From:

To: Aquind Interconnector

Subject: Written summary of my oral submission at the Compulsory Acquisition Hearing 3 (CAH3): 19 February 2021
Date: 01 March 2021 22:30:28

Attachments: Written summary of oral submission-Compulsory Acquisition Hearing3-K.McFarlane-190221.pdf

280121submission exa final 7a kirstenmcfarlane.pdf

Dear Inspectorate,

1. Please find attached the Written summary of my oral submission at the Compulsory
Acquisition Hearing 3 (CAH3): 19 February 2021.

2. I will be sending an additional document for deadline 8 this evening for post hearing
notes and any additional submission evidence.

3. When Mr Walker said on my behalf "will elaborate on previous statements in in final
document just be submitted at deadline eight. '

Mr Mahon said "That will be very useful. So if you could pass on our invitation for to do
that we'd be very grateful for it.”’

Therefore I am resubmitting my previous submission 7a so that Mr Mahon and the
applicant can read it.:

EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector Deadline 7a: 28/01/21

many thanks kirsten mcfarlane



Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector

Deadline 8 Submission:
Written summary of oral submission at the Compulsory Acquisition Hearing 3
(CAH3)

by
Kirsten McFarlane.

Represented by Jonathan Walker on 19 February 2021.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013.

1. Post Hearing notes:
1.1. I am an Interested Party & 'affected person’'.

1.2. I am a Council Allotment Plot tenant at Milton Piece, Plot 99A (since
01/07/20). I was on the waiting list for an allotment for 6 years.

1.3. I am a member of the allotment association for July to December
2020 membership, and for the calender year 2021 membership.

1.4. Represented by Jonathan Walker at the hearing -

Dear Inspectorate and all parties,
I am an allotment tenant at Milton Piece, an Affected Person and an Interested Party.

1. After observing the Hearings this week, and in order to minimise repetition of
statements already made, my deadline 8 document will provide details and further
evidence for this speech and for my 7a submission.

2. I concur with the members of the public and professionals who have spoken at the
hearings this week, and i confirm here that:

1. I reject the applicants change request 2 proposals, methodology, and
documentation, and do not agree that they are adequate, constructive,
fair or accurate.

2. The issues relating to the compulsory acquisition of rights and temporary
possession of the land I have an interest in, have not been addressed or
consulted upon properly, satisfactory, or fairly. This includes but is not
limited to; the applicants plans for 'the surface', 'under' the surface,
above the surface, all the access lanes within the Allotment site, and all
the access streets across the city that will be impacted by this project,
and affect my ability to access my allotment.
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

3. The volume of paperwork detailing the proposals, the subsequent revisions and
updates are immense. The quantity of documents doesn't cover up poor content
quality.

4. The general (affected) public do not have the resources nor technical
capabilities to understand the nature of these documents, nor the impact it
will have on them.

5. Many allotment holders, along with interested parties, land owners and affected
people along the entire route do not have access to the documents in the
inspectorate document library online. For example, because:

1. They do not have mobile phones, they do not have computers.

2. They can't go to the public library to use a computer there, because of
the Pandemic lockdowns.

3. They have mental and physical conditions which limit their ability to digest
and respond to this proposal.

4. They have too many other stress factors, including the Pandemic, to be able to
respond to the threat of yet another development planning application happening
in their lives.

5. English is not their first language which intensifies the difficulty for the lay
person to understand the documents.

6. One example is a fellow allotment tenant who came to me last week saying she
received a letter from AQUIND but does not understand it what, or what she's
supposed to do, or what it means for the future of her allotment. She is
intimidated by the applicant, but has no recourse - she has no mobile
phone, no computer, and certainly no consultation from the applicant.

6. The documents are written in language that may be appropriate for the project but
not for the lay person. The inaccessibility of the exam process and documents
is used by the applicant to the detriment of the affected.

7. The applicant is eroding the opposition down through process.

8. A plain English, final document would be transparent to clarify the objectives of
the proposal.

9. The complex nature of the process undermines public understanding, to the
point of submission, through mental fatigue and anguish.

10. The blight that will be caused by this project is much greater than the
applicant will admit. I think all residents and businesses along the planned route,

including all of the City of Portsmouth, should be considered as 'affected persons' for
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

the life of the project (40-60 years).
11. Nothing that has been said so far can justify people being told they are

'too late' to take part in the examination process during deadlines 6 to 8.

1. What has the applicant done to consult people that have moved to the affected
areas in the past years?

2. What of people who have only recently taken on an Allotment?

3. It seems grossly unfair to me for new comers not to have a say about what
happens to their land, and their lives.

4. The project was years in the making and only came to public knowledge in its
nature last year. The impact detriments a significant area of Portsmouth directly,

with substantial knock on effects to the rest of the city.

Thank you.
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EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector Deadline 7a: 28/01/21
Kirsten McFarlane ref: AQUI-013

Interested Party status, Nov 2020. 'affected person'.

Plot tenant at Milton Piece Allotments, Plot 99A (since 01/07/20).

Summary of concerns regarding AQUIND's Change Request 2: (ref.here as CR2).
Request for changes to the Order limits, including addition of land.

Dear Inspectorate,

The objections, questions and submissions which have been sent by members of
LETS STOP AQUIND FB group:(LSA) represent my CR2 concerns; especially Viola
Langley's. As of today, there are 1947 members in our group, so please consider all the
evidence sent to you by our group members as representing all 1947 of us, including me.

Since Oct.2020 LSA has tried to bring together the local community to contribute to your
examination of the AQUIND proposal. We have varied concerns and focal points for this,
but | hope the public help you find a positive, fair, healthy conclusion to your
investigation into AQUIND's CR2.

The overall message from the LSA is clear - the CR2 will not help to mitigate the plan’'s
problems, it wont improve or make AQUIND'S plans acceptable.

CR2 once again demonstrates an unacceptable level of conflicting
messages/gaps/errors/omissions in AQUIND's project and communications. Their
documents are littered with flippant disregard for the wellbeing of the population along
their planned route, wild life, city infrastructure management, and the environment.

CR2 does not do anything to change the impact of this proposal, nor improve quality of
life, nor does it respect our human rights* including to live, flourish, be healthy if this
project happens. (*Human Rights Act 1998: Protocol 1 Article 1; Right to peaceful
enjoyment of my property. Article 6 ; Right to a fair trial ( or public hearing ) Article
8 ; Respect for my private life, home and correspondence.

Article 14 ; Protection from discrimination in respect of those rights and freedoms.)
Especially now we are under COVID Level 5 lockdown, with no idea of how long COVID
will affect the world long term.

CR2 perpetuates the major impact AQUIND has on my || GGG
I

delayed another year because of COVID - DWP and
other gov departments are deferring decisions by at least 1 year. Could the ExA also
defer this decision? Or delay the proposed start date of the project?

Please let us focus on what is essential in 2021-2061: Flood defence building, new
health and community centres, focusing on concurrent critical issues; decisions: such as
new home planning, meeting pollution targets, environmental problems, Brexit and EU
issues, managing COVID. We dont need or want AQUIND as an additional burden.



Ref: ExA's further written questions. 07.01.2021:

| hope the responses will help the examination progress positively, and constructively. |
and answer our previous questions.

I concur with all the concerns submitted in:
1: MG2.1.3 and MG2.1.4
"demonstrate that there is a ‘reasonable prospect’ of funds being available for
this project”
2: Air Quality: "concerns remain that exceedances may be caused or
exacerbated by the Proposed Development".
3. Compulsory Acquisition: ‘demonstrate that there is a ‘reasonable prospect’
of funds being available for this project.’

1. Miscellaneous and General: MG2.1.3 and MG2.1.4 :
| am worried about what AQUIND will respond with.

| hope AQUIND addresses issues truthfully, without further omissions or manipulation.
e.g. AQUIND says their clay slurry piped underground won't actually 'affect the
surface".

Clay coming to the surface will make our gardens, land and allotments unusable.
There is no compensation or mitigation for this other than it should not happen.

| repeat Violas (LETS STOP AQUIND) questions:

» What health and safety risk assessments have been carried out for people
working on the allotments during the HDD drilling underneath them for
the anticipated 3 months of drilling.

* What health and safety risk assessments have been carried out for
allotment holders vehicles ( including vans) travelling on the internal
paths whilst the drilling process is going on.

*  What is the evidence of health and safety / food standards effects of any
bentonite break out to plants designed for human consumption.

» If the HDD fails for any reason can the Ex Authority make
recommendations and the SofS place a restrictions on the DCO stipulating
that there is to be no open trenching for the cables across the allotments.

AQUIND have had too many chances to change; 'fix' their proposal. Can you set a
limit to number of further changes allowed hence forth?

Many thanks,
Kirsten

References:

1. The Additional Submission from the Applicant seeking a second change request. (PDF,
144KB) = 11" December 2020, HSF Doc ref 18857/30985781 Titled"Request for

changes to the Order limits, including addition of land Section 123(4) of the
Planning Act 2008 and Regulation 5 of the Infrastructure Planning (Compulsory
Acquisition) Regulations 2010 "

2. The subsequent ExA issued examination of the second change request (PDF,
153KB): 18/12/2020.



3. ExA issued: The updated Examination Timetable is at Annex A to letter of 11

January 2021.




From:

To: Aquind Interconnector

Subject: EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission Reference: AQUI-AFP1348,
AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

Date: 02 March 2021 00:04:34

Attachments: K McFarlane Deadline 8 Post Hearing notes and additional submission - AQUI-AFP1348-AQUI-013- 01-03-

2021.0dt

EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector

Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission: 2:

Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021



Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector
Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission

1. This is a consolidated document incorporating my:
o (2) Deadline 7a Submission

o (3) Written summary of my oral submission at the
Compulsory Acquisition Hearing 3 (CAH3): 19 February 2021:
submitted separately at deadline 8, ( Written summary of oral
submission-Compulsory Acquisition Hearing3-K.McFarlane-
190221.pdf )

> (4) Post hearing notes, including expanded evidence for all the
submissions I have made to date. Including Additional Submission
relating to oral submissions at Hearings held during weeks
commencing 15t February, and deadline 7 submissions by
other parties.

2. Deadline 7a Submission:

In relation to the Applicant's Change Request 2:
https:/ /infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-
east/aquind-interconnector/?ipcsection=relreps&relrep=42166

'"EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector Deadline 7a: 28/01/21 Kirsten McFarlane ref: AQUI-013
Interested Party status, Nov 2020. 'affected person'. Plot tenant at Milton Piece Allotments, Plot 99A
(since 01/07/20).

Summary of concerns regarding AQUIND's Change Request 2: (ref.here as CR2).
Request for changes to the Order limits, including addition of land.
Dear Inspectorate,

The objections, questions and submissions which have been sent by members of LETS STOP AQUIND
FB group:(LSA) represent my CR2 concerns; especially Viola Langley's. As of today, there are 1947
members in our group, so please consider all the evidence sent to you by our group members as
representing all 1947 of us, including me.

Since Oct.2020 LSA has tried to bring together the local community to contribute to your examination of
the AQUIND proposal. We have varied concerns and focal points for this, but | hope the public help you
find a positive, fair, healthy conclusion to your investigation into AQUIND's CR2.

The overall message from the LSA is clear — the CR2 will not help to mitigate the plan's problems, it
wont improve or make AQUIND'S plans acceptable.

CR2 once again demonstrates an unacceptable level of conflicting messages/gaps/errors/omissions in
AQUIND's project and communications. Their documents are littered with flippant disregard for the
wellbeing of the population along their planned route, wild life, city infrastructure management, and the
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

environment.

CR2 does not do anything to change the impact of this proposal, nor improve quality of life, nor does it
respect our human rights* including to live, flourish, be healthy if this project happens. (*Human Rights
Act 1998: Protocol 1 Article 1; Right to peaceful enjoyment of my property. Article 6 ; Right to a fair
trial ( or public hearing ) Article 8 ; Respect for my private life, home and correspondence.

Article 14 ; Protection from discrimination in respect of those rights and freedoms.) Especially now we
are under COVID Level 5 lockdown, with no idea of how long COVID will affect the world long term.

delayed another year because of COVID - DWP and other gov
departments are deferring decisions by at least 1 year. Could the ExA also defer this decision? Or delay
the proposed start date of the project?

Please let us focus on what is essential in 2021-2061: Flood defence building, new health and
community centres, focusing on concurrent critical issues; decisions: such as new home planning,
meeting pollution targets, environmental problems, Brexit and EU issues, managing COVID. We dont
need or want AQUIND as an additional burden.

Ref: ExA's further written questions. 07.01.2021:

| hope the responses will help the examination progress positively, and constructively. | and answer our
previous questions.

| concur with all the concerns submitted in: 1: MG2.1.3 and MG2.1.4

"demonstrate that there is a ‘reasonable prospect’ of funds being available for this project' 2: Air
Quality: "concerns remain that exceedances may be caused or exacerbated by the Proposed
Development".

3. Compulsory Acquisition: 'demonstrate that there is a ‘reasonable prospect’ of funds being available
for this project.'

1. Miscellaneous and General: MG2.1.3 and MG2.1.4 :
I am worried about what AQUIND will respond with.

| hope AQUIND addresses issues truthfully, without further omissions or manipulation. e.g. AQUIND says
their clay slurry piped underground won't actually 'affect the surface".

Clay coming to the surface will make our gardens, land and allotments unusable. There is no
compensation or mitigation for this other than it should not happen.

| repeat Violas (LETS STOP AQUIND) questions:

e What health and safety risk assessments have been carried out for people working on the
allotments during the HDD drilling underneath them for the anticipated 3 months of drilling.

e What health and safety risk assessments have been carried out for allotment holders vehicles
(including vans) travelling on the internal paths whilst the drilling process is going on.

e What is the evidence of health and safety / food standards effects of any bentonite break out to
plants designed for human consumption.

e [f the HDD fails for any reason can the Ex Authority make recommendations and the SofS place a
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

restrictions on the DCO stipulating that there is to be no open trenching for the cables across the
allotments.

AQUIND have had too many chances to change; 'fix' their proposal. Can you set a limit to number of
further changes allowed hence forth?

Many thanks, Kirsten
References:

1. The Additional Submission from the Applicant seeking a second change request. (PDF,
144KB) = 11w December 2020, HSF Doc ref 18857/30985781 Titled''Request for changes to
the Order limits, including addition of land Section 123(4) of the Planning Act 2008 and
Regulation 5 of the Infrastructure Planning (Compulsory Acquisition) Regulations 2010 "

2. The subsequent ExA issued examination of the second change request (PDF, 153KB):
18/12/2020.

ExA issued: The updated Examination Timetable is at Annex A to letter of 11 January 2021."

3. Deadline 8 Submission: Written summary of oral submission at the
Compulsory Acquisition Hearing 3 (CAH3) - ( Written summary of oral
submission-Compulsory Acquisition Hearing3-K.McFarlane-
190221.pdf )

" Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021
EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector

Deadline 8 Submission: Written summary of oral submission at the Compulsory
Acquisition Hearing 3 (CAH3) by Kirsten McFarlane.

Represented by Jonathan Walker on 19 February 2021. Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-
013.

1. Post Hearing notes:
1.1. I am an Interested Party & 'affected person’.

1.2. I am a Council Allotment Plot tenant at Milton Piece, Plot 99A (since 01/07/20). 1
was on the waiting list for an allotment for 6 years.

1.3. I am a member of the allotment association for July to December 2020
membership, and for the calender year 2021 membership.

1.4. Represented by Jonathan Walker at the hearing r

Dear Inspectorate and all parties, I am an allotment tenant at Milton Piece, an Affected
Person and an Interested Party.

1. After observing the Hearings this week, and in order to minimise repetition of
statements already made, my deadline 8 document will provide details and further
evidence for this speech and for my 7a submission.
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021
2. I concur with the members of the public and professionals who have spoken at the
hearings this week, and i confirm here that:

I reject the applicants change request 2 proposals, methodology, and
documentation, and do not agree that they are adequate, constructive, fair or
accurate. The issues relating to the compulsory acquisition of rights and
temporary possession of the land I have an interest in, have not been addressed
or consulted upon properly, satisfactory, or fairly. This includes but is not limited
to; the applicants plans for 'the surface’, 'under' the surface, above the surface,
all the access lanes within the Allotment site, and all the access streets across the
city that will be impacted by this project, and affect my ability to access my
allotment.

3. The volume of paperwork detailing the proposals, the subsequent revisions and
updates are immense. The quantity of documents doesn't cover up poor content
quality.

4. The general (affected) public do not have the resources nor technical
capabilities to understand the nature of these documents, nor the impact it
will have on them.

5. Many allotment holders, along with interested parties, land owners and affected
people along the entire route do not have access to the documents in the
inspectorate document library online. For example, because:

1. They do not have mobile phones, they do not have computers.

2. They can't go to the public library to use a computer there, because of
the Pandemic lockdowns.

3. They have mental and physical conditions which limit their ability to digest
and respond to this proposal.

4. They have too many other stress factors, including the Pandemic, to be able
to respond to the threat of yet another development planning application
happening in their lives.

5. English is not their first language which intensifies the difficulty for the lay
person to understand the documents.

6. One example is a fellow allotment tenant who came to me last week saying
she received a letter from AQUIND but does not understand it what, or what
she's supposed to do, or what it means for the future of her allotment. She is
intimidated by the applicant, but has no recourse - she has no mobile
phone, no computer, and certainly no consultation from the applicant.

6. The documents are written in language that may be appropriate for the project but
not for the lay person. The inaccessibility of the exam process and documents
is used by the applicant to the detriment of the affected.

7. The applicant is eroding the opposition down through process.

8. A plain English, final document would be transparent to clarify the objectives of
the proposal.

9. The complex nature of the process undermines public understanding, to the
point of submission, through mental fatigue and anguish.

10. The blight that will be caused by this project is much greater than the
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

applicant will admit. I think all residents and businesses along the planned route,
including all of the City of Portsmouth, should be considered as 'affected persons' for the
life of the project (40-60 years). Nothing that has been said so far can justify people
being told they are 'too late' to take part in the examination process during
deadlines 6 to 8.

1. What has the applicant done to consult people that have moved to the affected
areas in the past years?

2. What of people who have only recently taken on an Allotment?

3. It seems grossly unfair to me for new comers not to have a say about what
happens to their land, and their lives.

4. The project was years in the making and only came to public knowledge in its

nature last year. The impact detriments a significant area of Portsmouth directly, with
substantial knock on effects to the rest of the city.

Thank you.

4. Post hearing notes, including expanded evidence for all the submissions I
have made to date. Including Additional Submission relating to oral
submissions at Hearings held during weeks commencing 15 February, and
deadline 7 submissions by other parties.

4.1. Consultation inadequacies: Rejection of opposing party's
legitimate objections are unfair, dismissive, inaccurate and
unfounded. MMO: the MMO's post hearing note on Article 46: "Please
note that we will be sending our second post hearing note at DL8.
"https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-
content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020022/EN020022-003757-
MMO%20-%20Post%20hearing%20note%20t0%20ISH4%?20-%20Article%
2045.pdf

4.2. Example:
Applicant's Written Summary of the Oral Case at Issue Specific Hearing 5 (ISH5)

document Applicant’s Written Summary of the Oral Case at Issue Specific Hearing 5 (ISH5) (PDF, 197KB):

''5. ONSHORE ECOLOGY.

The Applicant’s understanding of the position at Milton Common today 5.40 There
was no geese presence within the area, with it also being observed that extensive
dog walking was ongoing within and next to it."

"5.41 Photographic evidence to support this position will be provided as part of the
Applicant’s Deadline 8 submissions."

I hope the inspectorate are given photographic 'evidence' by the applicant, from
milton common on 12th february 2021.
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021
Just because Mr Jarvis didn't see Brent geese on one 'site visit', doesn't mean they
aren't there (!) , nor is it appropriate for him to represent this visit as evidence
conducted in an appropriate manner. This behaviour is indicative of how poorlythe
applicant and its representatives have carried out their surveys and assessments .

Many of the Let's stop aquind group members have commented on this
misrepresentation by Mr Jarvis e.g.:

The inspector have referred to Brent Geese at Milton Common: in their "Request for
further information from the Applicant, 24 February 2021," ref : Examining Authority has
issued a Procedural Decision and request for further information from the Applicant
(PDF, 134 KB)

"We have a further request for information from the Applicant. During Issue
Specific Hearing 5, there was a discussion about ‘bird refuge areas’ at Milton
Common, which were understood to relate to mitigation or compensation for works
associated with Phase 4b of the North Portsea Island flood and coastal erosion
management scheme. The Applicant made submissions on this at the Hearing and
followed up with details in its submission Applicant's Written Summary of the Oral
Case at Issue Specific Hearing 5 (ISH5) (Applicant’s document reference 7.9.41,
paragraph 5.28 onwards).."

The amount of sni

member, -

Post comment made to Kirsten McFarlane: 01/03/21:

|ies made by the applicant is uncountable. Another example from a fellow LSA

"I've previously objected to the project and it seems to be that they're 'batting
away' objections. In my case, they advised that I don’'t have a legitimate
objection. I live
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

Also with regards to questions around onshore ecology:

It is unfair that parties will not be able to respond to the new changes being
submitted today for deadline 8 by the appliant including the updates to create a
final version of the Environmental statement.

Environmental statements:

DOCUMENT: 7.9.41 DATE: 19 FEBRUARY 2021 Applicant's Written Summary of the Oral
Case at Issue Specific Hearing 5 (ISH5) Certified documents 3.34 : "Schedule of
Documents forming the Environmental Statement" which will be reviewed, updated and
submitted in final form at Deadline 8."

As such, and in order to provide more detail on my hearing 3 speech, I ask that the
inspectorate please read my previous submission concerns regarding concerning the
environmental statement documents. I have not had, nor will have, the chance to read the
final version of the environmental proposal:

"AQUIND INTERCONNECTORdecember 23rd 2020 deadline 6 kirstenmcf.pdf" : which I have
resent for deadline 8 to inspectorate.

"Additional Objection statement: and additions to my previously submitted
comments, and responses by Portsmouth residents, myself and councillors
(deadlines 4 and 5).

by Kirsten McFarlane, Affected person and interested Party My reference: AQUI-013

This document includes comments and updates I have written between 09/10/20 and
23/12/2020. "

Further evidence Milton Piece and Eastney Lake Evidence: Wildlife -
essential to biodiversity and the ecosystem of the allotments: example:
millipedes and centipedes live under the surface of the allotments and are
essential to propagation of crops on the land. I believe that the pipes within 1-
2.5 m of the surface under the plots will adversely, if not profoundly, affect the
creatures which inhabit the ground. I do not agree that possible bentonite being
pumped into the land 1-2m below surface level will not seep further to the surface
and that it will not cause the land to be uninhabitable nor allow the land to be
propagated if it is turned to clay. Even if it doesn't seep all the way to the surface,
have a new thick layer of bentonite under the plots at 2.5-1.5 m below surface will
surely worsen the water logging of the ground, to the point of persistent flooding of
the surface.

4.3. Bioluminescent Centipedes, plot 99a, 18/10/2020:
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

4.4. Brent Geese:
4.4.1. Brent Geese over Milton Piece and Thatched Cottage pub area -
flying to Milton Common.
4.4.2. Example: 6" November. 3.12pm:
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

5. Kestrels:
5.1. Several Kestrels hunt across the allotments:

6. The applicant seeking rights to access paths and roads over Milton
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

Piece and Easthey Lake allotments:

6.1. In AQUIND's 24/11/2020 map (indicative) the red order limit area
crosses roads paths and allotment plots.

6.2. This photo is an example of the order limit area running over plots
- it is not just the road in the photo but all of the plots in this photo.:
34b,35b,36a, 70,69,68,65, 64,64a and the 13 further plots ahead down
this access road all the way to the coast:

6.3. Similarly the plot next to mine, also on the main access road, has the
order limit crossing into their plots (the shop, 99b, 110A and 100). this
includes the entrance to my plot - the path running west-east from the
main access road - owned by 100a, 100 and 99B:

6.3.1. Example: Photo (11/11/2020 10.31am) of path that Applicant
wants to have rights to - my access path, entrance from road
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

between 99b and 100A:

6.4. As with most paths, they are frequently flooded, muddy, icy and
can be completely inaccessible. Therefore it is even more important
that plot tenants have access to all the paths around their plots, and not
have access diminished by the applicant:

6.4.1. Example of same path between 100a and 99b:
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

6.4.2. Example: the flooded path between 99a and 98a and the path
(onwards south to road in order limits) between plots 99 and 98:
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

15/11/2020 10.38am:

7. Ground Level is underestimated in 'impact’' assessments by the
applicant, and the impact of laying pipes 2.5m under the plots cannot
be ensured or viable when the land level varies from sea level to only
circa 1.5m above sea level (it would be good to see an accurate

assessment of true ground levels across the entire proposed, current,
updated order limit area:

7.1.1. For example, in one of the Stop AQUIND groups public banners,
we include an image of the level that the pipes will run under the
allotments . I just do not believe that this can be considered deep
underground with no impact on the surface.
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

7.1.2. Please note that the ground level of the above example paths
is up to circa 1 m higher than other paths in the 'order limit
area'. Example: this is the path between 113a and 112a on the other
side of the main access road - between the two access roads that
aquind want to include in their order limits is circa 3 ft lower than the
access road level :15/11/2020 10.43am :

7.1.3. Example of varying ground levels: This photo is taken from
the main access road, looking west along the path between plot 112a
and 113a, note that over 70% of this path is underwater. Its hard to
see from a photo, but the road level is approx just below the level of
the 113a text on the compost bin, in fact, the ground level below the
bin is even further down as it is submerged in about 30cm of water, and
the true estimated ground level compared to road is about
60cm/2 ft lower:
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.
Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

7.1.4. 27t December 2020: flooded plot, which is also at least 2-3
foot lower than the main access road ground level:
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Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission.

Please also look at https://kirstenmcfarlane.co.uk/stopaquind/index.php/group-
library/3-evidence for further LSA geroup member evidence.

1. References:
2.

1. National Infrastructure Planning: AQUIND Interconnector by AQUIND Limited
2. Examination Library (PDF, 1MB).
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From:

To: Aquind Interconnector

Subject: Re: EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission Reference: AQUI-
AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

Date: 02 March 2021 00:09:32

Attachments: AQUIND INTERCONNECTORdecember 23rd 2020 deadline 6 kirstenmcf.pdf

Hello, in submission 2 deadline 8 i have referred to my deadline 6 submission, rather than
include it in the post hearing notes:

in order to provide more detail on my hearing 3 speech, I ask that the
inspectorate please read my previous submission concerns regarding
concerning the environmental statement documents. I have not had, nor will
have, the chance to read the final version of the environmental proposal:

"AQUIND INTERCONNECTORdecember 23rd 2020 deadline 6 kirstenmcf.pdf"
: which I have resent for deadline 8 to inspectorate.

""Additional Objection statement: and additions to my previously
submitted comments, and responses by Portsmouth residents,
myself and councillors (deadlines 4 and 5).

by Kirsten McFarlane, Affected person and interested Party My reference:
AQUI-013

This document includes comments and updates I have written between
09/10/20 and 23/12/2020. "

On 2 Mar 2021, at 00:04, Kirsten Mcfarlane ||| GG

wrote:

EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector

Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission: 2:

Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

<K McFarlane Deadline 8 Post Hearing notes and additional submission -
AQUI-AFP1348-AQUI-013- 01-03-2021.0dt>
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Additional Objection statement:
and additions to my previously
submitted comments, and responses
by Portsmouth residents, myself and
councillors (deadlines 4 and 5).

by Kirsten McFarlane, Affected person and interested Party

My reference: AQUI-013

This document includes comments and updates | have
written between
09/10/20 and 23/12/2020.

1. 1 am writing this to try and glean some clarity on the 1000+ documents in the AQUIND planning
inspectorate folder.

2.

| have an allotment plot at Milton Piece, Portsmouth. It is in the yellow area in the proposals.

| have subsequently been told that | am an interested party and that AQUIND have been made to
acknowledge that we are tenants of this land, finally, after not recognising the fact, and deliberately
not informing us of their plans/making light of their plans, and then blaming the allotment officers/
council for not telling us. then blaming the MP for frightening us when we finally cottoned on to how
disastrous the plan was going to be for us, for portsmouth. Aquind has consistently changed their
plans, blamed others, point blank state that their changes are inconsequential. need no
consideration. AKA, the public, the councils , councillors are just to be ignored by AQUIND, or worked
around, please inspectorate, teach AQUIND that sometimes you do have to take NO as an answer.

3. I only got my allotment plot july 2020. | had never heard about the AQUIND project from any
source, until i saw a public post (not the council) on the allotment gate October 3rd 2020. It was a
poster from LETS STOP AQUIND face group book - fellow allotment holders are key admin).

Throughout the examination process AQUIND has been forced to change their plans, it seems so
many times over the years. | find this latest set of changes to their plans a blatant and arrogant ploy
to sidestep the issues raised , rather than to fix them. From what | have read in the reports, and from
public, council and MP’s reports, this seems to be a long standing communication issue by AQUIND.

4: ‘NO IMPACT’
In the October-December updates to inspectorate submissions, From the documents | have been
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able to read, AQUIND is arrogantly side stepping the issue of our existence and legal rights on their
planned route of pipe laying once again. My example of this is at the allotments, and referring to the
letters regarding allotment holders. AQUIND say they now only want rights to access underground.
they subtlety (?) removed the surface from their application. and state numerous times thereafter that
our issues are irrelevant because there is :-

“no impact on the surface”

thereby AQUIND has attempted to ‘remove” our ownership, right to reject, and they are refusing to
accept the thousands of rejections they have had to their plan , not just for this one site, our
allotment, but for all the homes, owned land, etc. that people are deeply concerned about loosing or
being irrevocably damaged by aquind. And it’s not just the land (*’surface’) which stands to be taken
over and ruined - also property values, right to a peaceful life, right to easy travel, right to live within
pollution limitations.

| dont want aquind's clay drowning my plot for ; ruining it forever. Aquind want to pump clay through
our allotments and denied it would 'have any impact 'at surface level’;. literally they are saying’ lets
pump clay through the arteries of a city; wont impact them or kill them..."' and ‘its for the
greater good'

so far aquind have changed their tune umpteen times over the past years in order to get their way.
increasing 10 fold the publics dismay and alarm.

The list of impacted elements is so extensive i have no hope to learn, understand or comment
on them all - | know and hope that other members of the public, businesses, council and Mp’s will
have provided enough evidence to the inspectorate to cover all the elements that AQUIND quite
clearly deride and admonish; essentially just for their corporate gain.

There is no benefit to Portsmouth in this plan. only destruction: Physical, financial, mental,
environmental, sociological devastation .

AQUIND must be made to find a route that doesn’t destroy lives, our environment, our nature,
our land (*AKA the Surface).

They have tried to say in their reports that they can mitigate and relocate, compensate,
renegotiate, manipulate, to make it work - this is utter rubbish. There isn’t any mitigation, nor
space to make any more errors in their plan for Portsmouth.

Portsmouth is already maxed out; and cannot in any way function or survive with one more
catastrophic load, it will indeed have an ‘impact at surface level'.

This week the police were stopping people leaving the island by one of only three roads off
the island. because of COVID tier 4. How can you imagine it would be justifiable for AQUIND to
cause city wide road grid locks over the years it will take to do this construction?.

| have read their mitigation reports on staggered development. this micro fixation doesn’t
blind us from what it actually will do the city for the years it takes to complete. Their
mitigation cant work. And | know the council and professionals have told AQUIND and the
inspector this ad nauseam.

| fully agree and wish to repeat all that the council duly noted in their briefing report of 25th
November 2020 : Every point they raise i agree with, and i will quote on section of the 21 page
report as it pertains to the allotment | rent:
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Document: 201124 Aquind Update Briefing - FINAL. Date: 25 November 2020 Report by:
Strategy Unit (Portsmouth city Council.)

*” Milton Piece Allotment Gardens

This allotment land is identified on the land plans for works requiring permanent new access
rights - and some for new connection rights. The plots were noted as special category land by
the applicant, although the Council has highlighted to the ExA that this appears to be based on
a misunderstanding by Aquind about the specific legal type of the allotments. Nonetheless,
this does not alter their significance to residents and the Council. Both these rights mean that
the allotment land will not only be subject to potential disruption during construction but also
into the future once operational. The rights of access as drafted are clearly permanent - and
the new connection rights include not only the “right to install” and “operate...the underground
electrical and fibre optic cables” but also to “maintain” the cables. To 'maintain’is understood
to include inspection, upkeep, repair, adjust, alter, improve, preserve and further includes
remove, reconstruct and replace any part of the authorised development.

If Aquind/the future developer carry out the construction works as the Council understands
was indicated to the allotments association, namely drilling under the allotments, it appears
there would be little or no impact on the allotments at that point. However, the rights sought by
the applicant by means of compulsory acquisition powers reserves the right to open dig
through the allotments. In addition, no limit is set out as to how access is to be gained to the
cables once installed other than through the surface.

It appears to the Council that there is in fact the clear potential to disrupt the cultivated
allotments and the allotment holders (who are tenants of the Council) as well the large
sections of roadways and the main car park and entrance area within certain plots.

It is of considerable concern to the Council, based upon recent communications with its tenant
allotment holders that this potential disruption does not appear in fact to have been explained
either to the Allotment Association and/or the tenants directly. For example at a presentation
held by Aquind at the allotments the Council is aware it was suggested that there would be no
surface disruption to the allotments and that there should be no reason for the holders to be
concerned.

The requirement to have extended access to the route of the new cable, as a consequence of
the rights sought for acquisition may have implications on allotment holders generally along
this route. Even if the cable were to be drilled under the allotments, as asserted by the
applicant, the permanent easement sought subsequently for 50 metres along the cable, would
directly affect around 97 allotment plots. Put simply the rights sought currently mean that
AQUIND or any successor would be permitted access to allotment plots at any time and that
this would include the right to excavate these plots throughout construction and in future to
access the cables.

None of the allotment tenants or the interests and rights they hold as tenants of the allotment
has been identified or listed within the Book of Reference or in the Land Plans, and many
allotment holders have established and cultivated their plots over many years. The Council is
working with Aquind to ensure that allotment holders are contacted by post and given an
opportunity to be entered into the Book of Reference. It is evident that the loss and disruption
caused by excavating these plots for the cable route would be devastating.

The work Order limit as shown in the Land Plans covers the whole of Milton Piece which has
some 200 allotments and part of Eastney Lake affecting 52 allotments there, plus 2 of the
main car parks and access roads and paths. All of these allotments are let to tenants and any
threat of disruption for up to 7 years would clearly be a matter of major concern and anxiety to
the affected tenants. The Council has no alternative allotment sites and waiting lists at all sites
with nearly 4 years at the Milton site. In the Council’s view, no assessment of this potential
impact and no mitigation measures or controls on these powers appear within AQUIND’s
application documents. As such the Council is highlighting the potential disruption and loss to
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allotment holders as unrecognised by the Applicant and pressuring Aquind to guarantee
through the legal Order that Horizontal Directional Drilling is the only work method permissible
in the vicinity of the allotments.

£

Please inspectorate, put a hold on this process until UK has recovered (at least ) back to max
tier 2 covid restrictions . Dont let this be the last nail in the coffin for us.

Portsmouth will have 1/3 less emergency escape routes for a heavily pollinated island if this
construction work happens. | cannot believe the inspectorate can consider this a sane idea!.
Portsmouth is overcrowded, highly polluted, high mental health issues,. there is no
‘mitigation’ that can make this plan work here.

In AQUIND’s submissions to the inspectorate they quite clearly, repeatedly, find the public and
councils input insignificant and irrelevant .In the last round of submissions AQUIND literally
(slanderously? ) passed the blame for ‘alarming’ allotment holders end September 2020 to one of the
MP’s in their response to Stephen Morgan (MP)’s objection letter. - at the time i found out about their
plan - and | know it wasn’t the council or any MP who scared and alarmed me 3rd of October when i
read the poster on the allotment gate - ONLY AQUIND alarmed me

AQUIND’s response to Stephen’s objection letter in October exemplifies AQUINDS talent for
manipulating wording and legal context.; unfortunately for AQUIND this technique has been very well
documented and now is being questioned by every person objecting to this plan. And yes, more and
more of the public are only finding out about the plan or that actually it will impact them, now. So
AQUIND trying to fob off with the excuse that they made all the deadlines for submissions and we are
too late to object etc surely cant be upheld.

| do not agree that Aquind did all they could to update new or preexisting interested parties; they did
not find and communicate with new interested parties every time they changed their plan that would
impact more new people. (including me). And then the admonish an MP for allegedly ‘alarming’ us by
informing us of the aquind plans and what it really will mean to us?

- AQUIND’s arrogant and dismissive attitude towards the public, councils, MP’s, environment,
seems to extend across the entire scope of areas affected by the the route of this plan, through
France, Portsmouth, and all the way to Lovedean.

| do not agree that aquind’s surmises their plans as sound, safe or realistic.

| am alarmed AQUIND could conclude that the application includes thorough assessment of the
environmental issues. So | tried to read (first week of October 2020) at least one environmental
document in order to fathom the 100000’s pages of documents that i have no chance to read or
understand., from their submitted evidence to the inspectorate.

After only hearing of the project October 3rd due to a notice on allotment gate by fellow plot holders, |
spent an unreasonable amount of hours trying to understand read discuss and respond to this. But i
have and i cant take on the AQUIND team - i cant do this fight as a full time job
- which is what is required to read, digest and respond to this horror; especially with COVID, and
even more so having a deadline of 23rd december 2020 to write my response by,= just after
portsmouth and south east england went into tier 4 COVID lockdown.

| had to cancel my christmas visit to haven’t seen since last christmas
because of the new tier 4 rules 20th december 2020..
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i was supposed to be going to see my family tomorrow. i am a_ my
and yet, the inspectorate expect me to submit a response by the

23rd december. to a project that should not even be discussed still. the idea of using portsmouth
should have been thrown out years ago.

now i find instead i have to do another emergency battle, and the deadline is 23rd december. | cannot
comprehend why the inspectorate and the government can allow such a deadline too stand. it is
grossly unfair and inappropriate.

Back at the start of October | looked at some of the 501 environmental documents (to date), and
focusing on newts as my example in this document, as newts are well observed across the
allotments. | have also seen bioluminescent centipedes on my allotment plot, which are exceptionally
rare,. There is an abundance wold life above and below the surface of the allotment area where

aquind wish to lay their cables including slow worms, adders, reptiles, lizards, frogs toads, bats, etc
etc etc.

My research on AQUIND’s environmental reporting - AQUIND INTERCONNECTOR
written by Kirsten McFarlane, 09/10/12.

This is my summary objection to acceptance of the environmental reports from AQUIND:

| make highlight quotes from aquind’s report text in Red:

1. AQUIND INTERCONNECTOR
EIA Scoping Report
VERSION: FINAL ISSUE
PINS REF.: EN020022
DOCUMENT: EIA SCOPING REPORT
DATE: OCTOBER 2018
a. https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020022/
EN020022-000063-AQUI%20-%20Scoping%20Report.pdf
b. Aquind’s scoping report is 604 pages long.
c. Searching the word ‘newt’ in the document only comes up with 12 times in 1 section (1 other
being a town).
i. Aquinds Reference to Newts:”
ii.  “A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) has been undertaken to inform this
Report. A detailed habitat survey was undertaken for areas within the indicative
site boundary and broad habitat mapping and identification of water bodies (for
great crested newts) was undertaken for areas up to 2560m from the Proposed
Development. The updated RLB will be assessed to identify any further water
bodies within 250m. Impacts on other protected species will also be considered,
with the revised red line.”

d. Despite saying the surveys would be carried out thoroughly over the entire area being
worked on, it seems that only the ‘station’ areas have been assessed for Newts, and
not the areas along the route planned for digging etc.

i. Screenshot of document excerpt:
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Reptiles

19.2 25. The dezk zuay did not return any reecords of rectiles wihin the viarity of tre
comverter staton. Hatdlats induding gressland fields, woodland, hedge cws
and 12gs pi es ant dobriz offer suitable h berracula ant forzging opportun lics
for the ‘our common replie species.

19.2 26. Reptile zurveys have nat becn undertzken ans are not plznnod around tre
prmnosad sonverter staban acaticons

Great Cresated Newt

19.2 27. The deek study retumed ro records of great crestsd newt Tnturus cnstatus
within the vicinly o1 e canvertsr sialisn

19.2 28. Mo watsr bocles (ponde’ ware dentifisd wizhin 250m o' the converisr siaticn
In“alions

Other Amohibi

19.2 29, The desk study dia not retum r=cords of othe amphibia~s in the vicinty of tve
convarier station optior ocations. Tesstral habitats coud suppon these
soecies, bul there wers nol any waer bodies ide ffied

i. ~ There are no ponds or area surveys for newts within the Milton Piece allotment
planned or completed.

ii.  The identified possible areas in the Milton Locks Nature Reserve next to the
allotments were systematically ‘scoped out’ of the assessment.

f. No surveys have been carried out at Milton Piece Allotments for any wildlife or
fauna; as far as i can comprehend.

g. AQUIND have not included standard reports in their investigations. E.g
referencing Record Pool: https://www.recordpool.org.uk/ : The Record Pool collects
data on herpetofauna (reptiles and amphibians) in the UK and to makes it available,
locally and nationally, for conservation purposes.

h. Almost half of the ponds visited were scoped out of the survey leaving only 33
study ponds. further scoping out reduced this humber to 24.

L]
2. Environmental Statement - Volume 3 — Appendix 16.9 — Great Crested Newt Survey
Report DATE: 14 NOVEMBER 2019
a. There are only 2 documents in over 1000 in the inspectorate folder:

Description

Aquind Limited (PDF, 8 MB)

Additional Submission accepted at the discretion of the Examining Authority - 6.3.16.9
Environmental Statement — Volume 3 — Appendix 16.9 — Great Crested Newt Survey
Report - Low Resolution

Examination > Additional Submissions
Published: 21/09/2020

Aquind Limited (PDF, 27 MB)

6.3.16.9 Environmental Statement - Volume 3 - Appendix 16.9 Great Crested Newt
Survey Report

Developer's Application > Environmental Statement

Published: 12/12/2019

b. From the 2019 document:
l. Extract 1: 'Environmental DNA (‘eDNA’) surveys were used to determine the
presence or absence of great crested newts. ... Desk study data indicated the
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presence of great crested newts within the local area, but all records were
outside the Survey Area, the closest being 300 m from the Order Limits. The
2019 great crested newt presence/absence surveys did not identify evidence
of great crested newts using ponds. While great crested newts are therefore
likely to be present within the wider local area, they are not likely to occur
within habitats which will be impacted by the Proposed Development. As a
result, this species does not present a constraint to the Proposed
Development. "

ii. Extract 2: screenshot:

Statements such as “all accessible ponds in april , may and june 2019’ scream inaccuracy: The ones
that were not ‘accessible’ were just ‘scoped out of the project survey’. Additionally only doing the
survey over a hot dry period is not conducive to accuracy in findings.

| also note that although the “additional submission” document was submitted on
21/09/20, it seems to be a rewrite/edited version of last year's document, rather than an
update for the changes that have been made this year.

It therefore looks like AQUIND have changed their plans over the past year and have
not reported or submitted new data for those changes; and is still trying to sell the
vague but exhaustively confusing documentation - 1003 documents. There is still no
reference to Milton Piece allotment surveys for example and yet AQUIND has thrown
the entire city into panic and distress, including all the allotment holders. This is
unforgivable intimidation.

On one hand it concluded that they were not able to survey properly, because of the
weather, for some planned pond sites. But then state they did find newts. Then state
that ‘newts are absent’:

“As previously discussed, the spring of 2019 was particularly dry and as a result some
ponds were dry before surveys commenced or dried up during the presence/absence
surveys. This resulted in three ponds not being surveyed, and a further four not having
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all survey visits completed or all preferable survey methods (use of bottle trapping)
used. This has meant that, when considered individually, these ponds could not be fully
assessed for great crested newts. The remaining ponds were successfully surveyed, 12
of which were found to support other species of newt. It is considered that the
conclusions of this study are reliable and that great crested newts are absent from the
Survey Area. ©

Stating that great crested newts are absent from the survey area’. This is_not
accurate, or, a distortion of the facts, boldly defined by creative ‘survey area’
definition.

3. Conclusion:

As a resident of portsmouth and allotment holder, | will continue to investigate what ‘official’ records
AQUIND have omitted from their investigations as far as | can, and what they should be including, or
have omitted from their reports.

Recorded sightings and the area of milton piece allotment and milton lake nature reserve:

Recorded sightings and the area of milton piece allotment and milton lake nature reserve are within
the 1km grid square Records for NGR square SZ6799

: are within the 1km grid square Records for NGR square SZ6799:
e common frog
e slow-worm
e common lizard
e (12 x Records)
e Show record data for SZ6799
Milton piece allotment and milton lake nature reserve are within the 1km grid square
Records for NGR square SZ6799:
e common frog
e slow-worm
e common lizard
e (12 x Records)
Show record data for SZ6799

Work in progress:

Milton allotments and the milton lake nature serresece fall into the same grid square which had no
studies by aquind done.
grid sqaure su60 and south sz69

https://www.movable-type.co.uk/scripts/latlong-os-gridref.html

SZ 67472 99649 Enter OS grid references or latitude/longitude values into the test boxes to try out
the calculations:

OS Grid Ref TG 51409
13177

Lat/Lon (WGS84)
(SW corner of grid square)

Lat/Lon (OSGB36)
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no longer used (since

)

https://gridreferencefinder.com/
99a plot

Grid Reference

Grid Reference

SZ 67487 99652

Grid Reference (6 figure)
SZ674996

X (Easting) , Y (Northing)
467487 , 099652

Latitude , Longitude (decimal)
50.792515, -1.0438804

Latitude , Longitude (degs, mins, secs)
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Additionally, | have looked up the grid references and can see that the ponds studied conveniently
seem be unlikely newt habitats. | would be interested to know from locals at each of the survey points
listed in the environmental report, what sightings of newts they have had? It would be nice to at least
question if they deliberately choose unviable sites to survey, and omitted sites that should have been
included?

| also want to encourage everyone to formally record their sightings of newts and all other wildlife to
respective official records. | also want to check how to get this year’s recent sightings confirmed and
published as ‘official’, so if anyone can help work out that, or know, it would really help to know!

We need to actually have a ‘robust’ amount ‘official’ sightings recorded, with photographs, time date,
notes preferably recorded to present for our objection against AQUIND’s plans for Portsmouth,
lovedean and the surrounding area.
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NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK

At a nafional coniext, plenning palicy is driven by the Natonal Planning Policy
Framewcrk ('NPPF'} (2019). The NPPF sets out, amongst other points, how 2t Bn
ovarview lavel the
“pleming systenn should contribule (o end enhance the nalonal and locel
cnvirorment by.

I1PS ware campiad r 2011, The | rfrastristure Planning Cammiseion was abolishad the
inrerts Lacalier Act 2071 waish transfersad e decisian making powars in Al casas ta the
It Secretary of Stale.

DINTERCONNECTOR \WSP
lef.: ZNO20C22

'l Rt Envirenmental Skalernenl Apperdix 6.9 Groal Credded Newl Keporl Navember 2018
D Lariled Pagedof 21

AQUIND==

* __.recagnising tha wider benafila of ecoayalen services;

¢ minimieing impacte on Biodhversity and providing net gains In hiodiversity wiere
passitie, contribudfing o the Govermmant’s cammifmeant to halt ithe overall decline
in bindiveraidy, including by asfablishing coharant acological nelwerke thst ara
more reshient to current and futwe pressuves. ..

The NPPF states that this should be achieved thicugh local planning develooment
frameworks and gives recommendations for eritena based policies which recognise
tha hierarcny of designated aites which range fram inlernaticnally impartant hahitst,
te Survey Areas af impartance at a lacz! level and ensure thel profection iz

“commensurate with thew status and gives appropniale weight o their

impartance and the contribution that they make to wider ecological networks ™
A list of principies which local planring authoritics should fellow vhen determining
planning applications is induded in the NPPF which indudes the fallowing:

« W significant harm resufting from a developmen! cannol be avoided . adequalely
mitigated, or, as last resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be
refused,

o L..opportunities fo incorporate biociversity (n and around deveicpments should be
encowaged; and

*  planning permission should be refused for development resufting i the loss or
defenoration of irepleceable nebitals, including encient woodland. .Unless the
rnead far. and bhensfils of, the develapmen! in that location cieany oufwsigh the
foss...”
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list of principles which local planning authoritics should follow when determning
lanning applications is indudead in the NPPF which includes the following:

"W significant harm resuting from a devefopment cannol be aveiaed. . ad=qualaly
mittagated, of, as fast resort, compensated for, then piannmg penmission should oo
refused,

.. oppartunitias fo ncorporafe Sadiversily in and around oevelopments shoufd be
ancouraged: and

psnning parmesaion showid be refused for devaiopment rasulting in the Daa or
delencraiion of irepleceelis hebilals, nicluding ancent vroodland...unfess the
nead for, and benefits of, the developrient in that localion cléany outwsian the

loss...”
[TERCONNEZCTOR vrep
ENO2(0Z2
i Erviranmattal Satament Appendin 6.3 Great Grested Nevat Repart Neenmber 2019
rled Page 6 of 21

In particular the

last paragraph:

“if significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided...adequately mitigated, or, as last
resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be refused; ...opportunities to incorporate
biodiversity in and around developments should be encouraged; and planning permission should be
refused for development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats, including
ancient woodland...unless the need for, and benefits of, the development in that location clearly
outweigh the loss...”

23/12/2020
Addendum:

My new comments and additions to responses previously submitted by Portsmouth residents,
myself and councillors (deadlines 4, 5and, 6).

| also include here the writings | have shared on social media including discussions on the Lets stop
aquind page. | had hoped to be able to have time and brain power to consolidate this document into
something a bit shorter, hopefully not repetitive; but the deadline is today, and | need to cover all the
things | have been thing about the past 3 months since | learned of the AQUIND project.



13 of 21

| absolutely agree and support this statement by an fellow objector:

It summarises everything | believe therefore | summarise my opposition to the plan, and the changes
proposed because :

I OBJECT TO Aquind destroying Portsmouth's (already minuscule) green space, polluting
Portsmouth's (already dangerous) air, disrupting Portsmouth's (already overloaded) road
network and endangering Portsmouth's (already threatened) wildlife... for up to 7 years.’

| object to Aquind building what is effectively a huge power station on green belt land, 250
metres away from the boundary of the South Downs National Park.

I object to Aquind's entirely opaque offshore funding of £1.2 billion for the from the British
Virgin Isles, or Aquind's

commitment to green energy sources.’
| object to the inadequate opportunities for the public to be represented in the (highly technical
and legalistic) planning process, intrinsically favouring the applicant.

—21/12/2020

On of my cousin’s shared this article with me, and | hope the inspectorate seriously
investigates these issues.
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This is the poster | have put on my allotment website, business pages, and social media:

https://kirstenmcfarlane.co.uk/PlotDeSpecialK/

Blog - Plot De Special K

CONTINUING BATTLE WITH AQUIND - THISI'LL
DEFEND!

| only received documents today from AQUIND to submit to be added to book of reference....
and oh so vague and intro basically restates the obvious LIE: ' no affect at surface level'. no
info on defining what an interested party or affected person is, or what that means legally.
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no acknowledgement of the hundreds of (new) objections given in october 2020, other than,
from as many of the newest documents i could stand or bear to read; AQUIND has
CHANGED their plan to now not include 'some’ surface areas , including allotment plots, but
not the paths we need to access our plots..... hmmm. ?!? a very clear example of the
extremes AQUIND WILL GO TO, TO BEND THE TRUTH, and manipulate an entire city into
letting one corporation utterly control them and manipulate them, and disrupt their lives ....

but then, also, | note, they also literally wrote to the local MPs and council blaming them for
freaking us out, we; the allotment holders, by letting us know of AQUINDS plan. ERRR. NO. |
will be looking at legal action for slander on that. - the council/MP's didn't 'scare' us or tell us
of your plan - My only finding out about the monster corporate destruction plan Oct 3rd 2020,
from a community notice post on the gate of the allotment, despite it being in the works for
years ; is literally sickening.

AQUIND is hiding behind very slick tactics to stick to the minimum examination rules and
haven't been informing all residents. and yeh aquind. we do know now. some more of us. and
many thousands more residents, the entire city WILL begin to know.

AQUIND - you cant hide your plan anymore, delude or manipulate us more, by going the ' its
all really deep underground and doesn't have any impact at surface level' route. ERR NO. lol .

10000sss of documents and complicated, evasive, and precisely worded to avoid giving us
any help in understanding or objecting to your plans, or the formal letters you sent - do NOT
cut it. WE ARE NOT FOOLED.

We will say this to the examiners.

and we hope they will listen to the entire population and NOT your utter nonsense hidden in
fancy icing. that takes the biscuit.

GO AWAY, bake your dessert and eat it elsewhere. take your batter and bake it elsewhere.

you get the idea. AQUIND [
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Page 1 of 3

WARNING
STOP AQUIND FROM DEVASTATING
OUR CITY & ALL AREAS THROUGHOUT THEIR
PLANNED ROUTE TO LOVEDEAN:

AQUIND REPEATEDLY SAY TO THE EXAMINERS THAT
THE PLAN HAS 'NO IMPACT AT SURFACE LEVEL'
on residents, allotment holders, planned route, living
by stations etc. - WHICH IS NOT ACCURATE OR FAIR -
| DO NOT AGREE!

PLEASE URGENTLY LOOK INTQ THIS PROJECT YOURSELVES:

YOU CAN HAVE HOPE OF GIVING YOUR
LAST MINUTE OBJECTION TO THE EXAMINERS.

PROTECT YOUR:

LEGAL RIGHTS, ALLOTMENTS, HOMES, HEALTH, SPORTS
GROUNDS, PARKS, WILD LIFE RESERVES, & ABILITY TO LIVE
WITHOUT HARDSHIP: ROADS, ACCESS, DISRUPTION, POLLUTION,
WELLBEING.

ME: KIRSTEN McFARLANE:
ALLOTMENT HOLDER, AFFECTED PERSON & INTERESTED PARTY:

KirstenMcFarl K/PlotDeSpecialK/
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Page20f3

AND
COMMUNITY FACEBOOK GROUP:

LETS STOP AQUIND:
https://www.facebook.comigroups/939949843156027

NO to disrupting traffic and businesses

NO to destroying wildlife habitats

NO to grabbing land, property and allotments
NO to airand noise pollution

NO to the AQUIND electrical interconnector!

Woare lncal paoph epacsedrathelaving of thisusdergrund cGableandagyatthe lazkod coreutitior
Dhd you krow 1k route from Franzawilllane o Bastroy 34 mntivough Peramouts, Firkngren. Burorock,

Denmesd, Wasedaorille, eading £t .ovedean? Te find cut mare 1o asr Facebook group “Let's Sios ACUIND
Fease fOTTYHS 1N yOLr MINCOW I YOU 35S0 WanTic 100 ALU ND
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Page 3 of 3
ALLOTMENT HOLDERS:

We should have all been sent AQUINDS QUESTIONIONAIRE
documents by post. | received mine 30/11/2020.

IF YOU HAVEN'T RECEIVEDIT,
please tell LETS STOP AQUIND ADMIN, or me.

IF YOU DO NOT HAVE ACCESS TO A COMPUTER, MORBILE PHONE,
HAVE SPECIAL NEEDS or ANY OTHER FACTOR / NEED HELP
SUBMITTING YOUR oaues nonnaire; = LET US HELP YOU.

I am on plot 99a Miiton Piece.
| can share and print documents/info for you.

CHANGE TACK AQUIND.

Examination @ National Infrastructure planning is under way:
Electric Lines:
AQUIND Interconnector
by AQUIND Limited

T R il o B R T
east/aquind-interconnector/



From:
To: Aquind Interconnector

Subject: Re: EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8 Submission Reference: AQUI-
AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021
Date: 02 March 2021 00:24:07

Attachments: AQUIND INTERCONNECTORdecember 23rd 2020 deadline 6 kirstenmcf.pdf

Apologies,

I see that the image quality in the "AQUIND INTERCONNECTORdecember 23rd
2020 deadline 6 kirstenmcf.pdf” isn’t clear enough for the quotation images.
please can you therefore replace it with this copy: i have kept the same file
name as it is referred to in deadline 7 and 8 documents.

many thanks kirsten

On 2 Mar 2021, at 00:09, Kirsten Mcfarlane _

wrote:

Hello, in submission 2 deadline 8 i have referred to my deadline 6 submission,
rather than include it in the post hearing notes:

in order to provide more detail on my hearing 3 speech, I ask that
the inspectorate please read my previous submission concerns
regarding concerning the environmental statement documents. I
have not had, nor will have, the chance to read the final version
of the environmental proposal:

"AQUIND INTERCONNECTORdecember 23rd 2020 deadline 6
kirstenmcf.pdf" : which I have resent for deadline 8 to
inspectorate.

""Additional Objection statement: and additions to my
previously submitted comments, and responses by
Portsmouth residents, myself and councillors (deadlines 4
and 5).

by Kirsten McFarlane, Affected person and interested Party My
reference: AQUI-013

This document includes comments and updates I have written
between 09/10/20 and 23/12/2020. "

<AQUIND INTERCONNECTORdecember 23rd 2020 deadline 6
kirstenmcf.pdf>

On 2 Mar 2021, at 00:04, Kirsten Mcfarlane

T .

EN020022: AQUIND Interconnector

Kirsten McFarlane: Deadline 8
Submission: 2:



Reference: AQUI-AFP1348, AQUI-013. 01/03/2021

<K McFarlane Deadline 8 Post Hearing notes and additional
submission - AQUI-AFP1348-AQUI-013- 01-03-2021.odt>
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Additional Objection statement:
and additions to my previously
submitted comments, and responses
by Portsmouth residents, myself and
councillors (deadlines 4 and 5).

by Kirsten McFarlane, Affected person and interested Party

My reference: AQUI-013

This document includes comments and updates | have
written between
09/10/20 and 23/12/2020.

1. 1 am writing this to try and glean some clarity on the 1000+ documents in the AQUIND planning
inspectorate folder.

2.

| have an allotment plot at Milton Piece, Portsmouth. It is in the yellow area in the proposals.

| have subsequently been told that | am an interested party and that AQUIND have been made to
acknowledge that we are tenants of this land, finally, after not recognising the fact, and deliberately
not informing us of their plans/making light of their plans, and then blaming the allotment officers/
council for not telling us. then blaming the MP for frightening us when we finally cottoned on to how
disastrous the plan was going to be for us, for portsmouth. Aquind has consistently changed their
plans, blamed others, point blank state that their changes are inconsequential. need no
consideration. AKA, the public, the councils , councillors are just to be ignored by AQUIND, or worked
around, please inspectorate, teach AQUIND that sometimes you do have to take NO as an answer.

3. I only got my allotment plot july 2020. | had never heard about the AQUIND project from any
source, until i saw a public post (not the council) on the allotment gate October 3rd 2020. It was a
poster from LETS STOP AQUIND face group book - fellow allotment holders are key admin).

Throughout the examination process AQUIND has been forced to change their plans, it seems so
many times over the years. | find this latest set of changes to their plans a blatant and arrogant ploy
to sidestep the issues raised , rather than to fix them. From what | have read in the reports, and from
public, council and MP’s reports, this seems to be a long standing communication issue by AQUIND.

4: ‘NO IMPACT’
In the October-December updates to inspectorate submissions, From the documents | have been
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able to read, AQUIND is arrogantly side stepping the issue of our existence and legal rights on their
planned route of pipe laying once again. My example of this is at the allotments, and referring to the
letters regarding allotment holders. AQUIND say they now only want rights to access underground.
they subtlety (?) removed the surface from their application. and state numerous times thereafter that
our issues are irrelevant because there is :-

“no impact on the surface”

thereby AQUIND has attempted to ‘remove” our ownership, right to reject, and they are refusing to
accept the thousands of rejections they have had to their plan , not just for this one site, our
allotment, but for all the homes, owned land, etc. that people are deeply concerned about loosing or
being irrevocably damaged by aquind. And it’s not just the land (*’surface’) which stands to be taken
over and ruined - also property values, right to a peaceful life, right to easy travel, right to live within
pollution limitations.

| dont want aquind's clay drowning my plot for ; ruining it forever. Aquind want to pump clay through
our allotments and denied it would 'have any impact 'at surface level’;. literally they are saying’ lets
pump clay through the arteries of a city; wont impact them or kill them..."' and ‘its for the
greater good'

so far aquind have changed their tune umpteen times over the past years in order to get their way.
increasing 10 fold the publics dismay and alarm.

The list of impacted elements is so extensive i have no hope to learn, understand or comment
on them all - | know and hope that other members of the public, businesses, council and Mp’s will
have provided enough evidence to the inspectorate to cover all the elements that AQUIND quite
clearly deride and admonish; essentially just for their corporate gain.

There is no benefit to Portsmouth in this plan. only destruction: Physical, financial, mental,
environmental, sociological devastation .

AQUIND must be made to find a route that doesn’t destroy lives, our environment, our nature,
our land (*AKA the Surface).

They have tried to say in their reports that they can mitigate and relocate, compensate,
renegotiate, manipulate, to make it work - this is utter rubbish. There isn’t any mitigation, nor
space to make any more errors in their plan for Portsmouth.

Portsmouth is already maxed out; and cannot in any way function or survive with one more
catastrophic load, it will indeed have an ‘impact at surface level'.

This week the police were stopping people leaving the island by one of only three roads off
the island. because of COVID tier 4. How can you imagine it would be justifiable for AQUIND to
cause city wide road grid locks over the years it will take to do this construction?.

| have read their mitigation reports on staggered development. this micro fixation doesn’t
blind us from what it actually will do the city for the years it takes to complete. Their
mitigation cant work. And | know the council and professionals have told AQUIND and the
inspector this ad nauseam.

| fully agree and wish to repeat all that the council duly noted in their briefing report of 25th
November 2020 : Every point they raise i agree with, and i will quote on section of the 21 page
report as it pertains to the allotment | rent:
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Document: 201124 Aquind Update Briefing - FINAL. Date: 25 November 2020 Report by:
Strategy Unit (Portsmouth city Council.)

*” Milton Piece Allotment Gardens

This allotment land is identified on the land plans for works requiring permanent new access
rights - and some for new connection rights. The plots were noted as special category land by
the applicant, although the Council has highlighted to the ExA that this appears to be based on
a misunderstanding by Aquind about the specific legal type of the allotments. Nonetheless,
this does not alter their significance to residents and the Council. Both these rights mean that
the allotment land will not only be subject to potential disruption during construction but also
into the future once operational. The rights of access as drafted are clearly permanent - and
the new connection rights include not only the “right to install” and “operate...the underground
electrical and fibre optic cables” but also to “maintain” the cables. To 'maintain’is understood
to include inspection, upkeep, repair, adjust, alter, improve, preserve and further includes
remove, reconstruct and replace any part of the authorised development.

If Aquind/the future developer carry out the construction works as the Council understands
was indicated to the allotments association, namely drilling under the allotments, it appears
there would be little or no impact on the allotments at that point. However, the rights sought by
the applicant by means of compulsory acquisition powers reserves the right to open dig
through the allotments. In addition, no limit is set out as to how access is to be gained to the
cables once installed other than through the surface.

It appears to the Council that there is in fact the clear potential to disrupt the cultivated
allotments and the allotment holders (who are tenants of the Council) as well the large
sections of roadways and the main car park and entrance area within certain plots.

It is of considerable concern to the Council, based upon recent communications with its tenant
allotment holders that this potential disruption does not appear in fact to have been explained
either to the Allotment Association and/or the tenants directly. For example at a presentation
held by Aquind at the allotments the Council is aware it was suggested that there would be no
surface disruption to the allotments and that there should be no reason for the holders to be
concerned.

The requirement to have extended access to the route of the new cable, as a consequence of
the rights sought for acquisition may have implications on allotment holders generally along
this route. Even if the cable were to be drilled under the allotments, as asserted by the
applicant, the permanent easement sought subsequently for 50 metres along the cable, would
directly affect around 97 allotment plots. Put simply the rights sought currently mean that
AQUIND or any successor would be permitted access to allotment plots at any time and that
this would include the right to excavate these plots throughout construction and in future to
access the cables.

None of the allotment tenants or the interests and rights they hold as tenants of the allotment
has been identified or listed within the Book of Reference or in the Land Plans, and many
allotment holders have established and cultivated their plots over many years. The Council is
working with Aquind to ensure that allotment holders are contacted by post and given an
opportunity to be entered into the Book of Reference. It is evident that the loss and disruption
caused by excavating these plots for the cable route would be devastating.

The work Order limit as shown in the Land Plans covers the whole of Milton Piece which has
some 200 allotments and part of Eastney Lake affecting 52 allotments there, plus 2 of the
main car parks and access roads and paths. All of these allotments are let to tenants and any
threat of disruption for up to 7 years would clearly be a matter of major concern and anxiety to
the affected tenants. The Council has no alternative allotment sites and waiting lists at all sites
with nearly 4 years at the Milton site. In the Council’s view, no assessment of this potential
impact and no mitigation measures or controls on these powers appear within AQUIND’s
application documents. As such the Council is highlighting the potential disruption and loss to
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allotment holders as unrecognised by the Applicant and pressuring Aquind to guarantee
through the legal Order that Horizontal Directional Drilling is the only work method permissible
in the vicinity of the allotments.

£

Please inspectorate, put a hold on this process until UK has recovered (at least ) back to max
tier 2 covid restrictions . Dont let this be the last nail in the coffin for us.

Portsmouth will have 1/3 less emergency escape routes for a heavily pollinated island if this
construction work happens. | cannot believe the inspectorate can consider this a sane idea!.
Portsmouth is overcrowded, highly polluted, high mental health issues,. there is no
‘mitigation’ that can make this plan work here.

In AQUIND’s submissions to the inspectorate they quite clearly, repeatedly, find the public and
councils input insignificant and irrelevant .In the last round of submissions AQUIND literally
(slanderously? ) passed the blame for ‘alarming’ allotment holders end September 2020 to one of the
MP’s in their response to Stephen Morgan (MP)’s objection letter. - at the time i found out about their
plan - and | know it wasn’t the council or any MP who scared and alarmed me 3rd of October when i
read the poster on the allotment gate - ONLY AQUIND alarmed me

AQUIND’s response to Stephen’s objection letter in October exemplifies AQUINDS talent for
manipulating wording and legal context.; unfortunately for AQUIND this technique has been very well
documented and now is being questioned by every person objecting to this plan. And yes, more and
more of the public are only finding out about the plan or that actually it will impact them, now. So
AQUIND trying to fob off with the excuse that they made all the deadlines for submissions and we are
too late to object etc surely cant be upheld.

| do not agree that Aquind did all they could to update new or preexisting interested parties; they did
not find and communicate with new interested parties every time they changed their plan that would
impact more new people. (including me). And then the admonish an MP for allegedly ‘alarming’ us by
informing us of the aquind plans and what it really will mean to us?

- AQUIND’s arrogant and dismissive attitude towards the public, councils, MP’s, environment,
seems to extend across the entire scope of areas affected by the the route of this plan, through
France, Portsmouth, and all the way to Lovedean.

| do not agree that aquind’s surmises their plans as sound, safe or realistic.

| am alarmed AQUIND could conclude that the application includes thorough assessment of the
environmental issues. So | tried to read (first week of October 2020) at least one environmental
document in order to fathom the 100000’s pages of documents that i have no chance to read or
understand., from their submitted evidence to the inspectorate.

After only hearing of the project October 3rd due to a notice on allotment gate by fellow plot holders, |
spent an unreasonable amount of hours trying to understand read discuss and respond to this. But i

and i cant take on the AQUIND team - i cant do this fight as a full time job
- which is what is required to read, digest and respond to this horror; especially with COVID, and
even more so having a deadline of 23rd december 2020 to write my response by,= just after
portsmouth and south east england went into tier 4 COVID lockdown.

| had to cancel my christmas visit to haven’t seen since last christmas
because of the new tier 4 rules 20th december 2020..
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i was supposed to be going to see my family tomorrow. _ my
and yet, the inspectorate expect me to submit a response by the

23rd december. to a project that should not even be discussed still. the idea of using portsmouth
should have been thrown out years ago.

now i find instead i have to do another emergency battle, and the deadline is 23rd december. | cannot
comprehend why the inspectorate and the government can allow such a deadline too stand. it is
grossly unfair and inappropriate.

Back at the start of October | looked at some of the 501 environmental documents (to date), and
focusing on newts as my example in this document, as newts are well observed across the
allotments. | have also seen bioluminescent centipedes on my allotment plot, which are exceptionally
rare,. There is an abundance wold life above and below the surface of the allotment area where

aquind wish to lay their cables including slow worms, adders, reptiles, lizards, frogs toads, bats, etc
etc etc.

My research on AQUIND’s environmental reporting - AQUIND INTERCONNECTOR
written by Kirsten McFarlane, 09/10/12.

This is my summary objection to acceptance of the environmental reports from AQUIND:

| make highlight quotes from aquind’s report text in Red:

1. AQUIND INTERCONNECTOR
EIA Scoping Report
VERSION: FINAL ISSUE
PINS REF.: EN020022
DOCUMENT: EIA SCOPING REPORT
DATE: OCTOBER 2018
a. https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020022/
EN020022-000063-AQUI%20-%20Scoping%20Report.pdf
b. Aquind’s scoping report is 604 pages long.
c. Searching the word ‘newt’ in the document only comes up with 12 times in 1 section (1 other
being a town).
i. Aquinds Reference to Newts:”
ii.  “A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) has been undertaken to inform this
Report. A detailed habitat survey was undertaken for areas within the indicative
site boundary and broad habitat mapping and identification of water bodies (for
great crested newts) was undertaken for areas up to 2560m from the Proposed
Development. The updated RLB will be assessed to identify any further water
bodies within 250m. Impacts on other protected species will also be considered,
with the revised red line.”

d. Despite saying the surveys would be carried out thoroughly over the entire area being
worked on, it seems that only the ‘station’ areas have been assessed for Newts, and
not the areas along the route planned for digging etc.

i. Screenshot of document excerpt:
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Reptiles

19.2.25. The desk study did not return any records of reptiles within the vicinity of the
converter station. Habitats including grassland fields, woodland, hedgerows
and logs piles and debris offer suitable hibernacula and foraging opportunities
for the four common reptile species.

19.2.26. Reptile surveys have not been undertaken and are not planned around the
proposed converter station locations.

Great Crested Newt

19.2.27. The desk study returned no records of great crested newt Triturus cristatus
within the vicinity of the converter station.

19.2.28. No water bodies (ponds) were identified within 250m of the converter station
locations.

Other Amphibi

19.2.29. The desk study did not return records of other amphibians in the vicinity of the
converter station option locations. Terrestrial habitats could support these
species, but there were not any water bodies identified.

i. ~ There are no ponds or area surveys for newts within the Milton Piece allotment
planned or completed.

ii.  The identified possible areas in the Milton Locks Nature Reserve next to the
allotments were systematically ‘scoped out’ of the assessment.

f. No surveys have been carried out at Milton Piece Allotments for any wildlife or
fauna; as far as i can comprehend.

g. AQUIND have not included standard reports in their investigations. E.g
referencing Record Pool: https://www.recordpool.org.uk/ : The Record Pool collects
data on herpetofauna (reptiles and amphibians) in the UK and to makes it available,
locally and nationally, for conservation purposes.

h. Almost half of the ponds visited were scoped out of the survey leaving only 33

study ponds. further scoping out reduced this humber to 24.
[ ]

2. Environmental Statement - Volume 3 — Appendix 16.9 — Great Crested Newt Survey
Report DATE: 14 NOVEMBER 2019
a. There are only 2 documents in over 1000 in the inspectorate folder:

Description

Aquind Limited (PDF, 8 MB)

Additional Submission accepted at the discretion of the Examining Authority - 6.3.16.9
Environmental Statement — Volume 3 — Appendix 16.9 — Great Crested Newt Survey
Report - Low Resolution

Examination > Additional Submissions
Published: 21/09/2020

Aquind Limited (PDF, 27 MB)

6.3.16.9 Environmental Statement - Volume 3 - Appendix 16.9 Great Crested Newt
Survey Report

Developer's Application > Environmental Statement

Published: 12/12/2019

b. From the 2019 document:
l. Extract 1: 'Environmental DNA (‘eDNA’) surveys were used to determine the
presence or absence of great crested newts. ... Desk study data indicated the
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presence of great crested newts within the local area, but all records were
outside the Survey Area, the closest being 300 m from the Order Limits. The
2019 great crested newt presence/absence surveys did not identify evidence
of great crested newts using ponds. While great crested newts are therefore
likely to be present within the wider local area, they are not likely to occur
within habitats which will be impacted by the Proposed Development. As a
result, this species does not present a constraint to the Proposed
Development. "

ii. Extract 2: screenshot:

Statements such as “all accessible ponds in april , may and june 2019’ scream inaccuracy: The ones
that were not ‘accessible’ were just ‘scoped out of the project survey’. Additionally only doing the
survey over a hot dry period is not conducive to accuracy in findings.

| also note that although the “additional submission” document was submitted on
21/09/20, it seems to be a rewrite/edited version of last year's document, rather than an
update for the changes that have been made this year.

It therefore looks like AQUIND have changed their plans over the past year and have
not reported or submitted new data for those changes; and is still trying to sell the
vague but exhaustively confusing documentation - 1003 documents. There is still no
reference to Milton Piece allotment surveys for example and yet AQUIND has thrown
the entire city into panic and distress, including all the allotment holders. This is
unforgivable intimidation.

On one hand it concluded that they were not able to survey properly, because of the
weather, for some planned pond sites. But then state they did find newts. Then state
that ‘newts are absent’:

“As previously discussed, the spring of 2019 was particularly dry and as a result some
ponds were dry before surveys commenced or dried up during the presence/absence
surveys. This resulted in three ponds not being surveyed, and a further four not having
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all survey visits completed or all preferable survey methods (use of bottle trapping)
used. This has meant that, when considered individually, these ponds could not be fully
assessed for great crested newts. The remaining ponds were successfully surveyed, 12
of which were found to support other species of newt. It is considered that the
conclusions of this study are reliable and that great crested newts are absent from the
Survey Area. ©

Stating that great crested newts are absent from the survey area’. This is_not
accurate, or, a distortion of the facts, boldly defined by creative ‘survey area’
definition.

3. Conclusion:

As a resident of portsmouth and allotment holder, | will continue to investigate what ‘official’ records
AQUIND have omitted from their investigations as far as | can, and what they should be including, or
have omitted from their reports.

Recorded sightings and the area of milton piece allotment and milton lake nature reserve:

Recorded sightings and the area of milton piece allotment and milton lake nature reserve are within
the 1km grid square Records for NGR square SZ6799

: are within the 1km grid square Records for NGR square SZ6799:
e common frog
e slow-worm
e common lizard
e (12 x Records)
e Show record data for SZ6799
Milton piece allotment and milton lake nature reserve are within the 1km grid square
Records for NGR square SZ6799:
e common frog
e slow-worm
e common lizard
e (12 x Records)
Show record data for SZ6799

Work in progress:

Milton allotments and the milton lake nature serresece fall into the same grid square which had no
studies by aquind done.
grid sqaure su60 and south sz69

https://www.movable-type.co.uk/scripts/latlong-os-gridref.html

SZ 67472 99649 Enter OS grid references or latitude/longitude values into the test boxes to try out
the calculations:

OS Grid Ref TG 51409
13177

Lat/Lon (WGS84)
(SW corner of grid square)

Lat/Lon (OSGB36)
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no longer used (since

)

https://gridreferencefinder.com/
99a plot

Grid Reference

Grid Reference

SZ 67487 99652

Grid Reference (6 figure)
SZ674996

X (Easting) , Y (Northing)
467487 , 099652

Latitude , Longitude (decimal)
50.792515, -1.0438804

Latitude , Longitude (degs, mins, secs)
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Additionally, | have looked up the grid references and can see that the ponds studied conveniently
seem be unlikely newt habitats. | would be interested to know from locals at each of the survey points
listed in the environmental report, what sightings of newts they have had? It would be nice to at least
question if they deliberately choose unviable sites to survey, and omitted sites that should have been
included?

| also want to encourage everyone to formally record their sightings of newts and all other wildlife to
respective official records. | also want to check how to get this year’s recent sightings confirmed and
published as ‘official’, so if anyone can help work out that, or know, it would really help to know!

We need to actually have a ‘robust’ amount ‘official’ sightings recorded, with photographs, time date,
notes preferably recorded to present for our objection against AQUIND’s plans for Portsmouth,
lovedean and the surrounding area.
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NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK

At a national context, planning policy is driven by the National Planning Policy
Framework (‘NPPF’) (2019). The NPPF sets out, amongst other points, how at an
overview level the
“planning system should contribute to and enhance the national and local
environment by:

IPS were compiled in 2011. The Infrastructure Planning Commission was abolished the
iments Localism Act 2011 which transferred its decision making powers in all cases to the

it Secretary of State.

D INTERCONNECTOR WSP
‘ef.: EN020022

ent Ref.: Environmental Statement Appendix 16.9 Great Crested Newt Report November 2019
D Limited Page 4 of 21

AQUID==

* ...recognising the wider benefits of ecosystem services;

* minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where
possible, contributing to the Government's commitment to halt the overall decline
in biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological networks that are
more resilient to current and future pressures...”

The NPPF states that this should be achieved through local planning development
frameworks and gives recommendations for criteria based policies which recognise
the hierarchy of designated sites which range from internationally important habitat,
to Survey Areas of importance at a local level and ensure that protection is

“commensurate with their status and gives appropriate weight to their

importance and the contribution that they make to wider ecological networks.”
A list of principles which local planning authorities should follow when determining
planning applications is included in the NPPF which includes the following:

= “if significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided...adequately
mitigated, or, as last resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be
refused;

* ...opportunities to incorporate biodiversity in and around developments should be
encouraged; and

* planning permission should be refused for development resulting in the loss or
deterioration of irreplaceable habitats, including ancient woodland...unless the
need for, and benefits of, the development in that location clearly outweigh the
loss...”
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list of principles which local planning authorities should follow when determining
lanning applications is included in the NPPF which includes the following:

“if significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided...adequately
mitigated, or, as last resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be
refused;

...opportunities to incorporate biodiversity in and around developments should be
encouraged; and

planning permission should be refused for development resulting in the loss or
deterioration of irreplaceable habitats, including ancient woodland...unless the
need for, and benefits of, the development in that location clearly outweigh the

loss...”
[TERCONNECTOR WSP
EN020022
Ref.: Environmental Statement Appendix 16.9 Great Crested Newt Report November 2019
mited Page 5 of 21

In particular the
last paragraph:

“if significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided...adequately mitigated, or, as last
resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be refused; ...opportunities to incorporate
biodiversity in and around developments should be encouraged; and planning permission should be
refused for development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats, including
ancient woodland...unless the need for, and benefits of, the development in that location clearly
outweigh the loss...”

23/12/2020
Addendum:

My new comments and additions to responses previously submitted by Portsmouth residents,
myself and councillors (deadlines 4, 5and, 6).

| also include here the writings | have shared on social media including discussions on the Lets stop
aquind page. | had hoped to be able to have time and brain power to consolidate this document into
something a bit shorter, hopefully not repetitive; but the deadline is today, and | need to cover all the
things | have been thing about the past 3 months since | learned of the AQUIND project.
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| absolutely agree and support this statement by an fellow objector:

It summarises everything | believe therefore | summarise my opposition to the plan, and the changes
proposed because :

I OBJECT TO Aquind destroying Portsmouth's (already minuscule) green space, polluting
Portsmouth's (already dangerous) air, disrupting Portsmouth's (already overloaded) road
network and endangering Portsmouth's (already threatened) wildlife... for up to 7 years.’

| object to Aquind building what is effectively a huge power station on green belt land, 250
metres away from the boundary of the South Downs National Park.

I object to Aquind's entirely opaque offshore funding of £1.2 billion for the from the British
Virgin Isles, or Aquind's

commitment to green energy sources.’
| object to the inadequate opportunities for the public to be represented in the (highly technical
and legalistic) planning process, intrinsically favouring the applicant.

—21/12/2020

On of my cousin’s shared this article with me, and | hope the inspectorate seriously
investigates these issues.
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This is the poster | have put on my allotment website, business pages, and social media:

https://kirstenmcfarlane.co.uk/PlotDeSpecialK/

Blog - Plot De Special K

CONTINUING BATTLE WITH AQUIND - THISI'LL
DEFEND!

| only received documents today from AQUIND to submit to be added to book of reference....
and oh so vague and intro basically restates the obvious LIE: ' no affect at surface level'. no
info on defining what an interested party or affected person is, or what that means legally.
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no acknowledgement of the hundreds of (new) objections given in october 2020, other than,
from as many of the newest documents i could stand or bear to read; AQUIND has
CHANGED their plan to now not include 'some’ surface areas , including allotment plots, but
not the paths we need to access our plots..... hmmm. ?!? a very clear example of the
extremes AQUIND WILL GO TO, TO BEND THE TRUTH, and manipulate an entire city into
letting one corporation utterly control them and manipulate them, and disrupt their lives ....

but then, also, | note, they also literally wrote to the local MPs and council blaming them for
freaking us out, we; the allotment holders, by letting us know of AQUINDS plan. ERRR. NO. |
will be looking at legal action for slander on that. - the council/MP's didn't 'scare' us or tell us
of your plan - My only finding out about the monster corporate destruction plan Oct 3rd 2020,
from a community notice post on the gate of the allotment, despite it being in the works for
years ; is literally sickening.

AQUIND is hiding behind very slick tactics to stick to the minimum examination rules and
haven't been informing all residents. and yeh aquind. we do know now. some more of us. and
many thousands more residents, the entire city WILL begin to know.

AQUIND - you cant hide your plan anymore, delude or manipulate us more, by going the ' its
all really deep underground and doesn't have any impact at surface level' route. ERR NO. lol .

10000sss of documents and complicated, evasive, and precisely worded to avoid giving us
any help in understanding or objecting to your plans, or the formal letters you sent - do NOT
cut it. WE ARE NOT FOOLED.

We will say this to the examiners.

and we hope they will listen to the entire population and NOT your utter nonsense hidden in
fancy icing. that takes the biscuit.

GO AWAY, bake your dessert and eat it elsewhere. take your batter and bake it elsewhere.

you get the idea. AQUIND is [
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WARNING
STOP AQUIND FROM DEVASTATING
OUR CITY & ALL AREAS THROUGHOUT THEIR
PLANNED ROUTE TO LOVEDEAN:

AQUIND REPEATEDLY SAY TO THE EXAMINERS THAT
THE PLAN HAS 'NO IMPACT AT SURFACE LEVEL"'
on residents, allotment holders, planned route, living
by stations etc. - WHICH IS NOT ACCURATE OR FAIR -
| DO NOT AGREE!

PLEASE URGENTLY LOOK INTO THIS PROJECT YOURSELVES:

YOU CAN HAVE HOPE OF GIVING YOUR
LAST MINUTE OBJECTION TO THE EXAMINERS.

PROTECT YOUR:

LEGAL RIGHTS, ALLOTMENTS, HOMES, HEALTH, SPORTS
GROUNDS, PARKS, WILD LIFE RESERVES, & ABILITY TO LIVE
WITHOUT HARDSHIP: ROADS, ACCESS, DISRUPTION, POLLUTION,
WELLBEING.

ME: KIRSTEN McFARLANE:
ALLOTMENT HOLDER, AFFECTED PERSON & INTERESTED PARTY:

www.KirstenMcFarlane.co.uk/PlotDeSpecialK/
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AND
COMMUNITY FACEBOOK GROUP:

LETS STOP AQUIND:
https://www.facebook.com/groups/939949843156027

NO to disrupting traffic and businesses

NO to destroying wildlife habitats

NO to grabbing land, property and allotments
NO to air and noise pollution

NO to the AQUIND electrical interconnector!

We are local people opposed to the laying of this underground cable and angry at the lack of consultation.

Did you know the route from France will land at Eastney and run through Portsmouth, Farlington, Purbrook,
Denmead, Waterlooville, ending at Lovedean? To find out more join our Facebook group ‘Let’s Stop AQUIND’.
Please put this in your window if you also want to stop AQUIND.
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ALLOTMENT HOLDERS:

We should have all been sent AQUINDS QUESTIONIONAIRE
documents by post. | received mine 30/11/2020.

IF YOU HAVEN'T RECEIVED IT,
please tell LETS STOP AQUIND ADMIN, or me.

IF YOU DO NOT HAVE ACCESS TO A COMPUTER, MOBILE PHONE,
HAVE SPECIAL NEEDS or ANY OTHER FACTOR / NEED HELP
SUBMITTING YOUR QUESTIONNAIRE; — LET US HELP YOU.

| am on plot 99a Milton Piece.
| can share and print documents/info for you.

CHANGE TACK AQUIND.

Examination @ National Infrastructure planning is under way:
Electric Lines:
AQUIND Interconnector
by AQUIND Limited

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/south-
east/aquind-interconnector/






