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Compton Bishop Parish Council 
 

Registration Identification Number 10029624 

 

Written Response to Hinkley C Connection Application – Project EN020001 

 

 

1. Comment 
National Grid (NG), a privately owned monopoly, has engaged in public consultations for 

their proposed Hinkley C Connection project since 2009. Throughout this period, National 

Grid has doggedly pursued its preferred option for an overhead connection. This directly 

conflicts with the feedback from the majority of the public in response to Phase 1 of this 

process which called for the more environmentally friendly options available. NG has used 

its position and financial strength to reveal the weakness of legislation which was intended 

to preserve the countryside, the environment and show consideration for the people. 

NG’s reluctance to embrace newer technologies will result in an important landscape 

marred with pylons and cables within the precious Somerset Levels for a quoted lifetime of 

80 years. The lives of people will be scarred by the six years of mechanical excavation and 

construction in their communities. The following restoration of the countryside from the 

construction site will take up to a further fifteen years. 

It is unwise to use technical options that were available and used over 60 years ago when 

modern developments and techniques enable sub-sea or Gas Insulated line technology 

with comparatively insignificant or no impact on people and the environment. 

It is apparent that the chosen route passes mostly through rural areas. This has enabled 

NG, in identifying the impact of the proposal on ‘receptors’, as low or insignificant. This 

clearly de-personalises their findings and shows a disregard for people and the rural 

community. 

  

 

2. Compton Bishop Parish Council (CBPC)  
CBPC represents the views of its parishioners and is mandated to object to the installation 

of overhead lines (OHL) because of the blight on the unique landscape of the Somerset 

Levels.  

It is acknowledged that a secure network for the transmission of electricity is essential to 

the UK people and the economy. However, the option pursued by National Grid (NG) for 

their connection from Hinkley C power station to Seabank, i.e. overhead cables on massive 

pylons with some undergrounding, is firmly opposed when environmentally friendly 

alternatives are available with less impact on both the environment and people.  

This council supports the views of the majority of the wider electorate and their response to 

Stage 1 of the consultation process in calling for a sub-sea connection to protect the 

valuable landscape which avoids the negative social and economic impact on people from 

overhead lines or traditional undergrounding.  

The visual impact of very large pylons over the flat Somerset Levels is unacceptable in this 

modern age. The option of undergrounding through the Lox Yeo valley is now seen, by 

virtue of the lengthy and environmentally destructive construction phase, as unacceptable.  

This Council supports the less intrusive options of a sub-sea cable route via the Bristol 

Channel or, alternatively, Gas Insulated Line (GIL) technology for a land based route.  
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3. Compton Bishop Parish 

The ancient Parish of Compton Bishop is located within sections B and C of the proposed 

route. The villages within the Parish of Compton Bishop (Cross, Compton Bishop, and 

Webbington) nestle unobtrusively on the southern slopes of the Mendip Hills AONB. The 

prominent feature in this rural area of Mendip is Crook Peak, a popular vantage point with 

spectacular 360 degree views. The visual aspect ranges from Cheddar Gorge and 

Glastonbury Tor to the east; the flat Somerset Levels, the flood plain of the River Axe, the 

Axe Yeo and Brent Knoll to the south; the Somerset Levels combining with Steep Holm 

and Flat Holm in the Bristol Channel to the west; the Lox Yeo Valley rising to Banwell Plain 

and Banwell Hill, to the to the north. 

The M5 and the A38 (from Shute Shelve to Brent Knoll) forms two sides of a ‘highway 

triangle’ with Compton Bishop Parish at the northern end. The western border of the Parish 

is a reluctant host to the busy M5 motorway which cuts through the Lox Yeo Valley. It is 

accepted that this part of the motorway provides a positive entry into Sedgemoor for the 

many visitors supporting the holiday and leisure industries with the wide panoramic view of 

the levels and Brent Knoll. The proposal to replace the existing WPD pylons with much 

larger T pylons and lines over the Somerset Levels would appear to comply with rule 6 of 

the Holford Rules avoiding a ‘wirescape’ to some extent. However, the replacement T 

pylon towers and associated cabling will introduce a significantly larger mass, to the 

detriment of the landscape, than the existing 132kV lattice towers of WPD.  

The Mendip Hills are identified as being a principal focus for tourism and recreational 

activities within the study area. In 2007 this area attracted 139,615 walkers, 10,070 people 

mountain biking and 6,271 people horse riding. 

The local rural economy is limited to the farming, recreational, leisure and holiday 

industries. 

 

4. National Grid Proposal - overview 
Within Sections B and C, National Grid seeks to install overhead lines on T Pylons through 

Mark and Badgworth parishes, terminating in a Sealing End Compound (SEC) at Hams 

Lane, near Biddisham. To satisfy Holford Rule 1, NG proposes to install underground 

cables from the SEC through the Lox Yeo valley, via Webbington, to Sandford. The cables 

would cross the River Axe will via a bridge and gantry or possibly underground via 

directional drilling. 

The construction of ‘T’ pylons, overhead lines, SEC and undergrounding will take 6 years 

of continuous construction activity with access to the compounds via a bell-mouth at 

Tarnock and Barton.  

 

5. National Grid Proposal – its impact 
The concept of undergrounding from the SEC at Biddisham to Sandford through the Lox-

Yeo valley will provide a benefit in respect of providing a connection to The Grid for Hinkley 

C and the removal of the 132kV lattice pylons currently on the underground route.  

However, the adjacent M5 motorway is not screened and, together with the road noise, 

continues to be a significant impact on the beauty of this area.  

The SEC at Biddisham, the possible cable bridge and gantry together with a line of T 

pylons and cables will have a negative cumulative impact on the local and wider landscape 

of the Somerset Levels. The visual impact, both at ground level and also from the vantage 

points of Crook Peak/Wavering Down, Loxton Hill and Brent Knoll will be significant. 
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Construction works for overhead lines, strung on ‘T’ pylons, a SEC and undergrounding will 

take 6 years of construction activity. Restoration and recovery of the affected countryside 

will take 3 years for grassland where pylons are located, 5 years for hedgerows and 15 

years for trees. The CSE compound will only be partially screened in the long term. The 

social and economic impact on people would be significant. National Grid indicates that it 

will take up to 21 years to restore the environment and the landscape. 

 

NG assured the public that “It is important that your views are taken into consideration and 

are properly reflected in the decision making process” (Ref: Project News Summer 2010). 

 

The impact of National Grid’s proposal has, from the outset, ignored the environmental, 

social and economic aspects of the residents impacted by this pursued an overland route. 

It has been clearly demonstrated that the consultation has paid little attention to the 

repercussions emanating from the severe impact of both the construction and long term 

legacy on the landscape and, more importantly, on people lives. Six years of excavations 

and construction with a 40 metre swathe of land. 

 

The residents and properties directly affected will be in Kennel Lane, Webbington Road 

and Barton Road. The land acquired for construction and the temporary use of land directly 

adjoins Charlotte Stables, Kennels, Kennel Cottage and The Coach House on Kennel 

Lane. The majority of the land to the west of and adjacent to Webbington Farm will be 

acquired for construction and maintenance. The Wheelwrights will be adjacent to land 

acquired for construction and for dismantling of the 132 kV towers and line. Between these 

two properties will be traffic controls for the flow of NG construction traffic on the site and 

public vehicles on Webbington Road. 

A ‘Setting Down Compound’ will be located on land acquired for temporary use adjacent to 

Barton Road, immediately opposite ‘The Paddock’. Land acquired for construction is 

located to the west of the ‘Setting Down Compound’. Access to this compound will be via 

the haul road at the Tarnock ‘bell-mouth’ entrance from the A38. 

 

6. Major Issues of National Grid’s Proposals:  
a. The failure of NG to address the major public issue identified in Stage 1 of their 

consultation, which called for an alternative to overhead connectivity and their failure to 

include technically feasible alternatives to OHL for the whole route including sub-sea and 

Gas Insulated Lines with realistic full life-time costs.  

b. Overhead lines are visually intrusive despoiling the most significant feature, the open 

landscape 

c. The extent of the Construction programme, its impact on the environment, people and 

businesses over a long period and the damage caused to the environment during the 

construction phase and restoration of habitats 

d. The lack of consideration for people, their environment and the socio-economic issues 

arising.   

 

7. Consultation 

Timeline 

A land-based route for new infrastructure is subject to The Planning Act 2008 which 

requires public consultation. National Grid commenced this process in 2009 with a target 

of mid-2012 for the application to be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate (PI). By the 

autumn of 2012 the target for submission to the PI had slipped by two years and the 
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latest revision for the completion of works has now been published with a target date of 

2022, some five years behind the original published schedule. 

 

Public Consultation 

a. The consultation programme of four stages was launched in 2009 inviting public 

participation. Compton Bishop Parish Council (CBPC) commenced its participation in 

October 2009, representing the views of its electorate. 

b. NG’s 2009 ‘Strategic Optioneering Report’ identified their preferred option to be overhead 

connection and their conclusion that a sub-sea and a fully underground connection could 

not be promoted (ref: Hinkley Point C Connection Strategic Optioneering Report 

December 2009 and Hinkley Point C Connection Strategic Optioneering Report 

Additional Information June 2010). Gas Insulated Lines were not considered as an 

alternative. 

c. Stage 1 of the consultation promoted NG’s preferred option of overhead connections 

only, which was similar to the report produced by TEP, for NG, in 2007 following a 

request for connection from EDF for Hinkley C.  

d. The larger proportion of respondees to Stage 1 rejected any of the overhead options and 

challenged the consultation on its enforced limitation of choice (ref : Hinkley Point C 

preferred Option – An Overview Sept 2011). The main concerns were the destructive 

impact of OHL on the environment and landscape, particularly relevant at that time when 

the Somerset Levels were being considered for designation a UNESCO World Heritage 

Site, which is now in abeyance due to lack of funding.  

e. The majority called for a sub-sea connection (refer: Stage 1 Consultation Feedback 

Report Appendix 6.2.9). However, NG’s response to is seen as unreliable and dismissive 

and has not been adequately addressed particularly in respect of the NPPF which 

specifies an environmental role “to contribute in protecting and enhancing our natural, 

built and historic environment”. 

f. The strategic alternatives presented in section 5.2.1.ES Object Needs and Alternatives; 

highlight the public perception that the limited scope of alternatives, the disagreement 

over true lifetime costs and the ‘willingness to pay’ surveys have not been adequately 

addressed.  

g. CBPC remains fully engaged in all aspects of the consultation process and, working with 

Mark, Badgworth and Wraxhall & Failand PC’s produced a critique for each of stages 1 to 

4 of the consultation. This critique provides additional information and references which 

support many of the issues raised in this written response (refer to the letter and critique 

sent to Chris White, Senior Case Manager on 9th June 2014). 

h. Community Forums (CF) were formed to aid the consultation process commencing in July 

2010 with 60 parish/ town councils and local interest groups. The public perception was 

that CF’s would provide a practical platform to help shape a solution which was 

compatible with public opinion. It became apparent that the participant’s role was to 

provide information to NG rather than consulting which involves listening to views and 

taking account of what is said. (ref: NG letter and ‘Community Forum Framework’ 

attachment to PC’s dated 21 Sept 2010). 

i. Members of the public, and representative councils, have become disillusioned with the 

consultation process, being unable to influence NG’s chosen option with a perception that 

their views are irrelevant. They also became disenfranchised because of the vast amount 

of documentation to be studied, the technical and legal information, the strict deadlines 

for written responses and the enormous amount of personal time demanded.  
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j. Members of the public, town and parish councillors are, unlike Statutory Consultees, un-

paid volunteers with no additional funding for technical, professional or clerical assistance 

in providing their response to this consultation. During the past five years there has been 

an alarming drop in the numbers of people and Town and Parish Councils remaining 

active in the consultation because of the commitment of time and doubting their 

competence to respond accurately.  

k. The consultations have taken, so far, over five years providing councillors with a high 

level of knowledge and experience for effective participation. The 2015 Parliamentary, 

District Council and Parish Council elections will result in some councillors not standing or 

being replaced. Even if there are willing and adequate replacements there will be a 

reduced knowledge base for the on-going consultation which would effectively 

compromise the examination process on local issues. 

 

8. Visual 

Overhead Lines  

It is acknowledged the Holford Rules have been addressed to some extent. However the 

following rules have been less than fully met to the disadvantage of the rural nature of 

section B; Rule 3 suggests Sealing End Compounds should be located in inconspicuous 

areas; Rule 4 suggests that sky backgrounds should be avoided; Rule 5 suggests 

minimising the exposure of towers on skylines and safeguarding visual links with the 

surrounding landscape; Rule 7 suggests that routes should minimise the effect on areas of 

designated county, district or local value. It is obvious that the Somerset Levels are flat and 

any 35 metre T pylon will be set against a skyline and cannot be screened by planting 

trees. The SEC at Biddisham will be fully exposed on an open section of The Levels; again 

there screening by any means will be ineffective. 

 

 In 2011, NG announced that the originally specified 45 metre lattice pylons central to 

the consultation, were being replaced with a new design of T pylons. Although shorter, 

many people consider the solid poles and cables ‘bunched’ closer will create a larger 

visual mass. 

 The proposed overhead lines throughout section B will have a significant impact on the 

landscape, specifically because of the flat, open and sensitive nature of The Somerset 

Levels. The increased size of the proposed replacement 400kV towers, and associated 

cabling, would have a dramatically negative impact on the countryside and its residents.  

 The proposed SEC at Biddisham will have a large accumulation of disparate sized and 

shaped structures with heavy cabling joining a swathe of T pylons and cables. Together 

with the  possible installation of a cable bridge near to the SEC, the visual impact will be 

detrimental and significant from the public vantage points of Crook Peak, Brent Knoll, 

M5, roads and path on The Levels. 

 With reference to Doc 5.2.2.6 ES Project need and alternatives appendix. 2K sections 

8.33 to 8.47 

o This section is both confusing and contradictory. It states that that “A new 400kV 

overhead line within Section B would have a direct negative effect on the 

Somerset Levels and Moors” and “a negative effect on trees and hedges along 

rivers, ditches or rhynes, field boundaries and roads within Section B”  and “The 

T-pylon is considered to be appear more prominent in the local landscape 

compared to the steel lattice pylons due to the T-pylon’s solid central column 

and cross beam, the „diamond‟ configuration of insulators and conductors and 
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because the conductors are closer together and form a larger element in the 

view than the separate bundles suspended from the steel lattice pylon. 

o The T-pylon would be less visible in the wider Levels and Moors landscape due 

to filtering and screening by intervening hedgerow and trees.” The Somerset 

levels are predominantly grass land with some medium height hedging. There is 

a dearth of trees due to the nature of the soil and effect of the floodplains. 

o The “filtering and screening” will be ineffective. This is substantiated in Doc 

5.7.2.1 ES Visual Effects Appendices 7A – 7D ref: B1.HH145. “Views of the 

South of Mendip Hills CSE compound where the proposed 400kV overhead line 

would largely be screened by mitigation planting with gantries visible above tree 

planting.” It is obvious that the T pylons would also be visible. 

 All corridors for OHL have an adverse impact on landscape and residents with option 

1A introducing the least level of change and impact on the Somerset Levels (refer : 

5.2.1ES Project Need and Alternatives Table 2.8) 

 NG has undervalued the landscape and its classification when it states that “Where 

there are some tensions between the policy approach and elements of the Option 

arising either from visual impacts…. it should generally receive a negative assessment” 

(ref: 3.1 Statement of Reasons: 7.18 Socio-economic effects). 

 

T Pylons 

In 2011, DEC commissioned a competition for a new pylons design. The winning design, the 

T Pylon was described by HMG as an “….innovative layout, the pylon can stand at a height 

of just 35 metres, 10 to 15 metres shorter than the traditional lattice towers.” It should be 

noted that the general public found this statement misleading and understood this statement 

to mean that the T pylon was shorter than the 132kV lattice towers presently on the route 

favoured by NG. This new design was presented as NG’s adopted design, in place of the 

originally specified lattice towers without consultation (ref 5.2.1 ES Project Need and 

Alternatives 2.7.5). T pylons replaced the lattice design for the remainder of the consultation 

period. 

 To date, no tower has yet been constructed or tested. 

  No configuration of pylons with an array of 400kV cables set at operational distances 

has been constructed or tested. 

 Maintenance and access requirements for operational T pylon installations have not 

been produced. This would have an impact on the need for access roads and 

frequency. 

 The consultation has relied upon photo montages of the locations. These are created 

with photographs of locations and artist impressions of the T Pylon installation. At 

public exhibitions, the public was not informed that “For correct perspective viewing, 

this image must be viewed at an exact distance of 300mm with one eye whilst 

curving the image in an exact arc of 79.97 degrees”.  These images are misleading.  

The photomontages presented do not provide a representative view from any 

elevated positions. The popular view for walkers is that from, Crook Peak. The view 

shown from footpaths AX21/3 and AX15/2 are not viewpoints used by the public. 

(Ref: photomontage: 5.18.2.5 Photomontages 25 to 31: picture ref: 18.2.27 – 

18.2.29) 

 There are concerns that the piling of poles into the soils of the Somerset Levels is not 

fully understood. Sections B & C have loamy and sandy soils with naturally high 

groundwater and peaty surfaces, section B also has clayey soils of coastal flats (ref: 

Cranfield University 2015. The Soils Guide) which may cause instability of towers. 
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9. Construction 
NG’s proposal is to clear a temporary track-way for vehicular access for the length of the 

overhead cables. There is no reference to a track-way for the undergrounding works which, 

it is assumed, will be included in the working area. There is no reference to access for the 

removal of the 132kV lines and pylons from Section C. 

The dimension of this track-way is unclear in the NG documentation. However the PI 

documentation states that the width is 4 m wide with crushed stone to a depth of 300-600m 

deep. (Ref: scoping opinion Proposed Hinkley to Seabank Grid connection – Planning 

Inspectorate 2013: 2.43). For undergrounding, four trenches, each 2m wide will be located 

within a 100m wide working area between the SEC at Biddisham and Sandford sub-station. 

(ref: 7.1 Planning Statement 2.2.17).   

With the possibility of flooding in section B (ref: 5.23.5.1: 5.4.4/7.2.13) necessitates the 

topsoil from section B being stored in Section C, the setting down compound is 

identified as the storage area for this topsoil. It is unclear where the soil excavated from 

the trenches will be stored or disposed. 

 

a. Working Hours  

Core working hours for the 6 year construction period are specified as 7 days per week. 

Mondays to Saturday will be from 07.00 – 1900 and 07.00 – 1700 on Sundays, 82 

working hours per week. (ref: 5.26.5 ES Draft CEMP Appendix 4 - ES1.8.1). However, 

there will be an extra hour at each end of the day making a working day 06.00 – 20.00, 

Mondays to Saturday and 06.00 – 18.00 on Sunday i.e.96 hours per week. Bank 

Holiday working appears to be not referenced. 

These extensions will include deliveries, movement to place of work, unloading, 

maintenance and general preparation works. (ref: CEMP (Volume 5.26.1 item 5.4.2). 

However activities to include cable jointing, scaffolding and netting over railways, 

commissioning and abnormal deliveries which may be carried out on a 24 hour day, 

seven day week basis.(ref: 5.4.5) 

It has been stated that piling operations will be restricted to 08.00-17.00 on weekdays 

and 09.00-14.00 on Saturdays. (ref:5.4.6). 

The impact of construction noise, traffic and lighting on residents and visitors is 

unacceptable. 

 

b. Lighting 

It is noted that it is stated that artificial lighting will be used when required, i.e.at all times 

of darkness during core hours. However, a contrary view is expressed in ‘5.26.3 ES 

Draft CEMP Appendix 2 : 2.2.37’ which states that “if lighting was required as part of 

normal working hours it is likely that it would be in the late afternoon during winter..” 

which is misleading by implying that lighting will not be used in the early hours of winter 

mornings. 

A statement on how lighting levels will be monitored and controlled will be required 

 

c. Traffic and Transport 

The overall increase in traffic on the A38, from the M5 northwards, will be an estimated 

116.4 vehicle movements (ref: 5.13 ES Air Quality and Emissions: Table 13.29). This is 

regarded as a low percentage increase not requiring emission assessment. Also the 

traffic management plan does not include A38 section between Tarnock, Cross and 

Cheddar which will be used for aggregate delivery.  
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This increase in traffic does not appear to have recognised the cumulative impact at the 

junction of the A371 and A38, Cross. Also omitted is recognition of the supply of 

aggregates being sourced from Batts Coombe and Callow Rock quarries which use this 

route. (ref 5.22.1 ES Transport Assessment: 7.5.12 ).   

There is no direct reference to Webbington Farm and its holiday cottages which is 

referred to “a group of agricultural buildings a similar distance (80m) to the east” (ref: 

5.22.1 ES Transport Assessment: 5.3.52).The impact of the controlled crossing at 

Webbington Farm has not been described and the lack of a transport plan provides no 

indication of works or public traffic movements and its impact on local people. It is noted 

that the dwelling ‘The Wheelwrights’ is not named. 

 

d. Staff Transportation  

There is a lack of information available on staff movement. Travel plans will not be 

provided (ref: 5.22.1 ES1.11) and there will be no parking provision for staff (ref: 5.22.1 

ES1.10.2) and staff are instructed not to park on surrounding streets (ref: 4.5.2). Unless 

the parking is to be policed it would seem apparent that local roads and streets will be 

congested with workers parked cars. An indication of how the instruction on parking will 

be enforced is required. 

 

e. Noise and Vibration 

The seven days a week and 12 – 14 hour working day will not only generate 

background noise but the continual noise from heavy construction vehicles and their 

reversing alarms will be significant. The noise levels will exceed threshold levels within 

79m of compounds severely impacting the local residents and visitors to The 

Webbington Hotel. (ref: 5.14 ES Noise and Vibration: 14.4.10). 

 

The proposed bunding and fencing to help to attenuate noise (ref: 5.2.4 ES Statement 

of Statutory Nuisance 4.5.3(g)) will not be effective for the location. Noise travels 

upwards, usually at an angle of 45° from the source. As the works are carried out a near 

to sea level the sounds from large compounds and trenches will not be muffled. Account 

must also be made for the effect of temperature inversion in the Somerset Levels and 

foothills. This condition will cause sound to be sandwiched between an upper layer of 

warmer air and a lower colder layer. Sound will travel longer distances extending the 

affected area required. 

 

It is clear that the extended working day and the generated noise from workers, 

equipment, lighting and machinery will have a significant and detrimental impact on 

residents. 

A statement on how noise levels will be monitored and controlled will be required. 

 

f. Air Quality and Emissions 

Fugitive emissions will be created by activities emanating from earth moving, 

construction, aggregates, vehicle movement and, later, demolition work on 132 kV pylon 

removals. 

The air pollution, especially from Earthworks and ‘trackout', which are classified as high 

risk sites for sections B and C (Ref: 5.13 ES Air Quality and Emissions: 

Table 13.29) and will affect ‘Human Receptors’ in sections B and C receptors which will 

be within 20 – 100m of the source. This will be an area from Kennel Lane, Webbington 
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Road Webbington Hotel, Jacobs Fold and The Paddock (Ref: 5.13 ES Air Quality and 

Emissions: Table (ref Tables 13.12, 13.13 and 13.8). 

In document 5.13 ES Air Quality and Emissions, NG frequently refers to the IAQM 2011 
guidance on air quality. It is noted that the document ‘IAQM Guidance on the 
assessment of dust from demolition and construction 2014’ refers to a dust 
management plan being approved by the Local Authority. This has not been made 
available or does not exist.  

 

g. Flood Risk 

With the possibility of flooding in section B (ref: 5.23.5.1) it is possible that water will 

accumulate in the trenches and flow into flood zone 1/section C. It is not clear how this 

water will be controlled or removed. 

If there is significant rainfall, as being experience in recent years, it is possible that 

pumping and/or de-watering would be necessary. It is not clear whether this excess 

water would be pumped into the rivers Lox Yeo or Axe. In view of the silting of the Axe 

and the lack of dredging, following the flooding of the Somerset Levels, mitigation 

measures should be made available.  

 

h. Environmental Restoration 

(Ref: 5.7.2.1 ES : Appx. 7B/C): Recovery of the affected countryside, after completion of 

the installation and restoration of the soil, will take 3 years for grassland where pylons 

are located, 5 years for hedgerows and 15 years for trees. The CSE compound will only 

be partially screened in the long term. Depending upon the area and phasing, the total 

restoration period would be in the region of 20 years. This length of time has a serious 

impact on the well-being of the local population and businesses and is not acceptable. 

The 3-5 years recovery period for grassland and hedgerows will have a devastating 

impact on insects, invertebrates, birds and small mammals. The food-chain for these 

species will be broken. NG’s proposal to seed soil storage mounds, which would take 

three years to mature, will not replace the species rich ancient grasslands and 

meadows. The significant decline in butterfly populations, particularly in the AOND and 

SSSI, will be at further risk during the construction and decommissioning phases.  

 

10. Socio Economic 
a. The social and economic issues for residents have been scoped out of the consultation 

process.(ref: 5.2.2.1 ES Project Need and Alternatives :7.25/6) Also 

b. From the outset of the consultation, NG has been challenged on their estimates of cost. 

Their method for calculating full-time costs, the inability to put a monetary value on 

countryside and landscape and costs of the consultation skew the real costs. Where 

costs would be slightly higher for newer technologies, NG has disregarded the 

‘willingness to pay’ surveys which prove positive for the removal of overhead lines. 

 

c. NG has not fully addressed the issue of a 6-15 year period of construction and re-

instatement of land and the financial repercussions regarding the devaluation of 

property and land of residents over this period. Many people will be compromised, 

especially when attempting to realise the value of their estate when moving due to 

employment, down-sizing or for retirement to care-home accommodation. NG has not 

“..sought to minimise and mitigate the environmental effects including socio-economic 

effects..” (ref: 3.1 Statement of Reasons: 2.3.3). 
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Compton Bishop Parish Council considers that National Grid has failed to respond to the 

wishes of the majority of people who, in responding to phase one of the consultation, called for 

the more environmentally friendly options of sub-sea, underground or GIL connection. These 

options would have little or no detrimental social, economic or ecological impacts.  

 

There has been a disregard for the well-being of the residents and their communities being 

significantly affected both by the six years of construction and the remaining legacy of massive 

pylons and overhead wire-scape over The Somerset Levels. Property owners are faced with a 

lengthy period when the value of their homes, their lifetime investment, will be dramatically 

reduced. The socio-economic issues of the general public have not been addressed. 

 

The selection, by NG, of a land based overhead line solution forced a costly and lengthy 

consultation process. The reported costs of this, around £20m, omits to include the ‘soft’ cost of 

public and Parish Council participation over the past five years. The complexity and inordinate 

length of time of the consultation process has been a major factor in the disenfranchisement, 

with reduced engagement and involvement, of the general public. 
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