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3. INTRODUCTION 

 The following tables set out the Applicant’s responses to other parties’ submissions 

to the Examining Authority (ExA) made at Deadline 6 and 6a that do not relate to the 

hearings held in December 2020. A separate document provides that Applicant’s 

responses to those documents that relate to the hearings (document reference 

7.9.33). 

 A response has not been provided for each individual submission or topic raised. The 

responses have focused on issues thought to be of most assistance to the ExA. 

Where points have been raised by various parties, the Applicant has responded once, 

but the responses are applicable to all parties who have made the same point. 

 The Applicant also does not seek to respond to all the points made where the 

Applicant’s response is already contained within other submissions made since the 

Application was accepted, save where it is thought helpful to repeat or cross refer to 

the information contained in the previous documentation. 
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Para 
No.  

Summary of Deadline 6 Submission Applicant’s Response at Deadline 7 

What enquiries have been made by the applicant with the private Owners to 

ascertain who the actual owners are? 

Why are these tables empty with regards to details of Occupants, Tenants 

and Lessees of these private dwelling houses? 

What diligent enquiries have been made by the applicant to engage with all 

these groups of people? 

On some occasions within the BOR tables it simply has written ‘The owner of 

….’ and does not name them. Does the Examining Authority find this as an 

acceptable level of diligent enquiries in order that the owner / occupiers have 

their interests protected? Or is this a straight copy and paste from various 

Land Registry records? 

The applicant has had a significant amount of time since the project 

commenced to engage with and obtain details of all affected people with an 

interest in the land. This can be equated to the decision by the Examining 

Authority with regards to the Milton allotment scenario where the tenants were 

given affected person status. 

I am aware this would be a large task for the Applicant but they, the Applicant 

are seeking massive disruption for house owners / occupiers and road users 

over the entire route. It is therefore surely only proportionate and justifiably 

required.  

I also note that the Owners or Reputed Owners of Dunlin Close in Milton are 

still contained within the BOR tables. If it is the case that the Applicant has 

removed the Furze lane option from their proposal why are they seeking 

rights to this land. 

I also note that the owners or reputed owners of the private dwelling houses 

in Locksway Rd (in between the service road to the Milton and Eastney 

Allotments and the shops) are also included in the BOR tables. If the intended 

cable route is by HDD from Kingsley Rd Green to the Thatched House car 

park, why does this still remain the case? Again where the Furze lane option 

has been removed from the proposal?  

As there are currently 3 options of the cable route over or around Milton 

Common (a matter I will also refer to again later). Why is it that the owners of 

Eastern Avenue, which is one of the proposed cable route options, are not 

included in the BOR tables whereas the Owners of Moorings Way dwellings 

are currently are included. 

addresses.  All of these identified groups of people have been consulted in accordance with the legal 
requirements applicable in this regard, as is explained in the Consultation Report (APP-025). 

As set out in the Highway Subsoil Acquisition Position Statement (REP1-131), a large proportion of the 
Proposed Development is contained within the boundary of the highway and the legal interests in this 
land include the relevant highway authority and adjacent freeholders of land in instances where the 
highway is unregistered.  The occupiers of adjacent land do not hold a legal interest in this land and as 
such are not included in the Book of Reference.  

Mitigation measures are secured in connection with the Proposed Development to manage the impacts 
on residents and the access to properties during the period when works will affect them. These are 
secured through Requirement 25 of the dDCO (REP6-015), which requires traffic management 
strategies to be approved before the relevant works to which they relate commence and for these to 
detail the the measures to be taken in relation to access to residences, businesses and community 
facilities. All traffic management strategies must be in accordance with the Framework Traffic 
Management Strategy (REP6-030), with that document, and in particular Appendix 1 to that document - 
Onshore Cable Route Construction Impacts on Access to Properties and Car Parking and 
Communication Strategy, setting out the approach that is to be taken to maintaining access during the 
period when the works are undertaken.  

The Furze Lane option was removed from the Order limits, however a section of highway was retained 
adjacent to the properties at Dunlin Close.  As such, the freeholders of these properties were retained 
within the Book of Reference (REP6-022). 

In respect of the inclusion of the dwelling houses at Locksway Road between the service road between 
the Eastney and Milton Allotments and the shops, the removal of the Furze Lane option means that 
these properties should no longer be included within the Book of Reference.  These interests will be 
removed in the next iteration of the Book of Reference. 

In respect of the options at Milton Common, the owners of Eastern Avenue which is registered to 
Portsmouth City Council is included within the Book of Reference.  As the land is registered, the 
adjacent landowners do not have a legal interest in the land and are therefore not included. 






















































































