience to PILs.  

3.12 Mr Holden, representing the Broad Oak Preservation Society (BOPS), commented that there 

are nine pylons proposed within 500 metres of Broad Oak village and that BOPS are 

concerned about the wording of Requirement 7. Mr Holden stated that BOPS seek 

amendments to Requirement 7 to confirm that no work would be carried out on the non-

working weekends. Mr Holden stated that BOPS consider the proposed construction hours of 

7am – 7pm on Monday to Friday to be too long and they are concerned about passage of 

vehicles going to the worksites for RCP and passing through Broad Oak. Counsel for National 

Grid explained that National Grid has already set out their position on this matter. Counsel 

noted that the two ends of the Broad Oak line would be one mile apart and the effects of 

noise over that distance would not be material. DDC explained that a concession has been 

made so there is no noise within 500 metres of residences in this area. BOPS explained that 
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as the construction of the proposed pylons is to be carried out in three phases, BOPS do not 

consider this to be a short timeframe. 

The adequacy of the NVMP and suggestions for possible improvements  

3.13 DDC confirmed on behalf of all the Councils that they are happy with the NVMP (Doc 

8.8/REP2-044) as it contained standard clauses and the only matter currently outstanding is 

the proposed construction hours. Counsel for National Grid confirmed that National Grid 

would update the SoCG with the Councils and the NVMP for Deadline 6 to make it clear that 

the only matter currently outstanding relates to the proposed construction hours.  

3.14 Counsel for National Grid confirmed a number of meetings with the Councils have taken place 

to discuss areas for restricted construction hours and the NVMP sets out an approach for how 

to identify these locations. The Councils have asked to restrict noise within 500 metres of 

working areas.  

3.15 Michael Van Der Merwe for National Grid explained that National Grid has carried out noise 

assessment predictions and that noise levels would be below the 60 decibel noise limit for 

weekends at beyond 170 metres, so 500 metres is considered to be excessive. DDC 

confirmed that the 500 metres figure has been provided by TDC, who were not present at the 

hearing, and that they are happy to discuss this further with National Grid for Deadline 6. CCC 

confirmed that they would discuss the identification of locations for restricted construction 

hours further with National Grid and will agree a distance between 500 and 170 metres with 

National Grid for Deadline 6.  

3.16 Counsel for National Grid explained that National Grid has not only looked at distance but has 

also looked at construction activities. Counsel explained that National Grid has made 

provisions for using the section 61 consent so that National Grid’s contractor can consult at 

an early stage with the Councils to discuss methods and works for particular construction 

activities to take place outside of the proposed construction hours. CCC explained that it 

would be better to agree this as part of the DCO so they are not required to undertake any ad-

hoc consulting or incur any potential delays through the section 61 process. The Examining 

Authority explained that National Grid and the Councils should discuss this together and 

provide an update at Deadline 6. Counsel for National Grid confirmed that the reason for the 

tailpiece at Requirement 7 is for flexibility when using the section 61 process.  

The use of random monthly noise surveys as detailed in the NVMP and the nature of 

the bi-weekly reports 

3.17 Michael Van Der Merwe, for National Grid, explained that there are a number of monitoring 

provisions in the NVMP and these include ad-hoc random monitoring, which is intended to 

track the construction work as this is transient, and a fixed system at the Westbere 

compound. He also explained that further monitoring provisions are proposed for responses 

to complaints or if required by Councils for a section 61 application, so there are four different 

levels of monitoring proposed.  

3.18 The Councils confirmed that they are satisfied that the NVMP covers these and DDC 

requested downloadable data that they could receive in segments to review. Michael Van Der 

Merwe explained that the bi-weekly (every second week) reports would present data in this 

form. He confirmed that noise monitoring will be set up by National Grid’s contractor as set 



14774158.4  5 

out in the NVMP and an acoustic consultant would then produce reports on behalf of the 

contractor. 

Proposal to use oversize conductors to minimise the impact of operational noise as 

noted in the response to Q2.8.6 

3.19 Jeremy Lee, for National Grid, explained the situation with regard to the conductors that are 

intended to be used for the project. He explained that the conductor system has two 

conductors in each bundle which are spaced 400 millimetres apart. He explained that in 

general an increase in the number or size of the conductors reduces noise generation and 

they can transmit more power. He also explained that smaller conductors would have been 

adequate in this case but as there is a worthwhile reduction in noise for an increase in 

conductor size and that for the RCP, this has an marginal impact on engineering and cost, 

National Grid has therefore chosen to use larger conductors throughout the RCP. 

3.20 The Examining Authority asked why an even larger conductor could not therefore be used to 

further improve noise performance. Mr Lee explained that larger conductors are heavier and 

more susceptible to wind force resulting in the need for larger and bulkier pylons to support 

them. The oversize conductors proposed for the RCP are only about 2 millimetres larger in 

diameter than the smaller conductor that could have been used and it would be difficult to 

notice this visually.  

3.21 Counsel for National Grid agreed to provide a technical note on oversize conductors at 

Deadline 6.   

3.22 Mr Chandler requested a plan showing where these conductors are to be used and their 

impact on pylon sizes. He also asked if even larger conductors could be used near residential 

properties. Mr Lee confirmed the oversize conductors would be used along the whole length 

of the line and cannot be changed for part of the line as this would change the electrical 

ratings.  

3.23 Counsel for National Grid confirmed this would be included in the note on oversize conductors 

for Deadline 6.   

3.24 BOPS requested more information about how noise will be generated from the operational 

line and asked if National Grid had considered undergrounding. Counsel for National Grid 

confirmed all this information is in the Environmental Statement (ES) and National Grid will 

provide BOPS with the relevant references.   

3.25 The Examining Authority requested more information on conductor noise in dry weather and 

its potential effects on the Nethergong Camping site. Mr Lee explained that generally the 

noise in dry weather is lower than in wet weather and audible noise usually arises in wet 

weather rather than dry. He explained that National Grid can model the effects of dry noise 

but that this is not straightforward and absolute noise levels are given at paragraph 2 of 

National Grid’s response to Written Question 2.8.5 (Doc 8.26/REP4-014). This shows the dry 

noise level as 18.7 decibels which is an extremely low level of noise and is comfortably lower 

than the guideline level for suitable sleeping conditions. The Examining Authority confirmed 

that they would review this.   

3.26 The Examining Authority then requested a summary of the construction effects at Nethergong 

as discussed at the second Draft DCO hearing on 27 September 2016. Counsel for National 
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Grid confirmed that the CEMP (Doc 5.4.3C (B)/REP4-006) would be updated to include that 

no pylon construction would be carried out between May and September but lighter works 

such as conductor stringing will need to take place during this period, but that this is quieter 

than pylon erection. Counsel confirmed that National Grid would provide a note on this for 

Deadline 5 and this would be included in an updated version of the CEMP.  

4 Agenda Item 3: Access Roads 

The adequacy of the Transport Assessment and whether time restrictions on the use of 

particular junctions have been considered  

4.1 DDC read out an email on behalf of KCC which confirmed their position on this issue and 

which would be submitted at Deadline 5. KCC confirmed that they are satisfied by the 

mitigation measures in the CEMP and Transport Assessment (Doc 5.4.10 (A)/REP3-007). It 

is agreed that HGV movements would be spread across the day, delivery movements would 

be recorded and that there is no need for time restriction at the junction. KCC have requested 

that if construction traffic cannot avoid schools then they should avoid them during school 

hours and KCC will provide wording for this at Deadline 5.  

4.2 The Examining Authority requested more information on why average hours rather than peak 

hours were used in the Transport Assessment. Geoff Hilling, for National Grid, confirmed that 

the average hours are over whole construction period while the peak hours are only a 

constrained period at the beginning of construction for three or four weeks.  

4.3 The Examining Authority were concerned that the analysis did not review rush hour traffic. Mr 

Hilling for National Grid confirmed, using Sturry Hill and the A28 as an example, that the 

average construction movements in morning rush hour is four movements for construction 

traffic related to the RCP while the area baseline is 1,439 movements so there would be little 

effect. He explained that the contractor would spread deliveries throughout the day although 

the Examining Authority had concerns about how this would be enforced.  

4.4 Mr Hilling explained that neither National Grid nor the Councils have any concern with the 

traffic levels as shown in ID 3.3.3 in the SOCG as the Councils have agreed the numbers are 

so low and that there is no evidence that deliveries need to be spread.  

The proposed use of private access roads 

4.5 Peter Bullen for National Grid explained there is an access along route Bellmouth (BM) 41 at 

Whitehouse Drove which is a construction access, but the only activity proposed that requires 

construction vehicle access is the installation of bridge foundations over the River Stour. 

Peter Bullen also explained that there is an access road along the route BM42 through KCC’s 

recycling centre which is also for access to construct bridge foundations.  

4.6 The NFU explained the agents for these landowners are not in attendance but voluntary 

agreement to use private access has not yet been reached for the BM41 access. Counsel for 

National Grid confirmed that National Grid is in discussion with the landowner to enter into a 

voluntary agreement to use the private access. Mr Chandler explained that the BM41 access 

is significant as it is heavily trafficked by the landowner and he would like details of how 

National Grid will use this access. Counsel for National Grid explained that the principle for 

using existing tracks is so that new tracks do not have to be created across farmland. 
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Counsel also confirmed that the number of modelled vehicle movements is 32 movements in 

total over a two - three week period. 

Signage proposals for PRoW closures, as mentioned in responses to Q2.10.3 

4.7 David Brown, for National Grid, explained that that National Grid’s approach to signage and 

communication for PRoW closures and diversions is noted in the response to Q10.3 (DOC 

8.26/REP4-014), sections 3.2 and 3.5 of the PRoW Management Plan (PRoWMP) (Doc 

5.4.3H (A)/REP3-006) and in section 2.10 of the CEMP. The proposals are for notices on site, 

updates to the Explore Kent website, updates to the KCC website and a provision for a 

contribution, as detailed within the position statement on the draft s106 agreement to enable 

KCC to make updates on a regular basis so the public can understand what the closures are, 

when they are and how long they are for. Mr Brown explained that these are for short term 

closures as well as long term closures and agreement on the overarching approach is 

reflected in the updated SoCG with KCC Highways and PRoW submitted at Deadline 4 (Doc 

8.4.5 (A)/REP4-009).  

4.8 The Examining Authority asked whether there would be notices where long distance and 

feeder footpaths cross highways and Mr Brown confirmed that the PRoW Management Plan 

(PRoWMP) (Doc 5.4.3H (A)/REP3-006) outlines that notice locations will be agreed with KCC 

in advance of closure to ensure that people who use a route regularly as well as longer 

distance users are aware of closures. Furthermore, Mr Brown confirmed that on long distance 

paths, specifically footpath EE42, the Saxon Shore Way, notices will be erected in locations to 

ensure that a longer distance user is made aware of the diversion in advance and at the 

diversion itself relevant signage will be displayed to ensure that the diversion is followed. The 

Examining Authority asked whether this is agreed with KCC and Mr Brown confirmed this will 

be agreed between National Grid’s contractor and KCC, and KCC’s response to Q2.103 and 

the SoCG demonstrate that the Councils are happy with this.  

4.9 DDC explained they have been in discussions with National Grid and their main requirement 

was the regular update of the Explore Kent website. DDC explained that discussions around 

this are ongoing and will feature in the s106 agreement. They also requested that parish 

councils are advised so parishioners could know whether a route will be closed. CCC 

requested that this be included in the PRoWMP. Counsel for National Grid confirmed that 

National Grid can include parish councils in the regular circulation of updates and that 

Richborough land agents can also be included, if they notify National Grid that they would like 

to be included. Counsel confirmed National Grid will provide the proposed wording for the 

updated PRoWMP at Deadline 6.  

4.10 The NFU explained that there has been no consultation with landowners with regards to any 

diversion to footpaths and bridleways, assuming that footpaths will need to be diverted across 

other fields. Counsel for National Grid explained that the PRoW will be diverted onto other 

PRoW so there has been no requirement for consultation with PILs. The NFU commented 

that it would be hard to achieve this across the whole route. Mr Dyas, a PIL, explained that 

they have a footpath which is used daily by about half a dozen people and have had no 

consultation on footpath diversion. Counsel for National Grid confirmed that proposals are set 

out in the PRoWMP, including for the area in question. Counsel for National Grid confirmed 

that apart from any diversions in the Order Limits, the temporary diversions are all on to 

existing PRoW.   
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4.11 Counsel explained that the proposals have been available for a long time and expressed 

surprise that this had not been communicated from the NFU to its members as they are all 

public documents.  

4.12 Mr Chandler confirmed that PILs need information about how users will be guided to the 

correct path. In relation to signage, David Brown, for National Grid, confirmed that diversion 

signage will be agreed before footpath closure with the KCC PRoW Officer who will decide 

how they wish to manage the closure. Mr Brown confirmed that National Grid would look to 

agree the position of signage or other methods of closure with KCC and confirmed it may be 

signage or possibly a physical barrier to stop people walking along a PRoW. Mr Brown also 

confirmed that should people get through on a closed PRoW they would at some point reach 

the construction security fencing which will also have a sign to advise on the appropriate 

diversion.  

4.13 The Examining Authority was concerned that KCC may not have the opportunity to walk the 

paths and see where difficulties arise. The Examining Authority requested more specific 

wording on inspections and a common sense approach for Deadline 6. Mr Brown explained it 

would be a responsibility for National Grid’s contractor to suggest locations and KCC to 

manage the closure. He explained that most closures are for a very short period and the 

longest is around 12 days. He also stated that as part of the s106 National Grid are looking to 

agree a contribution to enable KCC to manage that process specifically in terms of closure, 

where signage is placed and subsequent communication of the closure.  

5 Agenda Item 4: Effects on farming operations 

Progress in resolving the issues identified in Written Representations and elsewhere 

with regard to the impacts of the proposed development on farming operations 

5.1 James Ingram, for National Grid, explained that there were meetings on 8 and 22 September 

2016 with the NFU and land agents representing PILs and as a result of discussions at these 

meetings it is hoped that there will be agreed changes to the CEMP submitted at Deadline 6. 

He explained there will be a meeting with Mr Chandler on 7 October 2016 to move 

discussions forward on a site by site basis.  

5.2 Peter Bullen, for National Grid, explained there have been various discussions on the role of 

the Agricultural Liaison Officer and Land Officer and new wording on this for the CEMP has 

been agreed with the NFU and land agents. He explained that the CEMP includes some of 

the NFU’s wording on field drainage and discussions are continuing. 

5.3 The NFU acknowledged that the two meetings have been helpful although they required more 

written material. They explained that they consider that there still are gaps in the CEMP, for 

example for field drainage where they want it to be at least as effective after construction but 

this wording has not been included in the updated CEMP. Counsel for National Grid explained 

that it may be possible to provide further draft wording either in the CEMP or the DCO 

although there are internal procedures which need to be gone through as including these 

items in the DCO has wider implications for National Grid on other Nationally Significant 

Infrastructure Projects (NSIP).  

5.4 The Examining Authority requested that National Grid, the NFU and PILs take this forwards 

and provide appropriate wording to be contained in either an updated CEMP or DCO with a 
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summary at Deadline 5 and agreement at Deadline 6. Counsel for National Grid again 

emphasised that National Grid are a large infrastructure provider who have a number of 

different NSIP projects and internal procedures to follow before terms can be agreed for those 

issue which have wider implications for their business. 

The further impacts on farming operations of the proposed ‘diamond crossover’ of the 

PY and PC lines south of Monkton and reasons for the current design 

5.5 Emer Mcdonnell, for National Grid, explained that National Grid decided to use an overhead 

line rather than an underground solution for the permanent crossing of the UK Power 

Networks PY route, because of the need to manage the impact on water vole habitats and the 

ease of maintenance of an overhead line in the Ash Level. She explained that the socio-

economic impacts are part of the balance of factors that National Grid considered between 

the two options that were available but other issues such as drainage and landowners 

considering underground cables less favourable mean the decision was not based purely on 

socio-economic factors. She also explained that as part of RCP, there is a detailed response 

to Q2.7.33 (Doc 8.26/REP4-014) which contains the appraisal for the PY route diversion and 

crossover.  

5.6 Ecological factors and biodiversity were also considered and in particular birds and water 

voles were flagged as key constraints. Ms Mcdonnell explained that there is a permanent 

diversion of the PY line and a temporary division of the PX line which was discussed with UK 

Power Networks to consider their operational requirements.  Mr Brown, for National Grid, 

explained that National Grid looked at the benefits of overhead and underground lines and 

that environmental factors influenced the decision for overhead lines. He explained that the 

socio-economic factors reviewed were the land take associated with infrastructure and the 

broad impact on the operation of farm businesses in this location. Ms Mcdonnell explained 

that the environmental, technical, cost and socio-economic factors need to be balanced when 

making decisions.  

5.7 The Examining Authority asked whether National Grid reviewed the impact on agricultural 

operations and Mr Brown explained that broad impacts of agricultural land use take were 

considered by National Grid and the impact of land take on that use, with the impacts on 

specific uses of land considered to be more of a design and land communication issue rather 

than a socio-economic issues.  

5.8 The Examining Authority asked whether there are restrictions on land above a 132kV 

underground cable. Peter Bullen, for National Grid, explained there are restrictions on tree 

height and with regard to root ingress but that National Grid are not aware of any agricultural 

practice undertaken at the Ash Level that precludes the use of land above underground 

cables.  He explained there are restrictions on farming practice and irrigation for overhead 

lines. David Brown, for National Grid, confirmed that the specific use of technology or 

machinery on the land were not considered when looking at the ‘diamond crossover’. 

5.9 The NFU commented that National Grid has not directly consulted with landowners about 

changing the lines and their biggest concerns are the restrictions on the use of polytunnels 

and irrigation. Counsel for National Grid explained that two lines already exist and one of 

these will be removed which will be a benefit and the other will go onto a lower structure with 

lower pylons and conductors so the new 400kV line can be built across the PY route. Counsel 

explained that this means there will be two lines after construction and landowners can claim 
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compensation if there is any loss due to the impact of the diverted PY route pylon locations on 

current farming practices. Counsel also explained that there are many other lower voltage 

lines in this part of Kent under which farmers are able to operate. 

5.10 Mr Dyas explained that he irrigates his land using a boom which he will not be able to use 

with the new pylons. He explained that National Grid should use underground cables and 

suggested these could be laid along the line of Abbot’s Wall, medieval land drainage 

embankment that runs through the area which was originally installed for flood protection, in 

order to avoid impacts on productive agricultural land. Ms Dyas explained that they are 

concerned about constraints on irrigation for the onions they farm and the impact on their 

farming business. She also commented that swans and geese have previously collided with 

the lines and asked National Grid to take this into account.  

5.11 The Examining Authority explained that this would be looked at further at the issue specific 

hearing on landscape, visual and biodiversity effects including alternatives on 30 September 

2016.  David Fuller, a PIL, also commented on the swan and geese collisions and expressed 

concern that the crossover would affect his use of farming drones.  

5.12 Counsel for National Grid explained that it is important to note that the ES Figure 3.17 (Doc 

5.3.3/APP-034) shows the long term position of the proposed pylons and overhead line and 

that the long term position should be distinguished from the temporary re-alignment.  

5.13 Ian Simms, for National Grid, explained that it was not only ornithology matters but other 

technical disciplines, for example archaeology and terrestrial ecology, that informed any 

layout and that further discussion in these technical areas could be explored within the Issue 

Specific Hearing on landscape, visual and biodiversity effects including alternatives on 30 

September 2016 if required.  Mr Simms clarified that the current 132kV lines (which are UK 

Power Networks lines) had bird diverters installed after the swan collisions in 2003, and no 

significant casualty events have been reported since.  Mr Simms detailed that both the 132kV 

line remaining in place and the spans to be moved will retain bird diverters and they will also 

be installed on the 400kV RCP line.  Furthermore Mr Simms explained that the situation 

described for the diamond crossover was not one where individual lines were spread over a 

landscape but rather a concentration of lines which can be visualised by birds as a more solid 

structure and potentially act as more of a collision deterrent.  Mr Simms detailed that the earth 

wire that runs at the top of overhead lines is considered, in bird collision literature, to be the 

wire that primarily poses collision risk to birds.  It is not normally the bundles of conductors 

beneath the earth wire that are associated with collision risk as these have a higher level of 

visibility.  Bird diverters are normally installed on the highest wire on the overhead line and, in 

the diamond crossover, this is exactly what is proposed.  Therefore, there is no additive risk, 

associated with potential bird collision from the proposed RCP and the re-alignment of the PY 

overhead line.  

6 Agenda Item 5: Location of pylons 

The available flexibility in the detailed positioning of pylons and the effect of limits of 

deviation (LoD), procedures for micro-siting and the role of consultation and 

optimisation 

6.1 The Examining Authority acknowledged that this matter was discussed at the second DCO 

hearing on 27 September 2016. Counsel for National Grid explained that it is important to 
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have LoD to give flexibility to pylon locations and that the environmental effects of the 

proposed development have been carefully assessed within the LoD. 

6.2 Counsel explained that National Grid has carried out a great deal of work on ground levels, 

positioning of pylons and has a huge amount of experience in this area.  

6.3 Counsel explained that National Grid do not expect to move pylons but has to have flexibility 

to do so within the LoD where necessary.  

6.4 Counsel emphasised that there are steps listed in National Grid’s responses to Q2.5.1 (Doc 

8.26/REP4-014) for consultation for moving pylon locations and National Grid oppose the idea 

of an arbitration process to decide where pylons go as National Grid should decide this as the 

statutory undertaker. 

6.5 Counsel explained that the four steps listed in response to Q2.5.1 are: initial consideration; 

preliminary impact assessment; engineering study; and final decision. Initial contact with 

landowners would be made as part of the preliminary impact assessment and the final 

decision would take landowner concerns into account. Counsel confirmed that National Grid 

will consider whether this should be included in the CEMP as discussed at the recent second 

DCO hearing on 27 September 2016.    

6.6 The NFU stated a concern that agriculture was not mentioned as a factor to consider and they 

explained that they have had no consultation on pylon locations. The NFU commented that 

National Grid has outlined a high level process in response to Q2.5.1 while the NFU would 

like to see a practical and more detailed process. The NFU expressed concerns on how 

landowners concerns be considered if no arbitrator is involved. 

6.7 Peter Bullen, for National Grid, explained that National Grid is used to dealing with 

landowners and land agents for this type of project. He explained that National Grid liaises 

routinely with PILs throughout the country and a National Grid Land Officer will negotiate and 

coordinate with the PILs and Richborough land agents when making and deciding on the site 

specific assessments at each pylon location.  

6.8 Mr Chandler and the NFU expressed concern with how this consultation would take place. 

Counsel for National Grid explained that National Grid propose using a Land Officer to 

communicate any changes to the proposed pylon locations within the LoD, and are reluctant 

to have a formal mechanism. Counsel explained that should RCP be granted development 

consent then the Secretary of State will have granted consent within the LoD and National 

Grid have been very transparent about where pylons will be located.  

6.9 The Examining Authority asked that if there were any particular areas where PILs considered 

it is essential the pylons be moved then these should be provided to National Grid. Mr 

Chandler noted that it is difficult to determine which specific pylons are problematic along the 

whole route.  

6.10 Counsel for National Grid explained that National Grid has sought to site pylons near natural 

boundaries but that the Holford Rules provide guidance that pylons should be positioned in as 

straight line a line as possible, to achieve a better visual impact. Counsel explained there are 

archaeological and ecological constraints as well as constraints on routeing. Counsel also 

explained that National Grid try not to position pylons right on the edge of fields as in some 

instances landowners do not want pylons positioned there. Counsel also emphasised that 
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farmers are compensated for having pylons on their land and any land unable to be farmed 

will also be subject to compensation. The Examining Authority noted the concerns about 

micro-siting and location of pylons from PILs and asked National Grid to provide reassurance 

that concerns would be listened to, and to decide on any steps which could be taken to 

alleviate these concerns for Deadline 5.  

The role of the ‘agricultural liaison officer’  

6.11 The NFU explained this has been discussed with National Grid and they requested that the 

description of the role be secured in the CEMP or DCO. Barry Cullimore, for National Grid, 

explained that National Grid considered that the NFU were already in agreement with the 

description of the Agricultural Liaison Officer role recently provided and that amendments 

discussed with the NFU have been included and circulated. Peter Bullen, for National Grid, 

confirmed that the agreed text would be covered in the updated CEMP to be submitted at 

Deadline 6.  

7 Agenda Item 6: Field drainage 

The contents of proposed Drainage Management Plan (DMP) and need for additional 

elements 

7.1 The NFU explained that the DMP should cover what would happen pre, during and post 

construction and wording should cover specific farms. David Brignall, for National Grid, 

explained that the requirement for field drainage is contained within the Soil and Aftercare 

Management Plan (SAMP) and the management of surface water runoff from construction 

areas into watercourses is contained within the DMP. He explained the NFU’s points will be 

answered in the SAMP. 

7.2 Mr Brignall explained the SAMP will come into force once the DCO is granted and surveys will 

inform the design and management required. He confirmed that the SAMP will provide for 

post construction remedial drainage measures that will need to be put into place as a 

consequence of the development. He explained the ES and SAMP are aligned with each 

other. At this stage, the CEMP contains the main headings of the SAMP and the details will 

be agreed prior to construction. 

7.3 The Examining Authority asked how the NFU’s conditions are secured. Counsel for National 

Grid explained that the SAMP (secured by Requirement 6 of the draft DCO) is referenced in 

the CEMP as a daughter document. The SAMP has to be submitted for approval to the 

Councils.   

7.4 The NFU stated that landowners had not been consulted on the SAMP and the Examining 

Authority explained that it is the Councils who are responsible for signing off the SAMP as 

part of Requirement 6 and so it is their duty to consult with interested parties as part of this 

process. The NFU and Mr Chandler requested that a requirement to consult with landowners 

is included in the DCO. In response, Counsel for National Grid stated that this should be left 

with the Councils as with any other application as the Councils are the body responsible for 

approving the SAMP.  

7.5 The NFU requested confirmation that the correct specialist drainage consultant has been 

appointed. They also requested that National Grid still have liability for field drainage so this 
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does not just stay with National Grid’s contractor. The Examining Authority explained that 

National Grid’s contractor would be responsible to National Grid and that the consultant would 

not be appointed under the DCO. Counsel for National Grid agreed with the Examining 

Authority and explained that the correct specialist consultant has been instructed by National 

Grid’s contractor and that National Grid would provide a note on their expertise, role and 

further details for Deadline 5.     

7.6 The Examining Authority requested more information about what National Grid were going to 

do in response to the IDB’s response to Q2.5.12 on enhanced reinstatement. Steve Anderton, 

for National Grid, explained this is a site specific issue which would need to be dealt with and 

carried forward with National Grid’s contractor and that the contractor would agree specifically 

what can be done at each location with the IDB and with riparian landowners.  

7.7 Ms Headley asked what happens if drainage is damaged during the borehole surveys which 

are required as part of the RCP. Counsel for National Grid explained that powers relating to 

intrusive drainage surveys are subject to compensation so it is in National Grid and the 

contractor’s interests not to damage the drainage.  

How detailed drainage designs for individual pylon locations will be prepared and the 

steps to be taken to ensure that the particular concerns of PILs are addressed 

7.8 Peter Bullen, for National Grid, explained that this matter has been discussed with the 

Richborough land agents and the specialist drainage consultant is an expert with very good 

working knowledge of the local area. He explained that landowners have given National Grid 

land drainage plans for their farms which is helpful and the drainage expert would assist the 

main contractor in designing suitable solutions for each pylon location. He confirmed more 

details world be included in the CEMP.  

7.9 The NFU asked for a confirmation on the timelines of this and Counsel for National Grid 

confirmed this would be included in the note of the drainage consultant’s role to be provided 

at Deadline 5.  

8 Agenda Item 7: Soils 

The provision of a Soil and Aftercare Management Plan and the means of securing 

inputs to this from PILs 

8.1 Counsel for National Grid explained that National Grid are trying to move things forward with 

the SAMP with discussions taking place with the NFU.  

9 Agenda Item 8: Haul Roads 

How construction details will be developed and the use of haul roads for agricultural 

access 

9.1 Peter Bullen, for National Grid, explained that indicative construction programmes have been 

developed, and now the main contractor has been appointed, these will be updated and more 

detail will be provided in due course. He explained that National Grid are looking for input 

from PILs relating to accesses and that there is a meeting on 7 October 2016 with Mr 

Chandler to discuss this and how access is managed on a site by site and PIL by PIL basis.  
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9.2 Mr Chandler explained that now a contractor is appointed the landowners want specifications, 

methods and technologies to be confirmed for construction. He explained there are concerns 

about the impact of haul roads on drainage and access to severed land. Mr Headley 

expressed concern about the removal of topsoil and weed control. The Examining Authority 

noted he had raised these matters at the open floor hearing on 27 July 2016. Mr Bullen, for 

National Grid, explained that section 4.4. 9 of the CEMP sets out measures relating to weed 

control and site specific details would be discussed at the meeting on 7 October 2016.  

9.3 Mr Chandler explained that Mr Headley is concerned with the access at the A28 roundabout 

and wanted to hear from National Grid that his views had been taken into account. Mr Bullen 

explained that National Grid had replied to Mr Headley’s written representations and that it 

was not possible to revise the access because of associated great crested newt licence 

constraints. Mr Headley also commented that he would prefer any access construction to be 

laid directly on the topsoil and for it not to be stripped as this creates issues with agricultural 

weeds.  

9.4 Mr Dyas also expressed concerns about topsoil removal and was concerned with pollution 

into dykes used for irrigation. Mr Bullen explained that relevant pollution control measures are 

specified in paragraph 4.4.31 of the CEMP (Requirement 5) and secured in the Pollution  

Control Plan (Requirement 6).  

9.5 The NFU and Mr Chandler explained that the landowners need specific access details and 

want details from the contractor about the type of material to be used, access width and 

crossing point management. Counsel for National Grid explained this will be moving forwards 

in the next few months as there are meetings with the PILs and National Grid’s contractor. 

The Examining Authority explained that they wanted more details about how National Grid will 

deal with these concerns and asked National Grid to provide information about what steps 

they will take. Peter Bullen, for National Grid, explained that construction site surveys have 

commenced and National Grid will then have more information to produce detailed access 

road plans for discussion with the PILs and PIL Agents.  

9.6 The NFU explained that they are concerned about sharing access routes and that landowners 

would like final plans of the permanent accesses. Counsel for National Grid explained that 

National Grid cannot give a generic answer for all accesses but final plans for permanent 

accesses will be shown on the plans developed with National Grid’s contractor in the future. 

The treatment of surface run-off and mitigation drainage work in relation to access 

tracks 

9.7 Steve Anderton, for National Grid, explained that the treatment of drainage from access 

tracks will be dealt with in the Drainage Management Plan (DMP), as specified in the CEMP, 

which is secured in Requirement 5 of the DCO. He explained that detailed designs will be 

provided in the DMP and will be developed further following drainage surveys to be carried 

out by National Grid’s contractors.  

9.8 The NFU were concerned with surface water runoff from access tracks and whether farmers 

could lose their payments under the Basic Payment Scheme. The NFU explained that the 

Basic Payment Scheme involves cross compliance and payments can be lost if it appears 

farmers have flooded land. Mr Chandler explained that landowners are concerned with over 

pumping of water due to the high water table on the marshland.  
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9.9 Counsel for National Grid explained that National Grid are not intending to do anything to 

affect these payments. Peter Bullen, for National Grid, explained that National Grid has 

discussed wording with the NFU relating to section 4.5.23 of the CEMP, which sets out 

procedures for discharge of de-watered groundwater from excavations, and were of the 

opinion that the NFU were happy with this. The NFU could not recall seeing this wording and 

Mr Bullen agreed to send this to them again.  

9.10 Counsel for National Grid explained that Article 16 of the DCO also deals with drainage.  

9.11 Ms Dyas explained that their farm is spring water fed with wild watercress beds and they do 

not want water pumped in with pollutants. Counsel for National Grid confirmed that this would 

be discussed further in the upcoming meetings in detail.  

9.12 Mr Chandler explained landowners were concerned about embedded mitigation plans for 

planting in the DCO as these appear to include invasive species such as Bramble which could 

cause visual interruption. He requested further information about how this will be controlled 

during the construction process and also what the impact would be on land drainage if any 

planting is there longer than anticipated, although he acquiesced that this would probably not 

be an issue as the planting has a short duration.  

9.13 Counsel for National Grid confirmed National Grid have no comments on this other than there 

are further meetings planned with landowners.   

9.14 The Examining Authority commented on floodplain loss during construction and reviewed 

table 13.A.62 of Doc 5.4.13A (APP-111) which showed the estimated water level increase 

throughout the proposed route. A specific question was posed regarding which flood event 

was used as the basis for this assessment. Steve Anderton, for National Grid, confirmed that 

this assessment was based on the extent of Flood Zone 3 from the Environment Agency’s 

Flood Map for Planning, which corresponds to the 1 in 100 year return period (or the 1% 

Annual Exceedance Probability Event) for river flooding.   

10 Action points arising from the hearing 

Action points were confirmed during the course of the hearing and a list confirming these was 

published by the Examining Authority on 30 September 2016. 

11 Any other business 

11.1 The Examining Authority was keen to understand whether the references to the operational 

period will be removed from the BMS or Arboriculture Impact Assessment (Doc 5.4.3I 

(A)/REP4-007) and how the effects shown in the ES will be mitigated. Counsel for National 

Grid explained that there will be landowner planting and landowners can remove planting or 

tress if they wish.  

11.2 The Examining Authority explained that it would be helpful for National Grid to explain what 

works are intended under the BMS and what mitigation is proposed. Counsel for National Grid 

explained that National Grid will ensure that a review of the documents clarifies these points. 

11.3 There was no other further business and the hearing closed at 3.55pm. 


