
 
 
 

Clementine Belles
Sticky Note
None set by Clementine Belles

Clementine Belles
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by Clementine Belles

Clementine Belles
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by Clementine Belles



Rob Shipway Local Resident and Interested Party (Ref ) Supplementary Objection to East Pye |  2 

 

 Introduction 

This note accompanies the correspondence of National Grid Electricity Transmission plc 
(NGET), dated 20 October 2026 (EIR 234), and National Energy System Operator (NESO), 
dated 19 October 2026 (FOI/26/225). Appendices 1 and 2 and my request to both 
organisations requesting an internal review of their responses 27.10.26.  It is offered as 
supplementary evidence, subject to the Examining Authority’s (ExA’s) permission to accept 
late submissions. It does not replace my original objections or the source letters (which in 
any case, NGET and NESO have both replicated in their response).  

1. Purpose, scope and evidential approach 

My objections concerning the possible proliferation of electricity generation and storage 
infrastructure, the cumulative consequences of a new Great Moulton transmission node 
and a possible Norwich Main–Great Moulton–Yaxley energy corridor prompted two 
complementary requests under the Environmental Information Regulations 2004 (EIR). I 
acknowledge the distinction between matters established by the responses, reasonable 
inferences and hypotheses requiring examination. The requests themselves prove no 
proposition about future projects. 

There is also an immediate matter independent of any future energy hub: whether the 400 
kV substation and transmission connection upon which East Pye depends are sufficiently 
settled, consentable and environmentally assessed within the development now before the 
ExA. 

2. My two assertions and why I requested evidence 

Assertion 1 - potential strategic overprovision (NGET). The proposed Great Moulton 400 kV 
substation may have a physical scale, configuration, connection capability or future 
expansion provision exceeding what East Pye alone requires. This is a hypothesis, not an 
allegation of unjustified engineering. Operational resilience, efficient network configuration 
and futureproofing may be sound explanations; the distinction should nevertheless be 
made transparent. 

Assertion 2 - project geography and the connections pipeline (NESO). NESO may hold 
recorded information beyond the public TEC Register concerning where prospective 
generation and storage projects would be physically located and their intended connection 
arrangements. The register’s connection-site name is not a site plan. Some proposals may 
not proceed; others may have sufficiently developed locations to inform a proportionate 
cumulative assessment. 

The requests therefore address the potential supply of connection infrastructure (NGET) 
and prospective demand for it, including geographic consequences (NESO). They are 
complementary, not interchangeable.  
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3. What has been disclosed and what remains unresolved 

Subject NGET: 20 October 2026 NESO: 19 October 2026 Examination 
significance 

Connection 
agreement 

East Pye offered “Long 
Stratton 400 kV”; typical 500 
MW customer connection 
needs one bay. 

TEC Register records 
contractual connection 
sites supplied by 
Transmission Owners. 

The contractual 
designation does not fix 
a physical substation or 
layout. 

Substation 
site/design 

No agreed DCO 
location/design; NGET says it 
would not construct at the 
location shown. No preferred 
alternative. 

Does not design/own the 
infrastructure. 

Deliverability, land 
limits, alternatives and 
assessment require 
reconciliation. 

Other users 

Will not design solely around 
East Pye to disadvantage 
future customers; no 
completed customer bay 
allocation. 

Holds information in 
scope; surviving listed 
schemes Gate 1; further 
geography withheld. 

No proof of committed 
multiple connections, 
but potential multi-user 
assumptions remain 
untested. 

Node identification 
Cannot confirm Node A, Long 
Stratton and DCO location are 
one physical asset. 

States TO advises 
contractual connection 
site. 

Physical/electrical 
mapping of designations 
is indispensable. 

Environmental 
assessment 

No separate NGET cumulative 
assessment identified. 

Location information 
withheld under EIR 
12(5)(e). 

Applicant must justify its 
assessment and explain 
exclusions/uncertainty. 

 
Sources for the table: NGET EIR 234, Answers 1–12, pp. 1–4; NESO FOI/26/225, pp. 2–5. A “no 
information held” response, when accurate, does not require NGET to create a new study under the 
EIR; it also does not answer whether the DCO evidence is sufficient. 

4. North Anglia Connection Node A, Long Stratton and Great Moulton: a material 
unresolved identity question 

NGET’s Answer 4 confirms that its records describe East Pye’s offered connection as “Long 
Stratton 400 kV” but that it cannot confirm that “North Anglia Connection Node A”, “Long 
Stratton” and the substation depicted in the East Pye DCO are the same physical asset. It 
states that the physical DCO site and layout have not been agreed and would not be 
constructed as shown. NESO in turn states that the Transmission Owner advises the 
connection designation appearing in NESO’s offer and TEC Register. A public contractual 
name is therefore not a verified physical point or fixed geographical location. 

The uncertainty could have at least three explanations: (i) the terms describe one future site 
under differing names; (ii) they describe different nodes or voltage-specific facilities which 
may or may not be physically co-located; or (iii) some terms are provisional 
contractual/network labels whose physical implementation has yet to be determined. It 
would be unsound either to count every label as a separate substation or to treat them as 
confirmed synonyms. 
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Question to resolve Reason it matters 
Are Node A 400 kV, any Node A 132 kV designation 
and Long Stratton 400 kV the same or different 
electrical nodes? 

Potential number and character of substations, 
possible distribution interface and future physical 
footprint. 

What geographic/electrical relationship exists 
among Norwich Main, Great Moulton/Long Stratton, 
Node A and Yaxley? 

Basis for the proposed energy-corridor scenario and 
associated network modifications. 

For each relevant TEC entry, which connection node 
is offered and is it provisional? 

Avoids assuming that projects with local-sounding 
names necessarily rely on the East Pye node. 

Which circuits, busbars, transformers and 
associated works would each arrangement require? 

Tests the Rochdale Envelope, overhead-line 
changes, land take and worst-case landscape 
effects. 

Would a solution outside Work No. 4A or the Order 
limits be required? 

May entail a distinct consent route, assessment, 
consultation and programme. 

 

I invite the ExA to seek a jointly reconciled, appropriately redacted single-line electrical 
schematic and geographic plan from NGET and NESO, showing the current contractual 
labels, existing and proposed physical nodes, voltage levels, relevant circuits and the 
position of East Pye’s Work No. 4A. The drawing should distinguish confirmed facts from 
possible configurations and show what cannot yet be determined. If customer identities 
cannot be disclosed, an anonymised node-level explanation would still have substantial 
value. 

5. A mismatch between the 2023 connection agreement and the DCO proposal 

The East Pye Grid Connection Statement (APP/7.12) records a June 2022 application, an 
October 2022 offer and a July 2023 bilateral connection agreement with NESO for 500 MW 
export/import, following engagement with NGET. It also presents the new substation and 
related works in the DCO, with NGET expected to design, construct, own and operate the 
transmission assets. A bilateral connection contract is not the same as an agreed 
engineering drawing, and this distinction should I feel be accepted. 

Nevertheless, NGET’s October 2026 response says it has not agreed the location or design, 
would not construct the substation at the location shown, is still considering alternatives 
and has no settled overhead-line turn-in. The ExA should seek a documented chronology of 
exchanges since 2022/2023, including what NGET actually accepted when the applicant 
finalised its DCO parameters, whether any position has changed, and whether “location 
shown” refers to an illustrative positioning, the whole of Work No. 4A or the wider area. 

6. Rochdale Envelope: legitimate flexibility and its limits 

Current Planning Inspectorate EIA guidance recognises that the definitive location of an 
onshore substation/grid connection point can sometimes remain flexible. Such flexibility 
requires sufficiently defined parameters and an assessment of the likely significant effects 
of the reasonable worst case. It is not reasonable to move essential development outside 
the permitted limits or leave material impacts unassessed. 
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Potential change Is this likely to be within an 
appropriately assessed envelope? Necessary ExA scrutiny 

Equipment orientation or 
internal switchgear 
arrangement 

Potentially, where maximum 
dimensions and effects are secured. 

Height, noise, visual receptors 
and operational risk. 

Relocation within Work No. 4A Potentially, not automatically. Environmental effects vary by 
position and land constraints. 

New or relocated towers / 
changed overhead-line turn-in 

Only if works and worst-case effects 
are authorised and assessed. 

Line routes, tower heights, 
access, ecology and landscape. 

Larger compound/additional 
land or facilities Not automatically. DCO order limits, land powers, 

project description and effects. 

Substation at a different site 
outside Order limits 

Not through the existing envelope 
alone. 

Separate consent or change 
procedures and cumulative 
assessment. 

Future customer expansion Depends what is authorised and 
assessed. 

Differentiate present build from 
speculative later works. 

 

The ExA should require the applicant and NGET to identify whether the scheme NGET is 
realistically likely to build falls within the authorised and assessed envelope, not simply 
that future detailed design can be resolved after consent. 

7. Potential future connections, engineering necessity and confidentiality 

NGET says that it would not design a new site solely for East Pye in a way that prejudices 
future customers. That is not itself evidence of an undisclosed queue of deliverable 
developments or strategic overprovision. But it warrants a counterfactual question: would 
NGET select materially different land, bays, busbars or overhead-line arrangements if East 
Pye were the only future customer? If so, which requirements arise from resilience, generic 
futureproofing, wider network plans or identifiable prospective connections? 

NGET mainly relies on EIR Regulation 12(4)(a) because specified studies and detailed 
records have not been prepared. NESO acknowledges holding geographical information 
within scope but withholds additional details under Regulation 12(5)(e). These are legally 
different positions. The organisations also refer to one another: NGET directs connection-
contract status to NESO, while NESO says the Transmission Owner identifies the 
connection site. The result is an evidential gap: I do not contend this is proof of deliberate 
circular evasion. 

Commercial confidentiality can be legitimate, including during land negotiations. The ExA 
should nevertheless examine whether less precise, non-identifying information could 
reveal an environmental pattern without disclosing commercially sensitive details. A lawful 
EIR refusal does not in itself obviate the need for a DCO environmental assessment. 

 

Clementine Belles
Sticky Note
None set by Clementine Belles

Clementine Belles
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by Clementine Belles

Clementine Belles
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by Clementine Belles



Rob Shipway Local Resident and Interested Party (Ref ) Supplementary Objection to East Pye |  6 

8. Further concerns arising from the NGET response 

NGET 
answer Concern Focused clarification 

2 No completed NGET appraisal of 
sites/configurations. 

What alternatives did the applicant assess and 
on what engineering evidence? 

6–7 No agreed boundary/layout or confirmation 
that DCO land and powers suffice. 

Can essential construction and operational 
works fit within Order limits? 

8 No settled programme; possible later Town 
and Country Planning Act application. 

What is the delivery sequence and relationship 
between consent routes? 

1, 7 Double-circuit turn-in is a normal NGET 
preference but not yet designed. 

What line diversions/towers are needed and 
which alternatives have been assessed? 

9–10 No completed multi-user/132 kV/UKPN 
arrangement. 

Is a distribution interface or wider operational 
function being safeguarded? 

11 No separate NGET cumulative assessment. How has the applicant accounted for NGET 
works and reasonably foreseeable projects? 

 

9. Project status and proportionate cumulative assessment 

NESO confirms that RPC Elmya Gissing (PRO-004657) is terminated and had appeared 
erroneously in the register in October 2026. This project should not be treated as a current 
live connection entry. The response describes the other listed entries as Gate 1 where they 
currently appear. Gate 1 is not planning permission, proof of an implementable scheme or 
proof of reliance on a single Great Moulton substation. 

The ExA could distinguish developments with publicly established geography, proposals 
with less defined but recorded locations, and wholly hypothetical developments. The 
evidence might support assessment of some identified projects, qualified geographical 
scenarios for others, and explicit exclusion of those too uncertain to assess meaningfully. It 
should walk the line between an assumption that every TEC project will proceed and the 
opposite assumption that commercial confidentiality renders all spatial consequences 
irrelevant. 

10. Procedural options that appear open for the ExA 

Option Possible examination action Purpose 

Written questions Questions to applicant, NGET and NESO on 
scope and extent of agreement. 

Identify gaps and points of 
dispute. 

Coordinated network 
evidence 

Single-line diagram and location map 
reconciling Node A/Long Stratton, status and 
voltage levels. 

Establish node identity and 
plausible physical works. 

Technical comparative 
evidence 

East Pye-only configuration versus 
preferred/possible wider-capacity solution. 

Test strategic overprovision 
assertion. 

Proportionate spatial 
information 

Ward/parish/area bands or other suitable 
aggregation, if held and lawfully shareable. 

Test future development 
geography. 

Issue-specific hearing Question NGET and applicant on alternative 
siting and programme. 

Test whether proposed DCO 
works are deliverable. 

Further assessment 
Targeted ES clarification, relevant reasonable 
scenarios or additional assessment where 
justified. 

Address significant effects within 
legal assessment scope. 

Report unresolved 
uncertainty 

Explain implications if essential uncertainties 
remain. 

Inform Secretary of State’s 
decision. 

 

The ExA’s ability to compel disclosure from third parties is not unrestricted, particularly if 
NGET or NESO are not participating interested parties in the Examination. The applicant can 
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nevertheless be asked to reconcile its scheme with the intended owner/operator and to 
justify the completeness of the Environmental Statement. I do not invite the ExA to 
adjudicate upon my EIR internal reviews. 

11. Summary of my requests to the ExA 

1. A joint applicant–NGET statement identifying all substantive agreements, 
differences and changes in position since the 2022 offer and 2023 bilateral 
agreement, especially the status of Work No. 4A and proposed overhead-line turn-
in. 

2. A reconciled network schematic and map addressing North Anglia Connection 
Node A (including voltage-specific variants), Long Stratton 400 kV, the DCO 
substation, Norwich Main and Yaxley, identifying confirmed, provisional and distinct 
assets. 

3. A reasoned statement of whether the NGET infrastructure actually likely to be built 
lies within DCO limits, available powers and the reasonable worst-case 
Environmental Statement; if not, the likely alternative consenting path and 
relationship with the East Pye DCO. 

4. A comparison of the East Pye-only technical requirements with the possible 
preferred network configuration and the reasons for any additional provision, 
without assuming that future customer provision is unjustified. 

5. Clarification from NESO of the connection status and categories of physical 
location information held for relevant projects, including consideration of lawful 
partial, anonymised or less precise disclosure. 

6. A transparent explanation of the cumulative development screening methodology, 
including treatment of Gate 1 projects, publicly identifiable sites, unidentified 
projects and relevant scenario testing. 

7. A delivery and consent dependency statement explaining responsible 
organisations, programme interfaces, contingencies and how any future NGET 
assessment would be coordinated with the DCO. 

12. Conclusion and evidence references 

I am not asking the ExA to adopt my hypotheses about overprovision, the emergence of a 
Great Moulton energy hub or an energy corridor. I am asking it to distinguish the immediate 
uncertainty about infrastructure essential to East Pye from questions about reasonably 
foreseeable future projects, and to test both with proportionate evidence before reaching 
its conclusions. The EIR responses disclose enough uncertainty to warrant direct 
clarification, but do not on their own establish that the application is invalid or that other 
projects will proceed. 
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Appendix 1 – NGET EIR Response 20.10.26 
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Appendix 2 – NESO EIR Response 19.10.26 
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Appendix 3 – My Request for Internal Review NGET 27.10.26 
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Appendix 4 – My Request for Internal Review NESO 
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