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1. INTRODUCTION 

 AQUIND Limited (the Applicant) submitted an application for the AQUIND 

Interconnector Order (the Order) pursuant to Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (as 

amended) (the PA2008) to the Secretary of State (SoS) on 14 November 2019 (the 

Application). The Application was accepted by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) on 

12 December 2019, with the Examination of the Application commencing on 08 

September 2020  

 The Application seeks development consent for those elements of AQUIND 

Interconnector (the Project) located in the UK and the UK Marine Area (the Proposed 

Development).  

 Deadline 3 of the Examination was on 3rd November 2020.  This report provides 

responses from the Applicant to submissions made by Interested Parties at Deadline 

3.  Each table in Section 2 corresponds to the submission of an individual Interested 

Party. 
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Para No.  Comment Applicant’s Response 

apply to our Clients' land. If it is relevant. We note the updates the Applicant has 
made to the Outline Landscape and Biodiversity Strategy in REP1-034. 

Our point that the Applicant should be relying on landscaping rights (rather than 
compulsory acquisition of the freehold to the entire area of plot 1-32) still stand 
irrespective of the clarification made in paragraph 1.8.3.2 of REP1-034. This is 
because: 

(a) The fact remains that landscaping management activities will only be 
required once or twice a year. This low frequency means there is no need to 
own the freehold interest to the part of plot 1-32 that will be landscaped; 

(b) Most of the proposed landscaping is natural landscaping (as opposed to 

ornamental) and therefore the idea is to let nature run its course. Therefore, 
there is no need to permanently acquire the freehold when landscaping rights 
would be more than sufficient; 

(c) With regards to the agricultural contracting business that is owned by the 

farmer the Applicant intends to contract with, to what extend does this business 
deal with landscaping in a way that other farmers (such as our Clients) cannot 
deal with? Agricultural contracting businesses can cover a whole manner of 
activities and may not necessarily specialise in landscaping; 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

after planting the maintenance / management activity will be more intensive and not just one or 
two visits a year. New planting as stipulated in the OLBS will be carried out by a suitably 
qualified and experienced contractor to ensure that they have the undisputed responsibility for 
the early survival / establishment of planting. Thereafter works are likely to be less intensive. As 
stated in paragraph 1.1.3.8 to 1.1.3.9 the detailed landscaping scheme will include 
management, maintenance and monitoring plans and these, alongside the confirmed 
management responsible will prescribe in further detail maintenance regimes considering the 
aims, specific objectives and functions to ensure the full and successful establishment of the 
planting when reviewed against specific targets / indicators.   

(b) Plot 1-32 will accommodate the Converter Station, the Telecommunications Buildings, two 
attenuation ponds, the Access Road and significant areas of landscaping. These are shown on 
the indicative landscape mitigation plans Figure 15.48 and 15.49 (REP1-036 and 037 
respectively) and landscape mitigation plans for Option B(ii) (REP1-137).  

The Applicant’s Response to Written Representations (CA3) (REP2-014) explains that the 
proposals also reflect the extensive engagement with, and feedback received from the LPAs 
and that the proposals strengthen the visual screening function as well as biodiversity 
enhancement. The proposals include a significant amount of new planting which will need to be 
managed and the Applicant does not agree that ‘the idea is to let nature run its course’.  

The suggestion made on behalf of the landowners is that they should be able to access and 
continue to use all of the landscaped and ecologically enhanced areas, however restrictions 
would apply such that no rights could be enjoyed  over these areas in light of the need for the 
landscaping and ecological enhancements to be maintained and otherwise not disturbed. It is 
not the case that the land could be used to continue the activities currently undertaken on it 
where an approach of rights and restrictions is taken instead of acquisition. Therefore, it is not 
considered that the suggestion of applying landscaping rights and restrictions over all areas 
where landscaping and ecological enhancements are to be provided at the Converter Station is 
any way a realistic proposal. The position where those rights and restrictions are applied would 
be akin to exclusive possession. For this reason, as is appropriate, freehold acquisition of the 
relevant areas is proposed.  

(c) The revised Outline Landscape and Biodiversity Strategy (REP1-034)  refers to a local 
farmer who operates an agricultural contracting business and who has shown an interest in 
working with the Applicant as the scheme develops (paragraph 1.8.3.2). The Applicant agrees 
that agricultural contracting businesses can cover a whole manner of activities and may not 
necessarily specialise in landscaping, however there are certain activities which can be carried 
out under the instruction of a suitably qualified and experienced landscaping consultant or 
contractor by such contracting businesses such as hedgerow cutting and mowing. The Applicant 
is not aware that the owners of Little Denmead Farm have any demonstrable experience of 
operating an agricultural contracting business and/or would have the staff to undertake such 
activities. In any event, who the Applicant does or does not enter into a contract with for the 
undertaking of future maintenance is of no relevance to the proposed compulsory acquisition of 
the land. It is not as though the acquisition in any particular form would provide for the 
undertaking of those activities, which will be addressed in a private commercial agreement 
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ITEM SUBJECT 

4  Construction Methodology for the Onshore Cable Route 
 
CW talked through the route using the PowerPoint presentation slides. CW outlined how cable route is 
constructed and impact on highway. 
 
The key component affecting operation of the highway will be the installation of the Onshore Cable 
Route.  This will be made up of two circuits, installed independently from each other in one trench per 
circuit.  Within highways these are likely to be installed on opposite sides of the carriageway at different 
times. 
 
Construction will take place in 100m sections at an average rate of 100m per week per circuit.  Up to 6 
construction gangs may be working on the highway at any one time but the location and timings of these 
will be controlled by the submitted Framework Traffic Management Strategy. 
 

5  Indicative Construction Programme 
 
The current indicative construction programme anticipates that the onshore cable construction and 
installation will commence in Q3 2021 and run through to the end of 2023. The converter station 
commissioning is anticipated to be completed by end of Q4 2024. Indicative programming shared on 
screen. 
 
 

6  Framework Traffic Management Strategy 
 
CW talked through the slides on the FTMS and will send a copy of the FTMS alongside draft minutes to 
GF and CA.  This sets out the strategy for mitigating traffic impacts associated with construction of the 
onshore cable route. 
 
CW noted that temporary road closures will be required on First Group bus routes at A3 London Road 
north of Ladybridge roundabout and on Havant Road at the junction of Farlington Avenue and Eastern 
Road.To mitigate the impact of these closures such work will be completed at weekends, with A3 
London Road requiring full road closure for 4 weekends per circuit (8 weekends in total).  Havant Road 
will require a full road closure for 1-2 weekends per circuit depending upon the construction working 
hours used by the Contractor (2-4 weekends in total).  
 
CW also noted that Furze Lane had now been removed from the Order Limits and therefore temporary 
closure of the Furze Lane bus link was no longer proposed.  As such the required diversion of First 
Group service 14 discussed with MH and MS in 2019 is no longer required. 
 

– Will access to Sainsbury’s Car Park be available? CW – The Intention is to maintain access to 
Sainsbury’s Car Park at all times and discussions are on-going with Sainsbury’s regarding how this can 
be achieved.  
 

 – Why didn’t you continue via Langstone Harbour instead of via Portsmouth. CW – the Portsmouth 
channel has ecological and engineering constraints which make use of this route unfeasible. Having 
considered all the relevant factors landfall at Eastney was considered to be the best location.  
 

 – Having listened to the presentation there are not any red flags that immediately jumps out. CC 
acknowledged that the route has been well planned with minimal disruption and suitable mitigation in 
place. The level of communication from the Applicant in terms of the updates provided were warmly 
welcomed and appreciated as it provides First Group with the opportunity to plan ahead.  
 

 – From the sounds of it there are two possible road closures that impact First Group bus services.  
However diversion routes should be relatively simple to implement. The Service 22 (Cosham – Drayton 
– Farlington)  will be affected during closure of Havant Road while  Service 9 (Portsmouth – 
Waterlooville – Clanfield) will be affected during closure of the A3 London Road. 
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 – confirmed that this looks very well planned from a Bus Route perspective and echoes CC thoughts 
with regard to the level of engagement the Applicant has had with First Bus in keeping the bus service 
provider updated on the development proposals.  
 
 

7  Next Steps 
. 

-  provide a copy of the meeting minutes. 

- Further meetings to be held with First Group if required once a full review of the FTMS has been 

completed. 

8  AOB 

 



 

 

 

www.wsp.com 

AGENDA AND MEETING NOTES  

 

MEETING DATE 21 October 2020 

PRESENT ) – WSP – Associate, Transport 

 – WSP – Principal Planner, Planning   

 – Stagecoach – Operations Director  

 Stagecoach – Operations Manager  

APOLOGIES -  

DISTRIBUTION As above plus: AQUIND and Martyn Jarvis  

 

ITEM SUBJECT 

1  Introductions 

CW thanked GF and CA for making time to attend the call.  

 

2  Proposed Development  
 
JO provided a general overview of the scheme and signposted to further information that is available on 
the PINS website (https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-east/aquind-
interconnector/?ipcsection=overview). 
 
The Proposed Development’s main UK elements are the installation of HVDC onshore cables which will 
be installed within highway, verges, greenspace and agricultural land and a Converter Station in 
Lovedean.  A plan was shared of the Onshore Order Limits within the UK. 
 

3  Development Consent Order and Examination 
 
JO provided a general overview of the DCO process and Examination.  In July 2018 the Secretary of 
State for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy directed that AQUIND Interconnector should be 
treated as being nationally significant.  This means that construction and operation of AQUIND 
Interconnector can only be consented by a Development Consent Order (DCO) 
 
The DCO application of the Aquind Interconnector was submitted in November 2019 with the DCO 
examination starting in September this year. JO advised that Deadline 2 of 8 has now passed and that 
the Examination will end on the 8 March 2021.  
 
GF clarified with JO that the decision-making power does not lie with any of the LPA’s. JO confirmed 
that this is correct. The decision maker in this instance is the SoS for BEIS who will consider the 
recommendation of the Examining Authority (who have been appointed by PINs).  
 
The Examining Authority will make a recommendation to the Secretary of State 3 months of the 
examination has closed (June 2021) and the Secretary of State then has 3 months to make a final 
decision of the DCO application (September 2021) 
 

4  Construction Methodology for the Onshore Cable Route 
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CW talked through the route using the PowerPoint presentation slides. CW outlined how cable route is 
constructed and impact on highway. 
 
The key component affecting operation of the highway will be the installation of the Onshore Cable 
Route.  This will be made up of two circuits, installed independently from each other in one trench per 
circuit.  Within highways these are likely to be installed on opposite sides of the carriageway at different 
times. 
 
Construction will take place in 100m sections at an average rate of 100m per week per circuit.  Up to 6 
construction gangs may be working on the highway at any one time but the location and timings of these 
will be controlled by the submitted Framework Traffic Management Strategy. 
 

5  Indicative Construction Programme 
 
The current indicative construction programme anticipates the onshore cable construction and 
installation will commence in Q3 2021 and run through to the end of 2023. The converter station 
commissioning is anticipated to be completed by end of Q4 2024. Indicative programming shared on 
screen. 
 
 

6  Framework Traffic Management Strategy 
 
CW talked through the slides on the FTMS and will send a copy of the FTMS alongside draft minutes to 
GF and CA.  This sets out the strategy for mitigating traffic impacts associated with construction of the 
onshore cable route.   
 
GF – Are PCC aware of the works and are the works being coordinated with PCC to minimise 
disruption? CW- The FTMS as drafted provides AQUIND the ability to be able to work within the 
parameters set out in the FTMS. PCC and HCC are aware of the FTMS and the approach to obtaining 
approvals is proposed to be addressed in the DCO. Due to the mitigations on programming included in 
the FTMS when works can be carried out is constrained. Whilst the Applicant will seek to co-ordinate 
works with PCC and HCC, the works must be carried out within the windows available and should not 
be frustrated by other works. Discussions are ongoing between AQUIND and the relevant authorities.  
 
CW noted that all traffic management will be based upon normal Department for Transport Guidance 
and will therefore operate in the same way to normal roadworks.  Plans were then shared for shuttle 
working traffic signals and single lane closure traffic management arrangements that would be used to 
facilitate installation of the cable route. 
 
CW noted limited requirements for full road closures during construction of the cable route that may 
impact bus routes – on A3 London road north of Ladybridge Road (4 weekends per circuit), Farlington 
Avenue (6 weeks per circuit) and at the junction Farlington Avenue / Havant Road and A2030 Eastern 
Road (1 to 2 weekends per circuit). 
 
CW also noted proposals for bus stops during construction, including potential requirement for 
temporary closure and relocation depending upon the location of the construction works. 
 
CW then provided a description of TM proposals along the Onshore cable route from north to south 
while sharing plans from the FTMS 
 
GF – Works in the Havant Road area is going to be the biggest issue for Stagecoach as works here will 
be the most difficult to accommodate and will affect Stagecoach bus services. CW – briefly outlined the 
diversion routes in the FTMS and programme restrictions in place. CW to provide FTMS for GF to 
review in full. 
 
GF- Thanked CW for the presentation and stated that based on discussions there are no red flags for 
Stagecoach to consider. GF – Stated that there are no elements of the Proposed Development that 
Stagecoach would formally object to. From a practical point of view Stagecoach need to consider the 
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impacts of the service and customers when construction occurs. GF – raised the issue of costs to 
mitigate the construction impacts where diversions and shuttle buses may be needed to mitigate 
impacts of temporary road closures. CW – advised this is something that will need to be discussed in 
further detail and with AQUIND. 
 
CW welcomes further discussions with Stagecoach once they have fully reviewed the FTMS and any 
other relevant submission documents.  It was agreed that a copy of this would be forwarded. 
 
 

7  Next Steps 
 

CW – To forward draft minutes and FTMS. 

CW – Link to relevant submissions on the PINS website if required.  

8  AOB 

 

 

 






