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HINKLEY POINT C CONNECTION EN020001 
 

WRITTEN REPRESENTATION ON BEHALF OF 
 

BADGWORTH PARISH COUNCIL REF 10029585 
COMPTON BISHOP PARISH COUNCIL REF 10029624 

MARK PARISH COUNCIL REF10029583 
            
 
Mr C White                          
Senior Case Manager 
Hinkley Point C Connection 
Major Applications and Plans Directorate 
The Planning Inspectorate 
Temple Quay House 
Temple Quay 
Bristol 
BS1 6PN  
 
Dear Mr White, 
 
The following statement is submitted on behalf of three Parish Councils who have been working in 
conjunction with mutual interests and concerns for the last five years in relationship to National 
Grid’s proposal for a 400-000KV transmission overhead line from Hinkley Point C to Seabank. Part of 
this transmission will run through the three parishes.  
 
From the start of National Grid’s consultation in 2009, the three Parish Councils have objected to 
this transmission proposal. 
 

Introduction 
We have been advised to submit a joint written representation to highlight our common concerns 
and objections to this proposal.  We urge the examining panel to also read the individual written 
representations for more details and evidence on the effects that this proposed transmission will 
have on each of our communities and landscape. 
 
The Parish Councils are the duly elected representatives of their parishes which lie in Section B and 
Section C on the Somerset Levels and in the Mendip Hills AONB.  In responding to National Grid’s 
options for the Hinkley Point C Connection Project it was believed that they had 3 key roles to play. 
These were;  
  

1) To ensure that local people were properly consulted, 
2) To reflect their views on the adequacy of consultation and on the information  

 provided in responding to National Grid  
3) To inform other relevant statutory consultees of the views of their electorate 

 including those of the Councils. 
 
It is fully understood that National Grid will have to deliver an upgraded electrical transmission 
system to accommodate the needs of Hinkley Point C, and that the company will also have to plan 
for renewable energy sources which are being proposed; Wind Turbines both off and on shore and 
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Solar farms.  We also appreciate that new generators have to be sourced for the benefit of the 
country. 
 
It’s now 7 years since NG was first approached by EDF to connect to the Grid. They identified in 2007 
that route 1a was the route with the least number of constraints. Subsequent Optioneering Reports 
dismissed sub-sea as technically difficult and costly and GIL’s as ‘new technology’.  With the evidence 
since provided and gained by various sources together with the Government’s requirement for an 
independent costing study to clarify NG’s claims, we believe that subsea is feasible.  Transmission by 
Gas Insulated Lines has been used in many countries for years including a short, tested length in the UK 
(with no problems).  
National Grid’s Optioneering Report identifying that undergrounding was 12 to 17 times more 
expensive than overhead transmission was misleading especially for those members of the public who 
had accepted and responded accordingly to NGs statements without query.  In National Grid’s quest to 
provide an efficient, coordinated and economical system of electricity transmission the adverse effects 
to the countryside and its communities has not been given adequate consideration.  It is our belief that 
the benefits of this proposal do not outweigh the significant adverse effects to the Mendip Hills AONB 
and the Somerset Levels and Moors.  
It is the opinion of the Parish Councils that the requirements within paragraph 2.8.4 of the National 
Policy Statement EN5 have not been met. 
 
‘2.8.4 Where possible, applicants should follow the principles below in designing the route of their 
overhead line proposals and it will be for applicants to offer constructive proposals for additional 
mitigation of the proposed overhead line. While proposed underground lines do not require 
development consent under the Planning Act 2008, wherever the nature or proposed route of an 
overhead line proposal makes it likely that its visual impact will be particularly significant, the 
applicant should have given appropriate consideration to the potential costs and benefits of other 
feasible means of connection or reinforcement, including underground and sub-sea cables where 
appropriate. The ES should set out details of how consideration has been given to undergrounding or 
sub-sea cables as a way of mitigating such impacts, including, where these have not been adopted 
on grounds of additional cost, how the costs of mitigation have been calculated.’  
   
National Grid, having pleaded expense as a factor in not going subsea or underground, now finds a 
considerable amount of money for other projects.  
It has recently been announced that National Grid, under a scheme called the Visual Impact 
Provision (VIP), is to make use of a £500m allocation by Ofgem to reduce the visual impact of 
existing overhead lines (that were built in the 1950s, 60s and 70s) in National Parks and AONBs and 
£24m is to be set aside for landscape enhancement initiatives such as planting trees and other types 
of screening. Thus, the consumers are paying twice for these transmission lines. Once when 
overhead lines were constructed and secondly to have them buried.    
 
Any new overhead transmission proposals have to be considered as part of the planning process.  
There has been no ‘Willingness to pay’ public surveys undertaken for new transmission 
infrastructure to be provided by less obtrusive technology, either buried or via subsea cable where 
possible and appropriate.  Surely the time has now come to consider changing National Grid’s 
default position of overhead lines to a more environmentally acceptable option.   
The three parishes and surrounding countryside will be severely affected by the proposals of 
National Grid, Compton Bishop together with Biddisham (which lies at the foot of the Mendip Hills 
AONB) and Tarnock (Biddisham and Tarnock are part of Badgworth PC) and stretching south over 
the Somerset Levels through the parish of Mark which lies at the top of Mark Moor on the Levels. 
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The current transmission line of 132,000 volts via an overhead line on 27 metre lattice towers. This 
will be replaced if National Grid is granted their DCO by the new T-pylon standing at 36metres as 
well as an increase to 400,000 volts. The undergrounding section necessitates a sealing end 
compound which will be placed at the foot of the Mendip Hills AONB and adjacent to Biddisham 
village. An option to cross the River Axe by a cable bridge is favoured by National Grid and will also 
be at the foot of the Mendip Hills AONB.  In Tarnock there is to be a works compound which will be 
sited from Q1 2016 to Q2 2022 which is 6 months longer than the DCO application and serves the 
overhead line in Section B and the undergrounding in Section C with daily use of plant and heavy 
goods vehicles. National Grid are asking for an extension of two more years to meet the request 
from EDF thus making the connection a six year period this is without any consultation with the 
public other than placing an article in a newspaper informing them of the change in the time line 
this does not take into account of the further inconvenience which will occur over this period with 
regard to the social economics and works increase. 
The Levels are a unique flat open landscape which can be seen for miles stretching out from the 
Mendip Hills and Brent Knoll. 
 
Mitigation against this proposal is difficult to achieve because of the route.  It is our belief that 
National Grid, unable to provide sufficient or effective mitigation, should seek an alternative 
route or technology that will not ruin this landscape for the next 80 years plus.   
 
Rules 1 and 2 of the Holford Rules have not been met. National Grid has not managed to - 
1. Avoid altogether, if possible, the major areas of highest amenity value, by so planning the general 
route of the line in the first place, even if the total mileage is somewhat increased in consequence.  
2. Avoid smaller areas of high amenity value or scientific interest, by deviation; provided that this 
can be done without using too many angle towers (i.e. the more massive structures which are used 
when lines change direction).  

 
With the increase in size of the T pylons Rule 4 cannot be achieved, i.e. to choose tree and hill 
backgrounds wherever possible. 
 
The Electricity Act should also provide the protection of the countryside.  It ‘confers a duty upon 
National Grid under Section 38 and Schedule 9 to ensure that it has regard to amenity when carrying 
out its undertakings. Schedule 9 states that a licence holder, such as National Grid, has a general 
responsibility when formulating proposals for new electric lines to: “have regard to the desirability 
of preserving natural beauty, of conserving flora, fauna and geological or physiographical features 
of special interest and of protecting sites, buildings and objects of architectural, historic or 
archaeological interest; and shall do what [it] reasonably can to mitigate any effect which the 
proposals would have on natural beauty of the countryside or on any such flora, fauna, features, 
sites, buildings or objects”.’  
 
Schedule 9 also states that National Grid has a responsibility when assessing the effects of its 
proposals to: “mitigate any effect which the proposals would have on the natural beauty of the 
countryside or any flora, fauna, features, sites, buildings or objects.” 
 
The Parish Councils are not convinced that National Grid has not adequately addressed the 
problems associated with flood risk and the problems associated with heavy prolonged rainfall.  The 
effects of the high water table, the technical difficulties with the stability of the monopole and 
monopile foundations are not clear.   
 
Power failures in adverse weather should now be a major planning consideration of any new 
transmission proposal. As climate change and the extremes in weather are a significant feature of 
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our future.  The costs of restoring supply after outages caused by adverse weather should also be a 
factor when deciding the future delivery of a stable efficient transmission. 
 
It is the view of the councils that there is a proven need and an opportunity for National Grid to fully 
utilise today’s modern and new technologies in electricity transmission in order to use the pylons as 
a last resort rather than the primary strategy of their new proposals. Alternative options are 
available and should be looked at again.  
 
The principal issues outlined in the Planning Inspectorate’s letter dated 28th November 2014 have 
been addressed in the individual Written Representations submitted by each Parish Council.  
 
 

Principal Issues 
 

1. Air Quality 
 

 Those residents living near to the haul roads and also those living close to the works 
compound in Tarnock which will also serve the undergrounding section as well as the 
overhead line in Section B will be severely affected as this compound will be in operation 
for at least 4 years.  

 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', are classified as 

high risk sites for sections B and C. Residents within 20 – 100m of the source. This will be 

an area from Kennel Lane, Webbington Road (from Crook Peak Lodge westwards), 

Webbington Hotel, Jacobs Fold and The Paddock.  

 There has been no Health Impact Assessment undertaken.  
 

2. Landscape Visual Effects 
 

 The visual impact and dominance of the proposed T-pylons, the overhead transmission 
lines, the cable sealing end compounds, undergrounding, and the associated works 
relating to the construction together with the removal of the overhead 132-000volts 
line, will have a severe impact on our landscape and communities. 

 The loss of trees and hedgerows and the effects of the infrastructure on long distance 
views in the open countryside, will also have an adverse impact on our landscape and 
communities.  However, National Grid does not guarantee the offsite planting scheme 
(enhancements) or the length of maintenance, aftercare and on-going responsibility. 

 The Holford Rules provides an inadequate mitigating rule for the impact in flat open 
country side; the visual impact will be totally unacceptable for residents and public 
amenities particularly where the proposal bisects the villages of Mark and Tarnock 
unacceptably close to dwellings and businesses. 

 The effectiveness and limitations of adequate mitigation in the flat open countryside of 
the Levels and Moors are difficult/impossible to achieve without changing the landscape.  

 The detrimental visual impact of the proposed T-pylon across The Levels from the 
Mendip AONB, to Compton Bishop, Biddisham, through Tarnock and through the village 
Mark is totally unacceptable as it stands at a height of 36 metres, with a spread of 31 
metres from diamond point to diamond point. There will be no reduction of the visual 
impact as stated by NG in this proposal of replacing the existing 132,000kv pylon at 26 
metres high plus the increase of power cables from 132,000 to 400,000 volts. The impact 
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is exacerbated by the 10 metre ‘safety zone’ at each side of each pylon where trees will 
be removed. 

 The decommissioning of the 132kv overhead transmission line and the removal of the 
line from the landscape will pose the same visual adverse effects as the construction of 
the new line. 

 

3. Draft Development Consent Order 
 

 The Parish Councils have submitted proposals for consideration to the Local Authorities.  
The Councils believe that communities that are to host major Significant National 
Infrastructure Projects should be recompensed or benefit from the scheme, as in other 
cases such as Hinkley C nuclear power station or the high speed train.  To date this is not 
agreed by National Grid who, as a private company with the monopoly in delivering high 
voltage transmission, only has an obligation to its shareholders. 

 The adverse effects of the proposed extended construction period and its impacts on the 
parishes, people, businesses and wildlife.  

 The adequacy of the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) is difficult to 
assess when this is a draft document of proposals and subject to change. Note that 
changes were submitted including a revised CEMP, by NG on 9th October 2014, 2 days 
after the deadline for Relevant Representations, 61 documents were submitted. 

 The Councils are given to understand that NG are refusing to form a Community Impact 
fund, this is unacceptable from a company such as NG. They propose to blight areas 
across The Somerset Levels and widespread views from the Mendip Hills AONB without 
a community fund there will be no compensation for those villages significantly and 
adversely affected by the intrusion which will occur with this proposal. 

 
 

4. Noise and Vibration  
 

 The noise and vibration effects from construction, operation and decommissioning will 
be significant and long term for those residents, businesses and wildlife within our 
Parishes. 

 The noise and vibration from transportation and the use of heavy machinery during the 
construction, operation, decommissioning phases will be significant to those living close 
by the haul roads, the works compound and the works associated with the 
undergrounding section and as such the impacts on their health and quality of life will be 
affected.   

 The councils also wish it to be noted that the vibration of the pile driving of the mono-
pile to a depth of some 10 metres will have an adverse effect on the community and 
dwellings close to the works. 

 The Councils therefore question the adequacy of assessment which according to 
National Grid will be negligible to minor adverse.  The Councils doubt the methodologies 
and proposed monitoring and mitigation  

 The Councils object to the proposal for Sunday and Public Holiday working hours.  
National Grid will require a period of up to one hour before and after the core hours of 
7.00am to 17.00pm during the week for start-up and close down activities and Sundays 
and Public Holidays. It is noted that heavy plant and machinery will not be used during 
this time nevertheless this will extend the nuisance.  Summer time night working is also a 
concern when residents are expecting to enjoy their surroundings and amenities.  We 
Councils urge PINS to consider the adequacy of restrictions on working hours.  
Furthermore, in Volume 5.26.5 paragraph ES 1.9.1 regarding alternative working hours 
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states that activities to include cable jointing, scaffolding and netting over railways and, 
although not mentioned,  highways, including the A38, commissioning and abnormal 
deliveries may be carried out on a 24 hour a day, seven day week basis.  This will be 
totally unacceptable especially for those residents living close by. 

 The cable transition jointing may occur at night (under cover but the position of the 
works will not be known until a contractor has been appointed) and the generator noise 
is the major source of noise egress. This work will also involve traffic movements to the 
site from the A38.    

 The Councils request that PINS establish an agreed maximum noise level and exposures 
baring these issues in mind.  

 The assessment of noise does not recognise the cumulative impact on sections B and C. 
The Mendip hills form one side of a triangular catchment with the A38 and M5 forms the 
other two sides within sections B and C encompassing Crook Peak AONB and Brent Knoll. 
Road traffic the level of road noise is continuous and increasing. The additional levels of 
noise created by the proposed works will exacerbate this problem and no mitigation is 
proposed. 

 The lack of travel plans for construction workers using the controlled crossing at 
Webbington will add to disruption of local business and people. 

 

5. Artificial Lighting 
 

 Artificial lighting will be needed during the hours of working mentioned above including 

the start-up and close-down times.  The CEMP, 5.26.1 paragraph 2.6.6 states other 

works required to be undertaken outside of the normal working hours may also require 

lighting.  These works are not explained and how they might impact the community.  

Perimeter lighting together with vehicle and plant/machinery lights will add to the 

nuisance.  A working period of 14 hours per day Monday to Saturday and 12 hours on 

Sundays will create unacceptable noise and artificial light levels. 

 An assessment of the nuisance of lighting and an acceptable restriction on its use are 
required. 

 

6. Traffic and Transportation  
 

 There are no proposals to improve roads and highways within the Parishes including the 
junction of A38 and Biddisham Lane that lies close to a blind bend and where a fatal 
accident occurred in 2011. Badgworth Parish Council disputes that the blind bend/road 
layout played no part in this accident and are concerned that the intensification of HGV 
movements travelling east to west (if Cheddar quarries are used to supply hard-core) 
and during construction phase will impact on road user’s safety.  

 There is a proposal to introduce a 30mph speed restriction on the A38 through-out 
Rooksbridge, Tarnock and Biddisham.  This will have to be in place for as long as the 
construction of the overhead line, the decommissioning of the WPD line and the 
undergrounding section is undertaken.  It is a major trunk road which has a 50mph 
speed limit through Tarnock, Biddisham and Badgworth.  When SCC introduced a 40mph 
speed limit in 2002 it was soon revoked, because of the dangerous manoeuvres and 
overtaking carried out by frustrated drivers.   

 It is proposed to have two bell-mouth accesses in Tarnock.  One on the eastbound side 
accessing the works compound, the haul road to the north and the undergrounding 
section in the AONB, and secondly on the westbound carriageway to access the haul 
road to the south towards Mark.  Construction and decommissioning traffic will travel 
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from one to the other access along the A38.  This slow moving heavy plant and HGVs will 
have a significant impact on the normal road users 

 National Grid confirmed to MPC at a public meeting that there would be no repair of 
highways before the works began and that the highways dept., would have to see to any 
repairs after the works had finished.  

 The proposed use of the public highways as haul roads will create a significant disruption 
to public traffic flow, particularly at junctions along Harp Road, Mark. 

 It is noted that NG will have banks men in place on the bell mouths to guide the 
construction traffic in and out of sites.    

 National Grid have confirmed that they do not intend to repair, surface or strengthen 
Drove Roads prior to use by heavy construction traffic. The Councils are concerned that 
long-term damage will be inflicted on these ancient routes. 

 There is a lack of information available on staff movement. Travel plans will not be 
provided including the access and egress to sites for staff and materials. There will be no 
parking provision for staff . 

 Assessment of increased traffic movement does not include the impact of works traffic 
on the busy A371/A38 junction at Cross. There is also an omission regarding the 
transport of aggregates from local quarries and their impact on the road network. 

 The additional traffic for construction workers and the impact on minor country roads 
has not been identified. The cumulative impact on residents has not been considered. 

. 
 

7. Roads and Highways  
 

 Adequacy of baseline assessment methodologies and mitigation – The proposal to 
impose a 30mph speed limit along the A38 (ref to letter from NG to Badgworth Parish 
Council dated 19.12.14) will presumably have to be in place until the undergrounding 
section is completed and the works compound at Tarnock will no longer be required 
which will be a total of 48 months under the DCO or 54 months according to National 
Grid’s proposed revised construction time to meet EDF’s connection date.  How will this 
speed limit be enforced?  The Parish Councils feel that this speed limit will cause 
frustrated drivers who will inevitably take dangerous risks, cause problems for those that 
live on or need to access the A38 because the traffic ‘bunches’ and businesses will suffer 
because the area will be avoided. 

 The impact of 30mph speed limits will create either bunching or a more steady flow of 
traffic making egress from junctions along the A38 (Mark, Biddisham, Lower Weare and  
Cross.  

 Adequacy of traffic assessment including agreement with local highway authorities and 
the Highways Agency on assessment discrepancies  

 Cumulative impacts of traffic generated from a comprehensive list of permitted and 
planned developments  

 Adequacy of the Draft Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) and its 
enforcement  

 The level of mitigation needed to ensure road safety, particularly associated with regard 
to bell mouth accesses and their associated traffic management measures.  

 Construction traffic restrictions at junctions currently operating above capacity  
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8. Flood Risk 
  

 Biddisham, Tarnock and Mark are in Flood Zone 3.  Any displacement of water will have 
an impact on the local water courses.  The large works compound at Tarnock will have a 
hard-core surface and will be surrounded by a bund of displaced topsoil with gaps to 
allow the flow of water out of the compound.  Fencing will also be raised off the ground 
to allow run-off.  However, there will be an area of 20mx20m covered in bitumen for the 
crane.  There are fears that the hard-core haul roads will not cope during prolonged 
heavy rainfall and large plant and machinery movements. 

 The Councils are concerned that the T pylons are untried and tested in the Somerset 
Levels and Moors.  The terrain and ground conditions at Eakring training centre, is 
completely different to the Levels and Moors where there is also a particularly high 
water table.   

 The NG application has not adequately addressed the probable impact of severe, long 
term wet weather and the possibility of significant pumping of the excavation trench for 
undergrounding and resulting pollution of, for example, the rivers Axe and Lox Yeo. 

 There is a lack of detail provided regarding the reinstatement including removal of 
culverts and monitoring proposals  

 The effects on ground conditions are not adequately addressed, including: 
 aquifers, particularly in areas of sensitivity during construction stage 
 Water Quality and pollution prevention 
 Haul roads and the impact of heavy plant - soil compression.  
 Impact on groundwater supply and adequacy of mitigation   

 The effects of decommissioning including the removal of T-pylon foundations are a 
concern to the Councils.  There is an intention to leave the concrete foundations in place 
when decommissioning the 132kV WPD line, to a depth of 1m. That together with the 
foundations of the new line will impact in the natural drainage of the land.  This will also 
cause problems with landowners when, over a period of time, the top-soil will be 
eroded.  

 The Councils question the adequacy of proposals for underground cable crossings of 
existing ditches and the impact of water flows around the ancient network of 
watercourses which will be blocked or re-routed. 

 

9. Health, Wellbeing and Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs)  
 

 The proposed line bisects the Hamlet of Tarnock through a pinch-point and also the 
village of Mark.  At the exhibition question and answer session held at Mark Village Hall 
on 21st September 2013, one of NG’s scientific advisors, Dr Haley Tripp, also stated that 
the safety clearance for EMF’s drop off/dissipation was approximately 60 metres.  Court 
Farm in Mark and Tarnock Cottage in Tarnock lay within 41 and 44 metres of the earth-
wire, with live wires even closer to the properties.  

 The Parish Councils support the need for a Health Impact Assessment (HIA).  

 At the Nailsea exhibition question and answer session held on 14th September 2013, 
John Swanson, National Grid’s Scientific Advisor stated that whilst there appears to be 
no causal link to illnesses such as cancer, there is some evidence to suggest that high 
magnetic fields may be associated with an increased risk childhood leukaemia (see also 
16.2.8 of the Stage 4 PIER). The Government supports precautionary measures 
recommended by The Stakeholder Advisory Group (SAGE) on extremely low frequency 
electric and magnetic fields.  The Parish Councils do not believe that sufficient 
consideration has been given to avoid the proximity of the line to Tarnock and Mark. 

 Health-related land contamination impacts  
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10. Heritage and Historic Environment  
 

Archaeology 
Within the order limits of the works compound at Tarnock is a pre-medieval settlement.  
There is a proposal to undertake excavation before the construction takes place.  The 
Parish Councils are concerned that the heavy machinery and plant together with traffic 
movement in the compound for several years will damage any buried archaeology.  There 
are no details as to when and how the excavation will be carried out or by whom. Neither 
does it explain how long the process will last but it will add to the accumulated effect of 
the construction and development in this location.  

 
Settings of Heritage Assets  

National Grid’s Design and Access Statement, May 2014 states that ‘There are a number of 
Listed Buildings and archaeological areas identified in the Sedgemoor Local Plan as being 
of County Importance. Much of this section of the route is also identified as being within 
the floodplain.’ 
 
In the PIER Volume 2.6 Figure 7.2.6, Yew Tree Farm Tarnock is depicted as a Business 
Receptor.  However, the business includes a very large children’s nursery with 100+ 
places.  This should have also been notated as Education and Community Facilities 
Receptor.   Yew Tree Children’s Nursery, Tarnock (the house) is a listed property (that also 
has portable classrooms) within 300 metres of the works compound assess.  It is not 
included at all in the application documents, Volume 5.12.2, Appendix 12A List of Sensitive 
Receptors or in Volume 5.15.1, Socio Economics and Land Use, Table 15.25, ‘Community 
Facilities within Local Area of Influence’.  However, Tanyard Nurseries, Turnpike Road in 
Lower Weare is included in Volume 5.12.2 (Sensitive Receptor) and assessed as a School!  
It grows strawberries.  This is obviously a problem when the author is reliant on desk-top 
data.  

 
 

11. Socio-Economic Effects  
 

 In Tarnock the proposal will have a greater operational visual impact on Acacia Farm’s 
tourist/camping site (B1 H110). Your attention is drawn to Volume 5.3.3.1, Project 
Description Figures 3.1 to 3.2, sheet 6 of 20.  This clearly shows that the Order Limits and 
proposed line, with its haul road and pylon LD31, will cut through Acacia Farm’s well 
established camping business which has been built up by the family over many years.  
The camping business uses static features, like yurts, tepees, and a wooden lodge as well 
as tents in a 5 acre meadow.  The owners have confirmed that they will be unable to 
continue with this business.  The proposal therefore will have a negative effect on 
tourism in the area.  

 In Mark the line is proposed to over sail Southwick farm LD14 where the owners have 
just converted two barns into holiday lets.  

 There will be a direct impact on the businesses of The Webbington Hotel and Country 
Club, Webbington Farm Holiday cottages and stables in Kennel Lane. Compton Bishop 
has a number of houses used for holiday letting, the tranquillity of the countryside is the 
main marketing advantage. These businesses will be severely impacted. 

 The Parish Councils and Action Groups have argued that socio-economic costs are not 
given in monetary form which results in an unfair comparison of the alternative 
dismissed options against capital costs which is in monetary form.  National Grid must 
make a balanced assessment of the benefits of reducing any adverse environmental and 
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other impacts of new infrastructure against the costs and technical challenges of doing 
so.  The Parish Councils feel that this has not been undertaken and therefore does not 
meet the requirements in NPS EN5, paragraphs 2.8.4, 2.8.8 and 2.8.9. 

 The consultation was based on a four year programme of work. The period has been 
extended by 50% to six years. Therefore the impact on the poorly addressed socio-
economic issues will be considerably greater and have not been adequately taken into 
account during the consultation period. The impact of the installation of underground 
and overhead lines and on-going impact of overhead lines and Sealing End Compounds 
have not addressed the socio-economic issues for the affected residents and locations 
both in the short and the long term.  

 Agreement and funding for the repair of highway assets subject to extraordinary use as a 
result of the project and for maintenance of rural roads and structures. National Grid 
have confirmed that they do not intend to repair, surface or strengthen Roads prior to 
use by heavy construction traffic. The Councils are concerned that long-term damage will 
be inflicted on these ancient routes. 

 

12. Public Rights of Way (PRoW) 
  

 PROW’s, closed during the works period, will be fenced. Alternate routes should be 
located and signposts erected.  

 Permitted routes may be traversed by fencing and restrict their continued use. These 
routes should be identified and alternate routes located. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Conclusion 
As we conclude this response it should be noted that there are concerns that any further slippage in 
the timetable will compromise the consultation process. Town and Parish Council elections will be 
held in May 2015 and Councillors who have been representing their towns or parishes in this 
consultation may not be re-elected. Adequate replacements will not have the level of knowledge or 
experience gained over the past five years to participate effectively in the examination process and 
local views will, therefore, be compromised.  
It is the view of the councils that there is a proven need and an opportunity for National Grid to fully 
utilise today’s modern and new technologies in electricity transmission in order to use the pylons as 
a last resort rather than the primary strategy of their new proposals. Alternative options are 
available and should be looked at again.  
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