


Subject: Re: GridLink Interconnector - Contact Form EN - "Fibre Optic cable"
Thank you very much, David. This clears up any confusion at my end.
You may like to know that my city, Portsmouth is under siege from the Aquind Interconnector
project. Aquind's owners have pressurised the Planning Inspectorate into including 2x OR
Stations in the DCO application. This means the loss of use of 1/3 of a small but popular beach-
side carpark to accommodate a stockade housing 2 large structures to enhance the performance
of the FOC.
Hopefully the SoS at BEIS will chuck the application out.
Thanks again.
David
On Fri, 11 Jun 2021, 15:43 David Barber, wrote:
Hello David
Thank you for your inquiry.
A small fibre optic cable is included within the subsea cable bundle to provide monitoring of the
cable and help measure performance and detect any potential damage to the cable. The fibre
optic cable is installed with the two subsea cables and then connects together with the power
cables into a converter station at each end. The converter stations are designed to link the cables
to the national grids, and also provide the location for operations and control of the whole
system. “Optical regeneration stations to enable sufficient FOC capacity” are NOT required or
included in the GridLink project.
I hope that this answers your question.
Best regards
David
It is clear that ORS are required when the focus is on commercial use of spare capacity, not for
normal control and monitoring of the Interconnector. The ORS at Fort Cumberland carpark
should not be built at all. It must be removed from the Draft DCO.
Continuing with the theme of ORS, I note that in Aquind’s responses to SOS’s questions of
13/7/21, they (Aquind) have talked about a reduction of size of the ORS compounds, not the
removal of them from the scheme. SoS insisted in his demand that Aquind submit a revised DCO
with the commercial element of the FOC removed therefrom. Aquind appear to be toying with
the idea that commercial use of spare capacity is not permitted under a NSIP project. At no time
is there a clear commitment from them to change the capacity of the FOC. The SoS should insist
that the ORS be removed from the landfall site and that an FOC of the correct capacity for
control and monitoring purposes only should be installed.
There are 3 other matters concerning the Aquind Interconnector
1) Ninfield as a more logical landfall
2) The ownership of Aquind
3) Russian influence in the UK as revealed in Catherine Bolton’s “Putin’s People”
The selection of Lovedean for connection into the 400kva grid is a nonsense. When the original
departure point from France was near to Le Havre, it made sense. However, now that the French
have moved the connection point into their Grid further East, to Barnabos near Dieppe, it no
longer makes sense. One has only to refer to an Atlas covering the South coast of England and
the North coast of France. It is plain to see that the logical route to a connection point into our
400kva grid is for a landfall West of Bexhill on Sea, the shortest distance between Barnabos and
a suitable sub-station, Ninfield. Why was this ignored? Ninfield is less than 5 miles from the sea.
It would be a local planning issue rather than requiring the Planning Inspectorate’s involvement.
A shorter distance would be in everyone’s interest I would suggest. Can this not be put forward
to the applicant?



In short I trust you will find reason enough to throw out this highly damaging proposal.
Sent from Mail for Windows




