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Environmental Topic  Significant 

Residual 
Effects?  

Nature of Effect  ES Reference  

Moderate adverse effects on special qualities within DVNL 
Operation: Significant effects on 38 LCTs/LCAs (Year 15)  

Major or moderate adverse effects on visual receptors within 71 
VRAs. 

Historic Environment  Yes  Operation: 

Moderate adverse effects on setting of 29 non-designated 
heritage assets  

Predicted likely significant effect on 41 designated heritage 
assets due to changes in their settings that affect their values 
during the operational (and maintenance) phase of the Project. 

Construction: 

Predicted likely significant effect on 157 designated heritage 
assets due to changes in their settings that affect their values 
during the construction phase of the Project. 

Predicted likely significant effect on 76 non-designated heritage 
assets due to changes in their settings that affect their values or 
due to physical impacts during the construction phase of the 
Project.  

6.11  

Agriculture and Soils  Yes  Construction/Operation: Temporary and permanent loss of 
approximately 172 ha of BMV agricultural land  

6.6  

Socioeconomics, Recreation and 
Tourism  

Yes  Operation: Moderate-major adverse effects on specific sites  6.15  

Traffic and Transport  Yes  Construction: Temporary moderate/large adverse effects at 12 
PARs  

6.16  

 

 























https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/677bc80399c93b7286a396d6/clean-power-2030-action-plan-main-report.pdf
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1800 MW as set out in the Security and Quality of Supply Standards18. This is 
because a fault on a highly interconnected HVDC grid without an HVDC circuit 
breaker, would cause the whole HVDC network to shut down under fault. 

3.4.24 Losing more than 1800 MW of power on the National Electricity Transmission System 
would cause a significant frequency deviation on the grid, which could lead to a 
national loss of the system. This currently limits the interconnectivity and size of 
HVDC systems. 

Response: Identification of specific locations for undergrounding  

3.4.25 The Applicant has correctly applied the policy tests in identifying locations for 
undergrounding. Further consideration of the potential to underground at Waveney 
Valley, Great and Little Waltham, Dunton Hills Garden Village and Ardleigh are 
provided in other sections of this chapter, and in 5.15 Design Development Report 
[APP-122].  

Conclusion  

3.4.26 In accordance with NPS EN-1 and EN-5 policy, the Applicant has applied the strong 
presumption of overhead lines in the correct places, and reversed that presumption in 
the circumstances of a designated National Landscape. The Project has included 
undergrounding in particular locations outside the National Landscape, having 
applied the EN-5 policies. Details are set out in 5.15 Design Development Report 
[APP-122] and 5.6 Planning Statement [APP-085]. The Project has therefore 
complied with the relevant EN-5 policies on undergrounding. 

3.5 Alternatives - Waveney Valley  

Local Authority Positions  

3.5.1 Two Local Impact Reports raised this topic in the following sections of the Local 
Impact Reports: 

Table 3.4 Alternatives - Waveney Valley - Local Impact Report coverage  

Local Authority  Paragraph(s) covering this topic 

Norfolk County Council 11.2, 11.24 - 11.30 

Suffolk County Council, Babergh District 
Council and Mid Suffolk District Council 

13.6 - 13.7 

 

Essex County Council N/A 

Thurrock Council N/A 

South Norfolk District Council N/A 

Tendring District Council N/A 

Colchester City Council N/A 

 
18 National Electricity Transmission System Security and Quality of Supply Standard, Version 2,10.9 April 2025 
https://www.neso.energy/document/358751/download 







































































https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-protected-landscapes-duty/guidance-for-relevant-authorities-on-seeking-to-further-the-purposes-of-protected-landscapes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-protected-landscapes-duty/guidance-for-relevant-authorities-on-seeking-to-further-the-purposes-of-protected-landscapes
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Table 3.14  Assessment of the substations, CSE compounds, pylons and overhead line against the five purposes of the Green Belt 

Purposes Assessment of Substations and CSE Compounds Assessment of Pylons and Overhead Line 

To check the 
unrestricted 
sprawl of large 
built-up areas 

The proposed substation at Tilbury North is not located 
adjacent to a large built-up area and would not result in 
unrestricted sprawl. The substation and associated CSE 
compounds are located as close as possible to the existing 
infrastructure where it can interface with the existing ZB and 
YYJ line in the Green Belt. 

The proposed future development sites in the wider 
surrounding area (identified as opportunity areas within the 
Regulation 18 Thurrock Local Plan) currently remain at an 
early stage in the plan-making process, and subject to 
progressing into future stages there will be opportunities for 
these potential development sites to be carefully planned 
and designed. 

Within the Green Belt in Thurrock CSE compounds are 
required to allow for modifications to the existing ZB and 
YYJ infrastructure south of the proposed Lower Thames 
Crossing (LTC) project. They do not have any physical 
connection with a settlement and have been located away 
from built up areas. Accordingly, it is considered that the 
nature of these isolated features would not facilitate future 
outward growth or constitute a form of urban sprawl that this 
purpose is seeking to constrain. The Applicant does note 
the interaction between the Project and consented Lower 
Thames Crossing (TR010032) and the EIA Screening 
submitted on behalf of Bloor Homes to Thurrock Council in 
March 2025 (Thurrock Application Reference 
25/00333/SCO) for residential development of up to 1,500 
dwellings (Use Class C3), a primary school (Use Class F1), 
retail floor space and healthcare floor space as part of a 
mixed use neighbourhood centre (Use Classes E, F1, F2, 
C3, C2, Sui Generis hot food takeaway, drinking 

There is no physical connection with any settlement, and 
the proposal would not constitute a form of urban sprawl 
that this purpose is seeking to constrain. 







 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 104  

Purposes Assessment of Substations and CSE Compounds Assessment of Pylons and Overhead Line 

To assist in 
urban 
regeneration, 
by encouraging 
the recycling of 
derelict and 
other urban 
land 

The locations of the CSE compounds required to 
underground existing overhead lines are dictated by the 
location of existing infrastructure (as set out in the 7.18 
2022 - Corridor and Preliminary Routeing and Siting 
Study [APP-356]), and therefore it would not be possible 
from an engineering perspective to locate them in an 
alternative location (such as derelict / urban land), without 
significant additional infrastructure and associated 
environmental impacts.  

The position of the proposed Tilbury North Substation has 
been subject to an iterative design development. The 5.15 
Design Development Report [APP-122] and the 6.3 
Environmental Statement Chapter 3 - Alternatives [APP-
127] detail the changes to the Project following the 2024 
statutory consultation and 2025 targeted consultations. The 
changes included connecting electrically to Tilbury 
Substation via a new substation (Tilbury North) connected 
to the existing Tilbury Substation via a modification to the 
400 kV YYJ line, rather than into the Freeport area. The 
alternative connection arrangement was developed 
following consultation feedback and technical review 
identifying challenges with the Freeport interaction and 
development constraints. It avoids potential impacts on 
economic viability of the Freeport area.   

As the location of the pylons and overhead lines is dictated 
by the location of existing infrastructure (as set out in the 
7.18 2022 - Corridor and Preliminary Routeing and 
Siting Study [APP-356]), it would not be possible from an 
engineering perspective to locate them in an alternative 
location (such as derelict / urban land), without significant 
additional infrastructure and associated environmental 
impacts. 

 



















https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000388-6.15.A2%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%2015.2%20-%20Review%20of%20Aviation%20Impact.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000388-6.15.A2%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%2015.2%20-%20Review%20of%20Aviation%20Impact.pdf
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3.18.20 The construction works are largely linear and would not occur along the entire length 
of the Project for the full duration of the construction programme. Rather, there would 
be periods of higher and lower intensity working in each specific geographical area. 
Varying shift patterns for workers and construction crews means that downtime would 
occur at specific locations within the working week. These shift patterns would be 
rolling, and with workers not undertaking a five-day working week, the days on which 
downtime may occur would vary from week to week, and working will not take place 
every weekend or bank holiday.  

3.18.21 The construction working hours set out in 3.1 Draft Development Consent Order 
[APP-056] define the maximum permissible envelope within which works may take 
place and do not indicate that construction would occur continuously or routinely 
throughout those hours. It is not typical for construction activities to take place across 
the full duration of the permitted working day, nor on every day within the defined 
hours. The inclusion of these hours provides flexibility to manage construction 
sequencing and programme resilience, including accommodating weather-related 
disruption, land access constraints, ground conditions and outage requirements 
associated with electricity transmission projects, while ensuring that works can be 
completed or secured safely. All construction activity remains subject to the controls 
set out in 7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice [Revision B].  

3.18.22 The inclusion of Sundays and bank holidays within the defined core working hours 
provides flexibility. Importantly, the core working hours permit, but do not require, 
working on Sundays and bank holidays. This flexibility is critical to maintaining 
programme resilience and avoiding a prolonged overall construction period, which 
would itself result in longer-term exposure to construction impacts. A blanket 
prohibition on Sundays / bank holidays would materially harm the deliverability of 
this critical national priority project.   

3.18.23 The assessment within Volume 6: Environmental Statement is based on a set of 
parameters, including the core working hours for the construction phase of the 
Project.    

3.18.24 6.14 Environmental Statement Chapter 14 - Noise and Vibration [APP-
256] assessed the impact to sensitive receptors from noise and vibration during the 
construction phase. The assessment concluded that with the embedded mitigation 
and controls set out in 7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice [Revision B], 
significant effects from noise and vibration during the construction phase are 
not anticipated. 7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice [Revision B] sets out 
noise and vibration limits, monitoring protocols, and reporting requirements for all 
construction activities to minimise adverse impacts during the construction phase.  

3.18.25 7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice Appendix E - Community 
Engagement and Public Information [APP-305] sets out the communications 
channels and approach to community engagement during the construction of the 
Project. A community relations team will be appointed to engage with local residents 
and provide dedicated community relations and external communications support. 
For any questions or concerns during the construction phase, residents and 
stakeholders can contact the community relations team via a range of contact 
methods. The measures set out within 7.2 Outline Code of Construction 
Practice [Revision B] will be secured via Requirement 4(a) (Construction 
Management Plans) of 3.1 Draft Development Consent Order [APP-056] within 
the final Code of Construction Practice.  
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Requirement 8 Retention and Removal of Trees, Woodland and 
Hedgerows 

3.18.36 Braintree District Council questioned whether the level of detail to be provided under 
Requirement 8 would provide sufficient safeguards for the retention of trees and 
hedgerows. The Applicant is satisfied that the requirement wording provides sufficient 
information to enable the Local Planning Authority to understand the level of 
protection to be provided.  

3.18.37 6.13.A6 Environmental Statement Appendix 13.6: Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment [APP-236] makes reference to tree protection measures in section 
13.1.7 and signposts the reader to 7.4 Outline Landscape and Environmental 
Management Plan [Revision C] for further information. Section 7 therein makes 
reference to the production of an Arboricultural Method Statement following detailed 
design and to be agreed with the relevant Local Planning Authorities prior to 
construction activity commencing. This is also referenced in Section 13.4.14 of 
6.13.A6 Environmental Statement Appendix 13.6: Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment [APP-236]. Commitment reference B13 in 7.4 Outline Landscape and 
Environmental Management Plan [Revision C] states a tree survey will inform 
construction exclusion zones (informed by root protection areas) as a result of any 
changes to the baseline. 

Requirement 9 Reinstatement Planting Plan 

3.18.38 Essex County Council and Thurrock Council commented on the time period proposed 
to monitor and replace tree and hedgerow planting. 

3.18.39 The Applicant considers the five-year monitoring period for tree and hedgerow 
replacement planting is sufficient to ensure successful establishment and is in line 
with other recent Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects including The National 
Grid (Bramford to Twinstead Reinforcement) Order 2024 and The National Grid 
(Yorkshire Green Energy Enablement Project) Development Consent Order 2024. 
The monitoring period is adaptive, as stated within 7.4 Outline Landscape and 
Ecological Management Plan [Revision C] which includes like-for-like replacement 
or consideration of alternative species based on site-by-site conditions and the 
reasons for failure. The Applicant considers this approach to be in accordance with 
Requirement 9(7) (reinstatement planting plan) of 3.1 Draft Development Consent 
Order [APP-056] which secures the replacement of any trees or hedgerows planted 
as part of an approved reinstatement planting plan that, within a period of five years 
after planting, are removed, die or become seriously damaged or diseased. 

3.18.40 The Applicant notes that a 10-year aftercare and replacement period is not standard 
practice for reinstatement planting along linear DCOs or planning permissions, where 
a five-year establishment and replacement period is typically applied and is widely 
accepted as sufficient to secure successful establishment. 

3.18.41 The five-year period only relates to areas that are to be returned to landowners. The 
Applicant has committed to a 30-year aftercare period at Environmental Areas in line 
with the commitments made within 7.1 Biodiversity Net Gain Report [APP-299]. 
However, the Applicant maintains its position that as Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) is 
not mandatory for Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects, there is no basis upon 
which to include reference to this aftercare period within the requirement. 











 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 127  

3.18.65 Given the scale and length of the Project, it would be a disproportionate 
administrative and practical burden on the Applicant and the relevant authority to 
include a requirement for discharge relating to something so specific as temporary 
fencing and means of enclosure.  

3.18.66 7.16 Design Approach for Site Specific Infrastructure [APP-354] secures 
permanent fencing as hot-dipped galvanized steel palisade fencing, up to 4 metres 
high, with strict specifications for durability, security, and maintenance. There is no 
scope for variation in material or finish, and gates must match the fencing. 
Requirement 12 of 3.1 Draft Development Consent Order [APP-056] ensures the 
Applicant must comply with 7.16 Design Approach for Site Specific Infrastructure 
[APP-354] design principles and commitments when delivering permanent buildings 
and infrastructure, unless a formal change is agreed with the Local Planning 
Authority. 

3.18.67 Development Consent Order requirements for species-specific mitigation have been 
raised in one LIR. Species mitigation is delivered via a suite of examination 
documents and through secondary consents. Documents of prime relevance include 
7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice [Revision B] and appendices and 7.4 
Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Plan [APP-321]. The Outline 
Code of Construction Practice includes species-specific biodiversity commitments 
and is secured by Requirement 4. 

Site-Specific Mitigation  

3.18.68 Thurrock Council has sought the delivery of site-specific control documents via a 
DCO requirement. 3.1 Draft Development Consent Order [APP-056] Requirement 
4 requires the preparation, submission and discharge of control documents relevant 
to each stage of the authorised development, with the stages first provided to the 
Local Planning Authority prior to pre-commencement operations, via Requirement 3. 
The delivery of site-specific control documents is therefore secured.  

Monitoring and Assessment During Construction 

3.18.69 South Norfolk District Council requested that the DCO be amended to include explicit 
requirements securing baseline environmental monitoring, ongoing assessment 
during construction, and mandatory implementation of remedial measures where 
thresholds are exceeded. The Applicant does not agree that explicit requirements are 
required for these points. 7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice [Revision B] 
details that mitigation measures will be tracked and monitored to ensure relevant 
receptors do not experience significant effects. The final Code of Construction 
Practice will include comprehensive details regarding the monitoring procedures and 
reporting mechanisms to ensure that environmental monitoring is robustly 
implemented throughout the construction phase by the Main Works Contractor(s), 
with clear processes in place for identifying and addressing any issues. 

Recreation and Leisure Management Plan and Active Travel 

3.18.70 Thurrock Council has requested a Recreation and Leisure Management Plan setting 
out protection of parks/open spaces, event scheduling, and communications. The 
effects on Recreation and Leisure are set out in the 6.15 Environmental Statement 
Chapter 15 - Socio-economics, Recreation and Tourism [APP-265] and all 
proposed mitigation measures are detailed within 7.2 Outline Code of Construction 
Practice [Revision B] and in 7.6 Outline Public Rights of Way Management Plan 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

Construction works will take place, and permanent 
infrastructure will be sited, in both Maple Park 
(OS/105) and Orsett Golf Course (OS/106). Whilst 
efforts have been made to avoid these open space 
sites, this has not been possible. Detail on the 
implications for these open space sites is set out 
below.  

 

Maple Park (OS/105) 

Based on the indicative pylon locations in the 
alignment, there are two pylons TB257 and TB258 
which are proposed to be sited in the south west 
corner of Maple Park and rights are proposed to be 
acquired for a permanent access road to access these 
pylons. The siting of these pylons within Maple Park 
will also entail an oversail between them. It is proposed 
that the permanent access route will utilise an existing 
track.  

Appendix B.3 of the 5.6 Planning Statement [APP-
085] considers the impacts of the permanent siting of 
the two pylons which would entail the loss of open 
space around the base of the pylon footprint. Whilst 
the use and function of the open space in this part of 
the park will be impacted by the siting of the pylons, 
the impact will be restricted to a small section of Maple 
Park (which is furthest away from residential 
development) with impact limited to the pylon/tower 
base foundations (approximately 34sqm in total) in the 
context of a park which is significant in size (42.3ha).   

Notwithstanding this, an assessment of the provision of 
open space has been completed in line with paragraph 
5.11.10 of National Policy Statement EN-1. Appendix 



 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 227  

ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

B.3 establishes  that there is a significant surplus of 
open space in the locality. This surplus provides ample 
alternative opportunity for participation in physical 
activity.  

Therefore, not only will opportunities for use of this 
area of open space within Maple Park be largely 
unchanged as the two pylons occupy a small area in 
the south-western corner of Maple  Park.  The wider 
Maple Park (not included within the area of Surplus 
land identified in the assessment made in Appendix 
B.3) will also be available for participation in recreation. 
leisure and physical activity once the Project is 
constructed and there is a significant surplus of open 
space in the locality.   

 

Orsett Golf Course (OS/106) 

At Orsett Golf Course, the 16th and 17 holes will be 
oversailed, and pylon TB262 will be sited between a 
practice area and the south of the 16th green.  

Due to route constraints and environmental features 
along with the need to connect to Tilbury North 
Substation, the overhead lines must take a route 
across this part of the golf course. The Limits of 
Deviation were drawn to allow for appropriate flexibility 
to agree details with Orsett Golf Course. 

Positive engagement has taken place between the golf 
course and the Applicant in relation to mitigation, and 
this has led to the identification of an agreed solution, 
the details of which are being finalised through a 
Statement of Common Ground. This includes a minor 
change to the routeing to ensure as little impact as 
possible to the 16th and 17th holes. Effects on the 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

6.16.11 Thurrock 
Council 

The emerging draft of the Overarching NPS for 
Energy (EN-1) reinforces the approach taken in the 
ES. The draft revised EN-1 and EN-5 reiterate the 
government's commitment to the Clean Power Action 
Plan 2030, which aims for at least 95% of the UK's 
electricity generation to come from clean sources by 
2030 and emphasises the urgency and critical 
national priority ("CNP") of developing low-carbon 
infrastructure, thereby supporting the need case 
established in the ES. 

The Applicant notes the reference to the Critical 
National Priority of developing low-carbon 
infrastructure. The Applicant notes that the response 
may have been drafted in advance of the updated NPS 
EN-1 coming into force on 6 January 2026. At the point 
of submission of the Project, the NPSs designated in 
January 2024 were government policy, the updated 
NPSs are important and carry weight in the decision-
making process.  

6.15.1 Thurrock 
Council 

The Council is currently preparing a new Local Plan 
for Thurrock. This includes identification of sites for 
new a significant amount of new development over 
the Plan Period to 2044. Following a call-for-sites and 
site assessment process, the Council is now finalising 
the list of sites to be included in the Local Plan as site 
allocations. As this has not yet drawn to a close it is 
unable to robustly and publicly provide information 
about sites being promoted for development that will 
be included in the Local Plan as Site Allocations. 
However, it is likely that a small number of sites would 
be impacted. The most likely impact from the 
consenting of this scheme for those sites, would be to 
delay delivery of development in those locations until 
after construction and return of site being utilised 
temporarily. The effect of this would be to make it 
more difficult for the Council to meet its Local Plan 
housing target within the critical first five years of the 
plan period. The severity of this impact is currently 
difficult to quantify at his stage of the Plan Making 
Process. Once the draft Local Plan has been 

The Applicant has engaged with Thurrock Council on 
the Local Plan Regulation 18 Consultation.  The 
Applicant will continue to engage with Thurrock 
Council in future Local Plan consultations. 

The Applicant considers that overhead electricity lines 
can be successfully co-located with development 
provided that the statutory safety clearances are 
maintained in accordance with the Electricity Safety, 
Quality and Continuity Regulations 2002. National Grid 
has produced its Design Guidelines for development 
near high voltage overhead lines, which set out these 
statutory safety clearances and provide detailed 
guidance for developers on how successful co-location 
can be achieved in practice.  

Accordingly, National Grid does not consider that the 
Norwich to Tilbury Project would adversely affect the 
delivery of the proposed site allocations, subject to the 
future development of those sites having full regard to 
this guidance. In this context, National Grid 
recommends that the policies relevant to these 
allocations explicitly reference the need to comply with 
both the Electricity Safety, Quality and Continuity 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

enforcement retained as a regulatory backstop 
consistent with established NSIP practice. 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

obtained via the ALC surveys and the assessment of 
effects. During consultation with Natural England 
(meeting held July 2025), Natural England agreed that 
the predictive data does fill in the gaps and Natural 
England considered it was precautionary enough for 
the Environmental Impact Assessment. 

12.4.11 Braintree 
District 
Council  

The soil type and texture data has been presented as 
the mapped soil associations with indications as to 
whether they are present within each of the Project 
Sections. The accuracy of this mapping data to 
determine the baseline soil textures is low. It would be 
better to use surveyed top soil data to provide a more 
accurate determination of the sensitivity of the soil 
resource present on site. As the whole study area was 
not surveyed this information is not available and 
highlights another limitation of the assessment. 
However, due to the size of the Order Limits most soil 
types result in a major significant effect, therefore this 
is not that critical for the assessment. There are 
commitments to having the non-surveyed area 
surveyed pre-construction to ensure this information is 
available for the soil management plans for 
each section which is more critical. 

The Applicant welcomes the recognition by Braintree 
District Council that although the whole Study Area was 
not surveyed, most soil types result in a major 
significant effect in relation to their sensitivity to 
handling; therefore, this is not critical for the 
assessment.  

Whilst the summary descriptions of soil types are 
presented in 6.6 Environmental Statement Chapter 6 
- Agriculture and Soils [APP-138], as presented in 
6.6.A1 Environmental Statement Appendix 6.1 - 
Agricultural Land Classification Report [APP-139] 
the texture of each horizon at each surveyed point is 
presented in Annex B1. The predicted texture for 
topsoil and subsoil for those points not surveyed is 
presented in Annex B2.   

As stated in 6.6 Environmental Statement Chapter 6 
- Agriculture and Soils [APP-138] and 7.2 Outline 
Code of Construction Practice Appendix C - Outline 
Soil Resource Plan [APP-303], a soil survey would be 
required post-consent / pre-construction in the areas 
where a detailed Agricultural Land Classification survey 
was not undertaken, to inform a final Soil Resource 
Plan and to ensure all relevant site-specific soil 
information was available. 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

can be missed. Knowing stone content for this type of 
temporary development can also be a critical point for 
landowners when it comes to soil reinstatement, 
especially if there is potential for stone material to 
ingress to soil workings. 

reasonable to expect that deeper subsoil would also 
remain clay. This reduced the need for deeper 
excavation in those locations. 

In addition, in some locations the soil auger was used 
to examine deeper subsoil layers below the base of the 
pit. Where the lower subsoil textures matched those 
already observed in the upper subsoil, and where 
features such as gleying or a slowly permeable layer 
(SPL) were already present, it was expected that 
deeper layers would exhibit the same or more 
pronounced characteristics. This supported the 
decision not to excavate deeper pits. 

This approach is consistent with methods used by 
Natural England in their soil classification work for the 
Natural Capital and Ecosystem Assessment England 
Ecosystem Survey. Although the survey purpose 
differs, the underlying methodology for confirming 
subsoil characteristics is comparable. 

The auger survey would provide reliable information on 
both the quantity and types of stones present across 
different soil types. For example, one of the dominant 
soils within the scheme area is the Hanslope series, 
which typically contains chalk and flint. 

12.4.17 Braintree 
District 
Council 

There are also very few samples sent for analysis for 
the size of the survey and the different soil types and 
textures surveyed. It would be expected to have a 
greater proportion of survey points with lab analysis to 
confirm texture. 

As set out in 7.2 Outline Code of Construction 
Practice Appendix C - Outline Soil Resource Plan 
[APP-303], a total of 37 soil samples were analysed for 
particle size distribution (PSD) to verify field-based 
hand texturing. The results confirm a range of textures, 
including sands, light, medium and heavy loams, clays 
and occasional medium silts. There are no standard 
rules governing the proportion of PSD samples 
required; however, the samples taken cover the 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

majority of soil textures expected and reflects the 
textures of the soil types found within the surveyed 
area. PSD samples were taken in situations where 
surveyors were uncertain about the texture during the 
field assessment. In addition, the survey was led by 
two experienced and chartered soil scientists. 
Surveyors routinely crosschecked soil textures with the 
lead soil scientists, and standard reference texture 
samples were regularly used to calibrate and refine 
field texturing.  

12.4.18 Braintree 
District 
Council 

The ALC assessment provides a very high 
level overview of the climatic, site, soil and interactive 
limitations. More detailed commentary on the 
assessment of ALC grade would be expected within 
an ALC report given the amount of variation in soil 
types and degree of limitations found across the Order 
Limits. Splitting the Order Limits into its sections with 
multiple ALC reports would allow this to be done more 
easily. 

While the main report text in 6.6 Environmental 
Statement Chapter 6 - Agriculture and Soils [APP-
138] presents an overview of the assessment approach 
and identifies the key constraints, the full dataset is 
presented in Annex B1 of 6.6.A1 Environmental 
Statement Appendix 6.1 - Agricultural Land 
Classification Report [APP-139]. This provides the 
full detail on the characteristics and grade limitations at 
each auger point. The same data from the predictive 
approach are presented in Annex B2 of 6.6.A1 
Environmental Statement Appendix 6.1 - 
Agricultural Land Classification Report [APP-139]. 

12.5.6 Braintree 
District 
Council 

The total figure of 3,461ha of agricultural land would 
mean that the ALC grade for approximately 2,744ha of 
that land would have been derived from the predictive 
model (only 1,011ha was surveyed). This is higher 
than the figure provided within Paragraph 6.4.8 of 
APP-138 (856ha) for the amount of land that the 
predicted ALC approach provided. This appears to 
be misleading as there is no clarification within the 
assessment of effects sections that states the 
proportion of land for which the 

As presented in 6.6.A1 Environmental Statement 
Appendix 6.1 - Agricultural Land Classification 
Report [APP-139], the 1,877 auger bore locations 
were set out at 100 m intervals along the central 
alignment of the Project, with a plot density of one 
auger per hectare at wider areas (e.g. substations). 
These are the locations which were surveyed or where 
the Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) grade was 
predicted. These points were set out early in the 
Project to enable surveys to commence. As part of the 
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sensitivity of vulnerable population groups, with 
particular reference to pregnant women, children, older 
people, those with existing health conditions and those 
in low-income households, is high, effects are limited 
to the construction phase of the Project, and any 
exposure would be small scale and short-term, with 
minor / negligible effects reported for construction dust, 
construction traffic and Non-Road Mobile Machinery. 
With the implementation of standard mitigation 
measures, the risk to human health arising from 
construction dust would be low, resulting in a negligible 
and not significant effect. A range of methods to 
mitigate potential air quality effects have been 
proposed within 7.2 Outline Code of Construction 
Practice (Revision B) 

4.9.49 Essex County 
Council 

A mitigation plan should be prepared by the Applicant 
that considers air quality monitoring with public 
reporting, dust suppression commitments, avoiding 
HGV routing past schools or care homes and 
temporary re-routing of active travel corridors. 

7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice 
(Revision B) and 7.2 Outline Code of Construction 
Practice Appendix D - Outline Dust Management 
Plan [APP-304] have been prepared to reflect the 
mitigation measures identified through the construction 
dust assessment undertaken in 6.7 Environmental 
Statement Chapter 7 - Air Quality [APP-147] and 
6.7.A3 Environmental Statement Appendix 7.3 - Air 
Quality Assessment Results [APP-150]. Dust 
monitoring and dust suppression are included.  

Versions of 7.2 Outline Code of Construction 
Practice (Revision B) and 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice Appendix D - Outline Dust 
Management Plan [APP-304] were shared with Essex 
County Council on 16th May 2025 and the council 
provided feedback on 4th June 2025. This feedback 
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despite being identified as key areas of concern 
which are located within the ARN for the proposed 
scheme. 

to AQMAs No.4 and No.5 for which data were 
available was the A13 only. As no further traffic data 
for any of the other roads in the vicinity of these two 
AQMAs were available, it was considered that any 
modelling would not be fully representative of the air 
quality concentrations and therefore they were not 
included.  

Modelling receptors using only one single road source 
where there are multiple emission sources, such as the 
AQMA, is not good practice. Including the AQMA 
monitoring locations within the assessment would also 
not have been appropriate for model verification, due 
to the same lack of spatially representative traffic data.  

Since Project-specific traffic data were available for 
only one road, the A13 at AQMA No.4 and AQMA 
No.5, no receptors were modelled at these AQMAs. 

There are similar changes to traffic on the A13 
adjacent to receptors HR_57, HR_58 and HR_59 as 
there are on the A13 at AQMA No.5. At the A13 
adjacent to HR_58 and HR_59 the change is predicted 
to be 252 HGVs and 414 LGVs. At the A13 adjacent to 
AQMA No.5 there is predicted to be a change of 
Annual Average Daily HGV flows of 252 and 441 LGV 
flows.  

The change in predicted NO2 concentrations for 
HR_57, HR_58 and HR_59 was 0.1 µg/m3. This is a 
negligible impact. As the changes in traffic at both the 
AQMA No.5 location and the receptors modelled in 
Thurrock are similar, it is likely the change in 
concentration at receptors within AQMA No.5 and No.4 
would also be negligible. 
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8.111- 
8.115 

 

Chelmsford 
City Council 

found to be needed will ultimately and inevitably result in a 
neutral or positive impact outcome. The Council regard this as 
a flawed approach, lacking evidence to support it. Impacts on 
all protected bat species need to be assessed with reasonable 
confidence and the proposed mitigation considered 
appropriate, prior to determination, to support a lawful 
decision. 

If a greater level of roost tree survey is not feasible prior to 
consideration of the DCO by the ExA, the Council consider an 
evidence-based aggressive estimation of the percentage of 
PRF-M (Preliminary Roost Features - potential) trees that 
evidently (or very likely) support a significant level of bat 
roosting, should be submitted prior to determination. 

In addition, the Council consider that the design of a more 
confidently proportionate bat tree roost 
mitigation/compensation scheme is required, prior to 
determination. 

 

Barbastelle are listed as 'vulnerable' and are a very 
rare species in England, restricted mainly to 
southern and central England and Wales. Other bat 
species recorded within the survey area are not as 
rare and are more widespread across the country. 
While all roosts are afforded the same protection, 
the impact on a barbastelle roost holds greater 
significance due to the rarity and geographical 
restriction of the species. Barbastelle are also listed 
as Annex II species under the EU Habitats Directive 
meaning that they are of community interest and 
require special conservation measures, 
demonstrating further the significance of this 
species. Given the above, further targeted surveys 
have been undertaken at key locations to confirm 
whether any bat species (but with a focus on 
barbastelle) are roosting in trees affected by the 
Project. These further targeted surveys included 
aerial surveys, emergence, back-tracking and radio 
tracking. Where roosts have been confirmed the 
route was amended to avoid impacts.  

Due to the transient nature of bat tree roosts, pre-
construction surveys would be undertaken of all 
trees due to be lost with suitability to be used by 
roosting bats, to confirm the presence/absence of 
roosting bats, prior to felling/pruning. Where the 
presence of a roost is confirmed, mitigation 
measures, as agreed with Natural England, would 
be delivered under licence to ensure no impact on 
the favourable conservation of bats. A draft Project-
wide bat licence has been prepared through 
consultation with Natural England where likely 
impacts and appropriate mitigation measures for 
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Sproughton Park CWS, are maintained during 
construction. 

9.9 Suffolk 
County 
Council and 
Barbergh & 
Mid-Suffolk 

The consideration that construction works are temporary and 
therefore in some cases long-term impacts would be 
negligible. It is considered however that this may overlook 
significant short/medium term impacts on certain habitats and 
species (e.g. bat foraging and commuting) through isolation 
and separation of habitats. Whilst this connectivity may well be 
reinstated through the proposed mitigation, if populations are 
significantly impacted in the intervening period, the future 
quality of the habitat may prove moot. 

Severance and fragmentation impacts have been 
assessed, where relevant for a particular protected 
species, within 6.8 Environmental Statement 
Chapter 8 - Ecology and Biodiversity [AS-026]. 
Where severance or fragmentation potential effects 
were identified, mitigation measures have been 
proposed as set out within Section 6 of the 7.4 
Outline Landscape and Ecological Management 
Plan(Revision C). This includes the use of artificial 
bat flyways during construction to maintain 
connectivity and the design of bridges/culverts to 
ensure no impact on aquatic invertebrates and 
riparian mammals as agreed with the Environment 
Agency. These severance / fragmentation 
mitigation measures would be implemented during 
construction, to ensure no detrimental impact on 
the associated ecological feature in the short term. 

9.10 Suffolk 
County 
Council and 
Barbergh & 
Mid-Suffolk 

An Ecology Working Group should be formed to oversee, 
receive progress reports and advise on unforeseen issues for 
the entire project prior to pre-commencement works taking 
place and throughout the construction phase and monitoring 
periods as stipulated within the LEMP and HMMP.  

The Applicant acknowledges the large scale and 
complexity of the Project and sees the value in 
setting up an Ecology Working Group for the 
construction phase. This Ecology Working Group 
would be formed post-consent to provide progress 
updates on ecological mitigation, as set out within 
7.4 Outline Landscape and Ecological 
Management Plan (Revision C) and 7.2 Outline 
Code of Construction Practice (Revision B) 
during the construction period. The Ecology 
Working Group would include the Ecological Clerk 
of Works and suitably qualified and experienced 
members from the Local Planning Authorities, 
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monitoring of the area where they are located. Such monitoring 
can be discussed and detailed by the Ecology Working Group. 

River Waveney, potential operational impacts on 
future wintering and passage birds as a result of the 
Waveney and Little Ouse Recovery (WaLOR) 
project have been assessed. Bird collision was 
identified as a potential future impact, and as such, 
mitigation in the form of orange spacers and bird 
diverters on the earth wire are proposed at the 
River Waveney on a precautionary basis. As a 
result, no significant residual effects are predicted. 
This mitigation is secured within 7.4 Outline 
Landscape and Ecological Management Plan 
(Revision C). This mitigation therefore offers two 
options for diverting bird flights (coloured spacers 
and diverters) and the design is considered 
appropriate for the pylon type and habitats / likely 
species present. This is in accordance with National 
Policy Statement EN-5 (2024). This mitigation 
addresses the source of collision risk rather than 
relying on any post construction validation or 
monitoring. As a result, the Applicant considers that 
the proposed mitigation is already sufficient to 
reduce collision risk to non-significant levels, and 
no operational monitoring is required. 

9.55 Suffolk 
County 
Council and 
Barbergh & 
Mid-Suffolk 

The ECoW arrangement should be detailed with regard to: 
remit, resourcing, enforcement powers and numbers and 
presented to the Ecology Working Group for acceptance that it 
is considered likely to be fit for purpose, or subject to 
negotiation. The specifications of the ECoW for the entire 
scheme should be detailed and approved and guaranteed 
through appropriate mechanisms prior to any pre-
commencement works taking place.  

The Project role and responsibilities of the various 
clerk of works, environmental managers, work 
supervisors and technical specialists are set out 
within Table 3.1 of 7.4 Outline Landscape and 
Ecological Management Plan (Revision C). The 
various Ecological Clerk of Works (ECoW) would be 
suitably qualified based on industry good practice. 
These roles would be delivered by multiple 
individuals across the Project, depending on the 
specific requirement/task. Further detail on the 
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082] have been accepted by Natural England as 
evidenced within 5.9.13 Draft Statement of 
Common Ground - Natural England [REP1-034]. 

On a precautionary basis, mitigation in the form of 
orange spacers and bird diverters on the earth wire 
are proposed at the River Waveney and Ardleigh 
Reservoir as detailed in 7.4 Outline Landscape 
and Ecological Management Plan (Revision C). 

This approach and assessment demonstrate 
compliance with National Policy Statement EN-5 
(2024) as the potential for collision has been 
robustly evaluated and addressed through design 
stage assessment and targeted survey effort. 
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cessation of use should be required to restore access 
to mineral resources. 

Appendix A Thurrock 
Council 

Contamination of land or groundwater and controlled 
waters  

  

If during any stage of the authorised development, 
contamination within the Order limits is identified as a 
result of the confirmatory ground investigations or 
unexpected contamination discovery procedures 
described in chapter 9 of the Environmental 
Statement (Document - Contaminated Land Geology 
and Hydrogeology) and the code of construction 
practice, and this contamination is considered to 
present a significant possibility of significant harm to 
persons or pollution of controlled waters or the 
environment then, except in the case of emergency, 
no further development in the vicinity of the 
contamination may be carried out until a written 
scheme to identify the extent of the contamination 
and any mitigation or remedial measures to be taken 
to render the land fit for its intended purpose has 
been submitted to and approved by the relevant 
planning authority, following consultation with the 
Environment Agency.  

 

Should mitigation or remedial measures be required 
then they must be carried out in accordance with the 
approved scheme referred to in paragraph (1) and, if 
remedial measures are required, their implementation 
and validation documented in a verification report 
submitted to the planning authority.  

Commitment GH08 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice (Revision B) secures the 
requirement for a protocol for dealing with any 
unexpected contamination.  

















http://www.emfs.info/






































































https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000368-6.11.A5%20Environmental%20Statement%20Appendix%2011.5%20-%20Trial%20Trenching%20Results%20Report.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000187-7.2%20Outline%20Code%20of%20Construction%20Practice.pdf






https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000181-7.2%20Outline%20Code%20of%20Construction%20Practice%20Appendix%20C%20-%20Outline%20Soil%20Resource%20Plan.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000181-7.2%20Outline%20Code%20of%20Construction%20Practice%20Appendix%20C%20-%20Outline%20Soil%20Resource%20Plan.pdf


https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000206-7.4%20Outline%20Landscape%20and%20Ecological%20Management%20Plan.pdf
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preliminary results of part of the Phase 2 geophysical 
survey.  

The Phase 2 stage of the geophysical survey and trial 
trenching will continue throughout 2026, and all the 
results of this work will be shared with the Local 
Planning Authority Archaeological Advisors for 
approval as discussed at monthly meetings and set out 
in 7.5 Outline Archaeological Mitigation Strategy 
and Outline Written Scheme of Investigation [APP-
328].  

The vast majority of the priority geophysical survey and 
trial trenching are complete and included in the 
Supplementary Environmental Information. The 
fieldwork undertaken to date comprises a more 
comprehensive approach to evaluation than many 
other Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects have 
completed and has been considered sufficient to 
determine consent by the Planning Inspectorate and 
the Secretary of State. 

4.13.27 - 28 Essex County 
Council 

Despite the adequacy of desk-based research and 
ongoing field evaluations, the level of information 
submitted with the application fails to provide 
sufficient information on the nature, extent and 
significance of heritage assets in order to determine 
the impact on archaeological remains by the 
proposed scheme. 

This is due to factors such as incomplete coverage of 
the non-Priority geophysical survey and trial trench 
evaluation across the scheme, lack of intrusive 
investigation to allow corroboration of the geophysical 
survey and cropmark data, and lack of full reporting 

See response to 4.13.25. 
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Scoping Opinion [APP-297], the methodology set out 
in 6.11 Environmental Statement Chapter 11 - 
Historic Environment [AS-068] and in accordance 
with professional heritage sector guidance62.    

The assessment has not concluded any substantial 
harm to heritage assets during construction, although 
less than substantial harm has been identified as is 
common for many types of developments and should 
be considered in the context of the planning balance of 
the benefits of the Project.  

8.1.4 South Norfolk 
District Council  

 

Operational Impacts: The introduction of tall pylons 
and overhead conductors across an open landscape 
will permanently alter the visual context of several 
heritage assets. The ES identifies moderate adverse 
impacts on multiple designated assets which is 
significant in planning terms. No major adverse 
effects are reported, although the Council considers 
that harm may be greater than identified in some 
cases. 

6.11 Environmental Statement Chapter 11 - Historic 
Environment [AS-068] provides an assessment of the 
Projects likely significant effects on designated and 
non-designated heritage assets. The Project will not 
result in any substantial harm to designated heritage 
assets. 

Paragraph 7.2.57 of 5.6 Planning Statement [APP-
085] addresses the policy consideration of heritage 
impacts. The Project has been carefully designed to 
avoid, reduce or mitigate potentially significant effects 
on heritage assets. Pursuant to the statutory 
requirement outlined in the Infrastructure Planning 
(Decisions) Regulations 2010, the SoS, when making a 
decision, is duty-bound to have regard to whether a 
scheme preserves or affects heritage assets, with this 
being afforded great weight against the Project due to 
this statutory duty and the NPSs. Given that 6.11.A7 
Environmental Statement Appendix 11.7 - 
Assessment of Harm to Designated Heritage 
Assets [APP-215] demonstrates that the Project 

 
62 Historic England (2017) The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) 
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results in less than substantial harm, this is afforded 
moderate negative weight in the planning balance. 
Whilst the Project will not result in substantial harm to 
designated heritage assets it will result in the loss of 
significance to heritage assets due to the introduction 
of temporary and / or permanent plant, machinery and 
infrastructure into the setting. However, this harm is 
necessary to achieve the substantial public benefit of 
delivering CNP infrastructure that outweighs the 
heritage impact. 

This is supported by paragraphs 4.2.16 and 4.2.17 of 
NPS EN-1 (2024) which provides that the Secretary of 
State will take as a starting point that CNP 
infrastructure meet any tests which are set out within 
the NPSs, or any other planning policy, which requires 
a clear outweighing of harm, exceptionality or very 
special circumstances. Paragraph 4.2.17 provides that 
this includes a test where substantial harm to or loss of 
significance to heritage assets should be exceptional 
or wholly exceptional. 

8.1.5 South Norfolk 
District Council  

 

Cumulative Impacts: Cumulative impacts arise from 
the interaction between the proposed pylons and 
other major energy and grid-related developments, 
including solar farms, BESS schemes and 
substations. Combined, these effects intensify the 
industrialisation of the rural landscape and alter 
heritage settings more significantly than each project 
in isolation 

A cumulative assessment was undertaken, as set out 
in 6.17 Environmental Statement Chapter 17 - 
Cumulative Effects [APP-281]. In South Norfolk a 
moderate adverse and significant inter-project 
cumulative effect is assessed due to increase in 
energy infrastructure within the setting of the assets for 
Kenningham Hall grade II listed building (1373056) and 
Venta Icenorum: Roman town and associated 
prehistoric, Anglo-Saxon and medieval remains 
(1021463), as set out in paragraphs 17.5.49 to 17.5.52 
of 6.17 Environmental Statement Chapter 17 - 
Cumulative Effects [APP-281]. 
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several as experiencing adverse setting effects; 
however, its conclusion that most effects are not 
significant does not reflect the concentration, 
coherence and visibility of the arc around Ardleigh. 

their natural beauty, which have historically been 
designated despite the presence of transmission 
infrastructure. The rural landscape will remain in place 
beneath and around the proposed overhead line. 

The Applicant acknowledges that the settings of some 
designated assets fall partially within the Order Limits 
and this is assessed within 6.11 Environmental 
Statement Chapter 11 - Historic Environment [AS-
068]. Where this occurs, the Applicant has assessed 
the significance of effect on the value of these assets 
within 6.11.A2 Environmental Statement Appendix 
11.2 - Historic Environment Assessment Tables 
[AS-070]. The Project has also assessed the level of 
harm in 6.11.A7 Environmental Statement Appendix 
11.7 - Assessment of Harm to Designated Heritage 
Assets [APP-215] on designated assets where land 
that forms part of the setting of designated assets falls 
within the Order Limits. The assessment has not 
concluded any substantial harm to heritage assets, 
although less than substantial harm has been identified 
as is common for many types of developments and 
should be considered in the context of the planning 
balance of the benefits of the Project. As the Project is 
classified as critical national priority as set out in 
section 4.2 of NPS EN-1 (2024) the Secretary of State 
will take as a starting point that CNP infrastructure will 
meet the test for public benefit that outweighs harm, 
even if substantial harm were identified, as set out in 
paragraph 4.2.15-17 of NPS EN-1 (2024).   

Descriptions of setting are detailed in 6.11.A1 
Environmental Statement Appendix 11.1 - Historic 
Environment Baseline Report [APP-209]. 
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archaeological remains which could be lost as a 
result of the mitigation/construction is increased. 

Archaeological remains are a finite and non-
renewable resource. This cumulative impact may not 
be determined as significant through the process of 
the assessment but should be considered an adverse 
effect of the project wherever archaeological remains 
are removed due to truncation from construction 
activities. 

As the nature of the archaeological remains that may 
be affected is currently unknown the impact and 
significance cannot be determined effectively through 
this form of assessment. While mitigation by record 
may reduce the cumulative impact in EIA terms, the 
ability to record evidence of our past should not be a 
factor in deciding whether such loss should be 
permitted (NPPF, 2024 Paragraph 218). 

10.8.17 Braintree 
District Council 

Outline Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) 

In addition, no structures or buildings have been 
identified where there is the potential for damage 
from vibration from potential piling activities. This is 
agreed, however construction Noise and Vibration 
Mitigation measures NV04 and NV05 should be put in 
place to avoid damage to designed heritage assets 
rather than rectifying any damage arising from the 
works after the fact. Site specific measures should be 
set out in the Main Works Contractor(s) Noise and 
Vibration Management Plan as set out in NV05 and 
agreed prior to relevant works commencing. 

Commitments NV01, NV02, NV03, NV04, NV05, and 
NV20 in 7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice 
[Revision B] all address this point. These ensure 
measures will be put in place first to avoid impacts 
from vibration. NV04 provides a means to repair 
damage in the highly unlikely event it occurs. The pre-
condition surveys committed to in NV04 are an 
important element to ensure there is a check against 
which any concerns regarding damage can be 
measured.   

10.8.18 - 21 Braintree 
District Council 

Outline Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) Commitment H04 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice [Revision B] to be issued at 
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Statement Appendix 11.1 - Historic Environment 
Baseline Report [APP-209] or 6.11 Environmental 
Statement Chapter 11 - Historic Environment [AS-
068]. 

The Applicant has reviewed the 51 non-designated 
assets listed in the LIR and nine are of low value and 
outside the 250 m study area: these assets would, 
therefore, be discounted from inclusion in the baseline 
report as per the agreed methodology presented in the 
DCO documentation noted above.  

Five more of the non-designated assets are located 
within 250 m of a Project permanent access route but 
further than 250 m from other elements of the Order 
Limits. As the permanent access routes will not result 
in any physical impacts on the landscape these five 
assets would have again been discounted from the 
assessment based on the agreed methodology.  

Of the remaining 37 non-designated assets 34 have 
been assessed as being of low value by Chelmsford 
City Council (CCC) and these are located within the 
250 m study area. Although not included by any of the 
identified sources noted in the DCO documentation 
noted above, the Applicant has reviewed the 34 assets 
and as low value assets within the 250 m study area 
they would have been included in 6.11.A1 
Environmental Statement Appendix 11.1 - Historic 
Environment Baseline Report [APP-209], but would 
have been scoped out at this stage and not considered 
in assessment for the reasons set out in response to 
paragraph 8.204.  

The remaining three non-designated heritage assets 
identified by the Council comprise WWII pillboxes in 
Great Waltham Parish (see response to para 8.208 
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geophysical survey and trial trenching results, and 
preliminary results of part of the Phase 2 geophysical 
survey. The Phase 2 stage of the geophysical survey 
and trial trenching will continue throughout 2026, and 
all the results of this work will be shared with the Local 
Planning Authority Archaeological Advisors for 
approval as discussed at monthly meetings and set out 
in 7.5 Outline Archaeological Mitigation Strategy 
and Outline Written Scheme of Investigation [APP-
328]. The vast majority of the priority geophysical 
survey and trial trenching are complete and included in 
the Supplementary Environmental Information. The 
fieldwork undertaken to date comprises a more 
comprehensive approach to evaluation than many 
other Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects have 
completed and has been considered sufficient to 
determine consent by the Planning Inspectorate and 
the Secretary of State. 

8.244 Chelmsford 
City Council 

Changes to the local water and burial environment 
could alter the preservation of archaeological sites 
within and beyond the development areas. 

Geoarchaeological monitoring of Ground Investigation 
works at three locations with high potential for 
geoarchaeological remains and potential impact from 
the Project took place prior to submission and the 
results of this work, including deposit models, are 
included in 6.11.A6 Environmental Statement 
Appendix 11.6 - Geoarchaeological Monitoring of 
Ground Investigation Works Report [APP-214]. 
Provision for further geoarchaeological work is 
included in the 7.5 Outline Archaeological Mitigation 
Strategy and Outline Written Scheme of 
Investigation [APP-328], which will be updated in 
consultation with Local Planning Authority 
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that this is not an unacceptable impact on the buildings 
nor on Dunton Hills Garden Village.   

6.49 - 50 Brentwood 
Borough 
Council Local 
Impact Report 
Norwich to 
Tilbury 400kV 
Grid 
Reinforcement 
Application by 
National Grid 
Electricity 
Transmission 
(NGET) 

 

Brentwood contains a number of both designated and 
non-designated heritage assets, including 
conservation areas and protected lanes, which are of 
high value to the Council and its residents. 
Designated heritage assets relevant to this report 
include: 

Scheduled Monuments: Barn at Ingatestone Hall; 
Moated Site east of Heron Hall. 

Grade I: Ingatestone Hall; Church of St Giles. 

Grade II*: Gatehouse and Courtyard Range at 
Ingatestone Hall; Granary near Ingatestone Hall; 
Church of All Saints; Granary near Heron Hall. 

Grade II: Sixteen listed buildings Hutton Village 
Conservation Area Little Hyde Lane Protected Lane 

With respect to these assets, whilst the ES has 
correctly recognised that they are medium or high 
value/sensitivity sites, it has only identified less than 
substantial, lower less than substantial or mid less 
than substantial harm during both construction and 
operation. BBC considers that it has not appropriately 
captured the magnitude of impact for either 
construction or operation. 

6.11 Environmental Statement Chapter 11 - Historic 
Environment [AS-068] provides an assessment of the 
Projects likely significant effects on designated and 
non-designated heritage assets in this area. The 
Project will not result in any substantial harm 
to designated heritage assets. The assessments have 
been informed by setting surveys by competent 
professionals. The Applicant considers the conclusions 
of assessment to be appropriate for the reasons set 
out in assessments. 

Paragraph 7.2.57 of 5.6 Planning Statement [APP-
085] addresses the policy consideration of heritage 
impacts. The Project has been carefully designed to 
avoid, reduce or mitigate potentially significant effects 
on heritage assets during both construction and 
operation phases. Pursuant to the statutory 
requirement outlined in the Infrastructure Planning 
(Decisions) Regulations 2010, the SoS, when making a 
decision, is duty-bound to have regard to whether a 
scheme preserves or affects heritage assets, with this 
being afforded great weight against the Project due to 
this statutory duty and the NPSs. Given that 6.11.A7 
Environmental Statement Appendix 11.7 - 
Assessment of Harm to Designated Heritage 
Assets [APP-215] demonstrates that the Project 
results in less than substantial harm, this is afforded 
moderate negative weight in the planning balance. 
Whilst the Project will not result in substantial harm 
to designated heritage assets it will result in the loss of 
significance to heritage assets due to the introduction 
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Tendring 
District 
Council 

 

4.7.20  Essex County 
Council 

Where construction takes place in flood zone 3 it 
should be ensured that surface water is not forced off 
site to increase the flood risk elsewhere. 

As per commitment W07 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice  (Revision B), where 
construction activities take place in Flood Zone 3, 
temporary construction compounds, laydown areas 
and other work sites would incorporate flood resilience 
measures where necessary. In addition, all qualifying 
works in Flood Zone 3 would require Flood Risk 
Activity Permits from the Environment Agency, as 
detailed in 5.5 Consents and Licences Required 
Under Other Legislation [APP-084].  

As per commitment W09, where construction activities 
take place within surface water flood zones, including 
statutory undertaker works, prior to works commencing 
appropriate site drainage would be put in place to 
reduce the risk of standing water and avoid substantial 
delays to the construction programme, as well as to 
prevent off-site increases in surface water flood risk.  

4.7.20  

 

 

 

 

11.57 

Essex County 
Council 

 

 

 

 

Suffolk County 
Council 

Any work on or around a watercourse requires 
permission under Sect 23 of the Land Drainage Act 
1991. Section 23 consent should be applied for 
timeously.  

As per commitment W01 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice (Revision B), qualifying works 
to ordinary watercourses would accord with the 
protective provisions within 3.1 Draft Development 
Consent Order [APP-056] agreed with the Lead Local 
Flood Authorities (LLFAs).  



 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 445  

ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

4.7.20  Essex County 
Council 

The LLFA request that pylons are placed a minimum 
of 5 metres from the edge of a watercourse. 

Commitment W20 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice  (Revision B) secures that 
pylons would be a minimum of 3.5 m from the top of 
bank of any ordinary watercourses, with this distance 
having been set in accordance with Norfolk Lead Local 
Authority Developer Guidance76. This is a minimum 
set-back distance and the Project would seek to 
maximise this buffer as much as is practicable.    

4.7.20  Essex County 
Council 

A Construction Management Plan is essential to 
detail how surface water will be managed during the 
construction phase. It should detail how surface will 
be stored during an event and where and how the 
surface water will be dealt with including treatment 
prior to be discharged at an appropriate rate. 

Commitment GG22 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice (Revision B) secures that the 
Main Works Contractor(s) would prepare a Surface 
Water Management Plan. This plan would be 
substantially in accordance with 8.2 Drainage 
Strategy DCO [REP1-072], submitted at Deadline 1, 
and would demonstrate how runoff across construction 
work sites would be controlled to prevent any off-site 
increases in flood risk and/or pollution, including 
consideration of exceedance flow routes.  

4.7.21 

 

 

11.22  

Essex County 
Council  

 

 

Colchester 
City Council  

With regard to Rainfall Allowance, the LLFA would 
highlight that in areas of Essex the climate change 
allowance is 45%. It is requested that the Applicant 
check with the Environment Agency for appropriate 
climate change allowances in Essex. 

Section 2.3 of 7.9 Flood Risk Assessment [APP-331] 
states that the allowance applied within the surface 
water drainage designs is for a 45% uplift. This was 
agreed as suitable through engagement with the Lead 
Local Flood Authority and sharing a pre-submission 
draft of the Flood Risk Assessment with Essex County 
Council. This is also confirmed in the Drainage 
Strategy that has been produced and submitted at 
Deadline 1 (8.2 Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-072]). 

 
76 Norfolk County Council (2025) Norfolk Lead Local Authority Developer Guidance 





 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 447  

ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

affect ordinary watercourses/drainage channels, 
surface water drainage, and the control of pollutants. 

11.20 

11.27 

Colchester 
City Council  

LLFA requests further clarity on the location of 
permanent and temporary construction works.  

It is requested that the Applicant provide a plan 
identifying the location of permanent and temporary 
works to aid assessment and ensure appropriate 
mitigation measures are in place. 

6.4.F1 Environmental Statement Figure 4.1 - 
Proposed Project Design [APP-133] shows 
proposed permanent and temporary features of the 
Project and 6.4.F2 Environmental Statement Figure 
4.2 - Proposed Project Design - Permanent 
Features [APP-134] shows the proposed permanent 
features of the Project.  

11.20 Colchester 
City Council  

All works will require appropriate flood mitigation and 
surface runoff management, to ensure any excess 
runoff from drainage systems does not impact third 
party land 

Commitment GG22 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice (Revision B) secures that the 
Main Works Contractor(s) will prepare a Surface Water 
Management Plan. This plan will be substantially in 
accordance with 8.2 Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-
072], submitted at Deadline 1, which describes 
proposed surface runoff controls and the measures 
that would be in place to avoid impacts on third party 
land.  

Table 1.1 of 7.9 Flood Risk Assessment [APP-331] 
and the 7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice 
(Revision B) also provide flood mitigation measures.  

11.21 Colchester 
City Council  

In principle, the management of surface runoff from 
these sites should mitigate any increased risk of 
flooding. However, based on the submitted 
information, the LLFA retains certain concerns that 
have not been addressed from previous discussions 
and that have been set out in consultation responses 
to the Applicant, without feedback or discussion from 
the Applicant. This gives cause for concern for the 
project. 

Further information with reference to surface water 
management is included in the Drainage Strategy that 
has been produced and submitted at Deadline 1 (8.2 
Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-072]). The drainage 
mitigation measures described in this strategy are 
secured by commitment GG22 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice (Revision B). The Applicant 
welcomes further discussion with Lead Local Flood 
Authorities on the Drainage Strategy.  
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11.25 Colchester 
City Council 

Network modelling should be done for 100 years plus 
climate change allowance. Information contained in 
the application does not provide sufficient certainty 
that measures will be in place for the 1 in 30 and 1 in 
100 rainfall events 

Calculations are included within the Drainage Strategy 
that has been produced and submitted at Deadline 1 
(8.2 Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-072]). The 
drainage mitigation measures described in the strategy 
are secured by commitment GG22 in 7.2 Outline 
Code of Construction Practice (Revision B).  

11.28 Colchester 
City Council 

In terms of site specific flooding, CCC wanted to take 
this opportunity to note that at the time of writing this 
LIR, the river valleys of the CCC area are extremely 
flooded. For example but not limited to, the split 
undergrounded section that crosses the River Stour 
on both sides of the Essex/Suffolk border is an 
extensive wetland currently. This can be viewed from 
the Langham Hall Estate. High speed directional 
drilling would not be possible at the present time due 
to the extent of the flooding so this will need to be 
factored in. The same is true south of Fordham where 
a biodiversity area creating a wetland alongside the 
natural river flooding has created a significant area of 
water that sits in within the order limits, however that 
is an area where OHL is proposed. 

It is acknowledged that areas such as these are 
susceptible to flooding in 7.9 Flood Risk Assessment 
[APP-331]. Works in these areas would be 
programmed to avoid periods of flooding. 7.2 Outline 
Code of Construction Practice Appendix G - 
Outline Flood Warning and Evacuation Plan [APP-
307] sets out flood emergency arrangements during 
the construction phase.  

10.8 Norfolk County 
Council 

In relation to temporary haul roads, NCC has not 
seen any information in relation to soil stabilisation in 
the cleared swathe to prevent the silting up (polluting) 
of the surface water drainage system and local 
watercourses 

Commitment GG24 within 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice (Revision B) would ensure 
that earthwork mounds and stockpiled soil would be 
protected in line with 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice Appendix C - Outline Soil 
Resource Plan [APP-303] (to avoid dust generation) 
by covering, seeding, or using water suppression 
where appropriate (to be determined by the soil type 
and the likely storage duration). Further, the 7.2 
Outline Code of Construction Practice Appendix C 
- Outline Soil Resource Plan [APP-303] describes 
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watercourses, flood mitigation at crossings, mitigation 
for ecology and hydrogeology and maintaining the flow 
regime. 

Reference is made to the Statement of Common 
Ground meeting that was held with Thurrock on 3 
February 2026 and the agreed actions (in terms of 
sharing additional information to address Lead Local 
Flood Authority queries).   

6.9.53  Thurrock 
Council 

Where the site is identified as being susceptible to 
groundwater emergence, appropriate 
mitigation measures must be incorporated. The 
drainage design must demonstrate that groundwater 
will be safely controlled without causing instability, 
contamination, or increased flood risk elsewhere 

Commitment GH07 within 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice (Revision B) addresses 
dewatering. As per commitments GH01 and GH02, 
appropriate investigations and assessments would be 
undertaken where required. 

A Drainage Strategy has been produced and submitted 
at Deadline 1 (8.2 Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-
072]). The drainage mitigation measures described in 
the strategy are secured by commitment GG22 in 7.2 
Outline Code of Construction Practice (Revision 
B). Long-term land drainage provisions are also 
addressed in commitments W08, W13 and W14.  

Section 4.11 of 7.9 Flood Risk Assessment [APP-
331] covers groundwater flood risk and concludes that 
construction activities, the operation and 
decommissioning of the Project are not anticipated to 
increase risk of flooding from this source.  

6.9.54  Thurrock 
Council 

For any part of the development located within Flood 
Zones 2 or 3, a site-specific FRA must be submitted. 
The FRA shall demonstrate that the development will 
be safe for its lifetime, incorporate appropriate 
flood resilience and resistance measures, provide 
safe access and egress during flood events, and 

7.9 Flood Risk Assessment [APP-331] covers these 
points.  
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11.38, 11.39 
and 11.40 

Suffolk County 
Council 

Construction Phase Impacts:  

Construction activities will result in surface water run-
off, habitat loss at temporary ordinary watercourse 
crossings and location of some works within flood 

zones risks the safety of the development and has 

the potential to increase flood risks elsewhere. 

Further information regarding proposals to manage 
surface water runoff during construction of the Project 
are provided in 8.2 Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-
072], which was submitted at Deadline 1. The drainage 
mitigation measures described in the strategy are 
secured by commitment GG22 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice  (Revision B). Commitment 
B02 within 7.2 Outline Code of Construction 
Practice  (Revision B) commits to designing out / 
minimising as far as practicable construction effects on 
habitats and the reinstatement of areas used for 
temporary works. W07 secures measures to reduce 
the potential for displacement of fluvial floodwaters 
during construction of the Project to prevent increases 
in flood risk elsewhere.  

11.43, and 
11.45 

Suffolk County 
Council 

Operational Phase Impacts:  

Operational activities will result in surface water runoff 
and location of some works within flood zones risks 

the safety and resilience of the development and 

has the potential to increase flood risks elsewhere.  

Further information regarding proposals to manage 
surface water runoff during operation (and 
maintenance) of the Project are provided in 8.2 
Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-072]. The drainage 
mitigation measures described in the strategy are 
secured by commitment GG22 in 7.2 Outline Code of 
Construction Practice  (Revision B). Where Flood 
Zones 2 and 3 could not be avoided for operational 
infrastructure (limited to a small number of pylons 
which are flood resilient by design), mitigation is 
secured through commitment W17 in 7.2 Outline 
Code of Construction Practice  (Revision B), as 
agreed with the Environment Agency, detailed in 
5.9.15 Draft Statement of Common Ground - 
Environment Agency [REP1-038], in order to prevent 
increase in flood risk elsewhere.  
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compounds and haul roads, TDC does not 
consider this risk adequately assessed 

mitigation measures are also provided for, with the 
commitment to provide an alternative water supply 
should the Project installation works be shown to affect 
a private water supply. This is in line with standard 
practice for Development Consent Order projects.  

16.19 Tendring 
District 
Council 

The combined area of new hard surfacing is 
unprecedented for a rural district of this character. 
The ES does not assess cumulative hydrological 
effects for Tendring in a meaningful way, despite 
TDC raising this repeatedly during consultation and 
in the SoCG 

More information has been provided by the Applicant 
in 8.2 Drainage Strategy DCO [REP1-072], published 
at Deadline 1. This strategy describes how rainfall 
runoff from all impermeable elements of the Project, 
during its construction and operation, would be 
captured, controlled, treated and attenuated, prior to 
infiltration or release to a surface watercourse. 
Calculations are provided that support the sizing of 
drainage features and the strategy has been 
developed in accordance with the National Standards 
for Sustainable Drainage Systems79 and relevant local 
guidance from the Lead Local Flood Authorities. The 
drainage mitigation measures described in the strategy 
are secured by commitment GG22 in 7.2 Outline 
Code of Construction Practice (Revision B). 

 
79 Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (2025) National standards for sustainable drainage systems (SuDS) 
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District 
Council 

the CSE compound. As considered in 6.13.A5 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.5 - National 
Landscape Assessment Study [APP-235], at these 
distances the gantries would be difficult to perceive. At 
worst, effects would be negligible and not significant 
and as mitigation matures there would be no visual 
effect relating to the CSE compound from the National 
Landscape. It is important to remember that the fact 
that a feature is potentially visible does not 
automatically equate to the visual effects being 
significant. The nature and extent of that visibility is 
also a consideration, as is the sensitivity of the 
receptor.  

13.105 Suffolk 
County 
Council and 
Babergh 
District 
Council and 
Mid Suffolk 
District 
Council 

The value of the views has been judged largely on 
identified viewpoints and promoted views in tourist-
focussed documents. However, the Councils 
consider that the ES should demonstrate how the 
assessment has considered sensitive viewpoints 
identified in Neighbourhood Plans, and that the 
value of views should be judged by how they relate 
to the LCA.  The value of view indicators as 
presented in the assessment downplay the subtle 
character of East Anglian landscapes and appear 
concentrated on topography, woodland and water. 
This approach pre-determines visual value based on 
certain characteristics and not others. 

As set out in Table A13.1.9 of 6.13.A1 Environmental 
Statement Appendix 13.1 - Landscape and Visual 
Methodology [APP-227], recognition of the value of 
views was determined with reference to a number of 
factors, including whether it was recorded as being of 
importance in a Neighbourhood Plan. This was carried 
through to the judgement of sensitivity in 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment [APP-229 to APP-232]. In 
addition to this, the viewpoint assessment in 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment [APP-229 to APP-232] 
identifies where an LVIA viewpoint is within the vicinity 
of a key view identified in a Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

13.108 Suffolk 
County 
Council and 
Babergh 
District 

SCC considers the base map used for the viewpoint 
map to be at an unsuitable scale. It would have 
been helpful if Figure 13.7 - Landscape and Visual -
Visual Receptors and Viewpoints, (Doc Ref 6.13.F7, 
[APP-243]) had used the same base map as Figure 

The request for 1:10,000 scale mapping for 6.13.F7 
Environmental Statement Figure 13.7 - Visual 
Receptors and Viewpoints [APP-243] was noted, 
however it was considered that the resulting number of 
sheets required (estimated at over 300) would have 
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District 
Council and 
Mid Suffolk 
District 
Council 

avium. The percentages may also require slight 
adjustments, and the same mixes for the types of 
planting may not be suitable across the whole length 
of the project. SCC would be happy to engage 
further with the Applicant in this matter in due 
course.  

Planning Authorities during and following thematic 
meetings. This additional point is noted and the offer of 
engagement with the LPA welcomed. All planting will 
use native species, appropriate to the location, with 
woodland edge species being used at the edges, as 
suggested. 

The detail of construction stage planting plans 
(species, locations, sizes and specification) for the 
Environmental Areas is to be provided in the final 
LEMP in accordance with Requirement 4 of 3.1 Draft 
Development Consent Order [APP-056]. The final 
LEMP will be approved by the Local Planning 
Authorities. Details of on-site tree planting elsewhere 
will be provided in accordance with the Reinstatement 
Planting Plan secured under Requirement 9 of 3.1 
Draft Development Consent Order [APP-056]. 

13.194 to 
13.197 

Suffolk 
County 
Council and 
Babergh 
District 
Council and 
Mid Suffolk 
District 
Council 

The Councils query why the proposed woodland 
planting along the western side of the compound is 
not continuous and wider, given that the DCO 
boundaries are further to the west.  

The gradient for the elevated landform to the south-
east of the compound needs to be further reviewed. 
The Landscape proposals state that this will be no 
higher than three meters; the oLEMP [AS-046] 
states that the maximum gradient will be 1 in 3. SCC 
is concerned that steep slopes such as this would 
not allow for naturalised edges.  

With regards to the access road, the Councils query 
why the hedge is not continued along the western 
side of the track, from where it enters the 
Environmental area in the south to join up with the 
proposed native woodland.  

The landscape design for the Environmental Area at 
Wenham Grove CSE compound is indicative at this 
stage and will be developed further at detailed design 
stage. The Applicant has produced the indicative 
design taking on board previous rounds of comments 
made by the Local Planning Authorities during and 
following thematic meetings. These further detailed 
points are welcomed and will be addressed in drafting 
construction stage planting plans to fulfil the DCO 
Requirements. 

The detail of construction stage planting plans 
(species, locations, sizes and specification) for the 
Environmental Area is to be provided in the final LEMP 
in accordance with Requirement 4 of 3.1 Draft 
Development Consent Order [APP-056]. The final 
LEMP will be approved by the Local Planning 
Authorities. Details of on-site tree planting elsewhere 
will be provided in accordance with the Reinstatement 
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2Km away. These are often landscapes without 
existing significant detractors. 

Whilst the rural landscape will remain in place beneath 
and around the proposed overhead line, it is 
nevertheless recognised by the Applicant that 
significant effects on landscape character and visual 
amenity will occur. These effects are reported in the 
LVIA in 6.13 Environmental Statement Chapter 13 - 
Landscape and Visual [APP-226]. 

4.10.23 Essex County 
Council 

ECC welcomes the 206 Viewpoint assessments that 
have been identified over the whole project length 
which is a considerable increase on the number 
presented in the PEIR, but note that there are still 
considerable gaps in the provision including in VRA 
C12 Ardleigh (Longer distance), VRA D3 Great 
Horkesley and Horkesley Heath (Longer distance) 
VR10 D10 Copford VRA E3 Kelvedon VRA E4 
Silver End (Longer distance), VRA F9 Edney 
Common (Longer distance) VRA F6 Chelmsford 
North-West (Longer distance) VRA G3 Brentwood 
East (Longer distance) VRA H1 Bulphan (Longer 
distance) VRA H2 Horndon on the Hill (Longer 
distance). The shortfall is particularly noticeable 
from beyond 1.5 Kms and is in danger of 
undervaluing the significance of the effects on the 
PRoW network in particular. 

 

The approach to selecting viewpoints is set out in 
paragraphs 13.2.39 to 13.2.41 of 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment - Part 1 of 4 [APP-229]. 
The viewpoints were shared and discussed with 
relevant Local Planning Authorities, as set out in the 
Statements of Common Ground (5.9.1 to 5.9.12 
[REP1-010 to REP1-032]). The LVIA viewpoints are a 
representative selection of publicly accessible locations 
along the Project, capturing a range of receptors and a 
variety of distances and viewing directions. The 
locations of all viewpoints are shown on 6.13.F7 
Environmental Statement Figure 13.7 - Visual 
Receptors and Viewpoints [REP1-066]. This includes 
viewpoints beyond 1.5 km within Chelmsford district. 
The number of viewpoints assessed in the LVIA (206 
viewpoints) is considered to be proportionate and 
appropriate in relation to the scale of the Project. These 
are presented in 7.12 Visualisations [APP-343 - APP-
349]. In addition, there are a further 47 viewpoints and 
accompanying visualisations that support the historic 
environment assessment. These are presented in the 
7.12 Visualisations [APP-350 - APP-351]. It is 
important to note that the LVIA is based on first hand 
observations during site visits and not on viewpoints 
and visualisations alone. 
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4.10.25, 
4.10.26 and 
4.10.27 

Essex County 
Council 

ECC considers that the visual assessment should 
more explicitly extend into sensitive areas beyond 
the 3Km line including the National Landscape in 
order to demonstrate the effects are not significant. 

Figure 13.15 - Landscape and Visual -ZTV of 
Fairstead (EACN Side) and Fairstead (Tilbury Side) 
CSE Compounds (APP-251) shows that theoretical 
visibility of the whole structure of the substation is 
extensive and goes beyond the 3 Km study area in 
several places. ECC consider that the visual 
assessment should more explicitly extend into 
sensitive areas beyond the 3Km line in order to 
demonstrate the effects are not significant. 

Figure 13.9 - Landscape and Visual - ZTV of 
Proposed 400kV Overhead Line (proportions of 
structures visible) (APP-245) indicates relatively 
widespread theoretical visibility of the whole pylon 
structure and overhead line both within the 3 km 
study area and beyond 5Km, including from villages, 
the PRoW network, National Cycle Network routes 
in this area, from the rural lanes and road network. 
This highlights how widespread the potential 
significant negative landscape and visual effects of 
the scheme are and also suggests that some visual 
assessment needs to extend beyond the 3Km study 
area 

The approach to the LVIA follows professional 
guidance as set out in 6.13.A1 Environmental 
Statement Appendix 13.1 - Landscape and Visual 
Methodology [APP-227]. This was shared and 
discussed with stakeholders. This methodology sets 
out the justification for the 3 km Study Area used for 
the assessment. This was determined by the nature 
and scale of the Project and the nature of the 
surrounding area and considers the landscape and/or 
views that the Project may influence in a significant 
manner.  

The following viewpoints are located beyond 3 km from 
the nearest above ground structure within Essex 
(approximate distance provided in brackets): Viewpoint 
5.01 (3.2 km), Viewpoint 6.22 (3.1 km), Viewpoint 6.25 
(3 km) and Viewpoint 8.09 (4 km). No significant effects 
were identified at these viewpoints as set out in 
6.13.A3 Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - 
Visual Baseline and Assessment [APP-229 to APP-
232]. 

6.2.15 Thurrock 
Council 

Where there are PRoWs within 400m of the 
proposed pylons, the effects on users will be major 
and significant. The effects on users of PRoWs 
more that 400m from the site will not be significant. 

The LVIA assessment summary of visual effects in 
Thurrock is set out in paragraph 13.7.26 in 6.13 
Environmental Statement Chapter 13 - Landscape 
and Visual [APP-226]. The LVIA recognises that 
significant visual effects during operation, will extend 
up to approximately 1.5 km from the proposed 
overhead line in Thurrock. The most significant (major 
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raised have been considered and that the assessment 
is fair. 

12.46 - 12.47 Colchester 
City Council 

In Visual Receptor Area D2 Little Horkesley and 
Wormingford, We agree that within 0.5 km of the 
project line, the scale of change would be large, the 
magnitude of effect would be high, and the effect 
would be major and significant (adverse). Viewpoint 
4.27 B1508 Colchester Road, near Grove Lodge 
0.12Km demonstrates the major significant adverse 
effect of the pylons close to. However, we disagree 
that major effects are limited to below 0.5KM and 
that between 0.5 km and 1.5 km the scale of change 
would necessarily be medium and the effect only 
moderate and significant (adverse). 

Whilst we agree that from Viewpoint 4.04 PRoW off 
Holt's Road, east of Wormingford (Little Horkesley 
18) from 0.76Km, the visualisation does 
demonstrate a moderate significant adverse impact, 
we hold that in a more open landscape we consider 
the effects could remain major adverse up to 1Km.   

The Applicant notes the agreement of the assessment 
within 0.5 km but respects the fact that there is a 
difference in professional opinion in relation to the 
assessment of effects beyond 0.5 km. The effects 
between 0.5 km and 1.5 km reported in the LVIA are 
identified as being significant (moderate adverse). The 
response provided suggests that Colchester City 
Council consider the visual effects to be greater than 
moderate. Although there is a difference in professional 
judgement in relation to the level of effect, the Applicant 
notes that both judgements would be significant.  

 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

 

12.50  Colchester 
City Council 

Western Cable Sealing End Compound to Fordham  

During construction we do not accept that beyond 
1Km, the valley topography and layers of vegetation 
including woodland, riparian vegetation, hedgerows, 
and field boundary trees would reduce intervisibility 
within the wider LCA, nor reduce the significant 
effects, due to the height of the infrastructure, during 
construction and at operation. 

The position of the LPA is noted. Between the Western 
CSE compound and Fordham the Project passes 
through the Colne River Valley Slopes LCA and Colne 
River Valley Floor LCA. Significant effects are identified 
within approximately 1.5 km of the Project during 
construction and operation, as set out in paragraphs 
13.3.543 to 13.3.572 in 6.13.A2 Environmental 
Statement Appendix 13.2 - Landscape Baseline and 
Assessment [APP-228]. 

The Applicant has reviewed the judgements made in 
the LVIA and remains comfortable that the matters 
raised have been considered and that the assessment 
is fair. 
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6.13.A5 Environmental Statement Appendix 13.5 - 
National Landscape Assessment Study [APP-235]. 

12.73 Colchester 
City Council 

Within visual receptor area C11 Langham, we agree 
that within 0.5 km the scale of change would be 
large, the magnitude of effect would be high and the 
effect would be major and significant (adverse). 
However, we disagree that between 0.5 km and 1.5 
km the scale of change would be medium and the 
effect only moderate and significant (adverse). 
Whilst Viewpoint 4.01 Boxted Airfield Memorial, Park 
Lane visualisation from 1.16Km does demonstrate a 
moderate significant adverse impact, up to 1Km we 
judge the effects would still be major adverse.  
Whilst we agree that generally, beyond 1.5 km the 
scale of change would be small and effect would be 
minor and not significant partly due to intervening 
vegetation, Viewpoint 4.16 Langham Playing Field 
off School Road, Langham from 1.71Km indicates 
there are still effects, which we would suggest, in 
open sections of the landscape would be more 
significant.  

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

 

12.74, 
12.200, 
12.216, 
12.228, 
12.234, 
12.239, 
12.244, 
12.249 

Colchester 
City Council 

We consider that the cumulative effect of multiple 
pylons and the continuous overhead linear character 
of the project, means that the collective effects 
within the VRA creates an overall significant adverse 
effect at both construction and operation.   

The Applicant recognises that there will be significant 
effects on visual receptors at locations along the length 
of the Project, and extending to some distance from it, 
as explained within the assessment presented in 6.13 
Environmental Statement Chapter 13 - Landscape 
and Visual [APP-226]. The effects on views will affect 
a sequence of places along the length of the line, with 
the effects being described in relation to each of the 
assessment units; in this case VRAs. Again, the views 
of the Project will not be experienced as a whole, but 
the effects on visual amenity can be understood from 
the LVIA, by looking at all of its component parts 
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including both the VRA and viewpoint assessments, 
each of which is set out in detail. It is noted that overall, 
these effects will be significant, as would be expected 
for any project of this size and nature. 

12.75 Colchester 
City Council 

The overhead line will head west from the East 
Anglian Connection Node, through Southern part of 
Langham. It is noted that much of this landscape is 
open in this area, and thus the impacts would be 
particularly significant, at least moderate-major and 
significant adverse within 1km of the overhead line 
(not within 0.5km as stated by the applicant), 
moderate and significant adverse between 1-1.5km. 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

12.76 Colchester 
City Council 

From Boxted, the overhead line could be closely 
viewed from the scattered properties along Straight 
Road. It also cuts across the local PRoW network. 
Significant visual impacts could extend beyond 1km, 
however additional viewpoints would be required to 
determine this. 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

The conclusions of the LVIA will not change as a result 
of adding new assessment or illustrated viewpoints. 

12.78 Colchester 
City Council 

However, at viewpoint 4.01 Boxted Airfield 
Memorial, which is to outside the Receptor Area D1 
and to the north, the pylons to the south remain 
prominent on the skyline even though they re 1.2Km 
away. An additional viewpoint is needed, therefore, 
within D1 but between 1-1.5Km away from the 
Project so that the effects can be clearly identified 
as significant or not. 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

The conclusions of the LVIA will not change as a result 
of adding new assessment or illustrated viewpoints. 

12.80 Colchester 
City Council 

The Western Sealing End Compound would be 
particularly impactful on the landscape, sitting on an 
exposed ridge, visible from within the Dedham Vale 
National Landscape boundary within Little 
Horkesley. An alternative location for this CSEC was 
previously put forward further south of the proposed 

The Applicant has considered the alternative 
positioning of the CSE compound but does not 
consider this preferred for the reasons set out in 
paragraph 7.2.5 of 5.15 Design Development Report 
[APP-122]. The theoretical visibility of the western CSE 
compound at Great Horkesley is illustrated in 6.13.F14 





 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 511  

ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

assessment units; in this case VRAs. Again, the views 
of the Project will not be experienced as a whole, but 
the effects on visual amenity can be understood from 
the LVIA, by looking at all of its component parts 
including both the VRA and viewpoint assessments, 
each of which is set out in detail. It is noted that overall, 
these effects will be significant, as would be expected 
for any project of this size and nature.  

12.83 Colchester 
City Council 

Within Visual Receptor Area D3 Great Horkesley, 
we do not accept that either construction or 
operational impacts would be major significant 
adverse only within 0.5km.   

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

12.85 Colchester 
City Council 

Of concern is that there appears to be no 
assessment of the effects of the overhead line on 
the surrounding landscape character at pylon TB35 
where the undergrounding finishes and transitions to 
pylons and overhead lines. Assessment of this 
element of the Project is required. Viewpoint 4.34 
Crabtree Lane, north of West Bergholt nearby 
demonstrates the significant major adverse impact 
which seriously impacts the view across the valley to 
Fordham. The mitigation proposed hides the pylons 
but also completely hides the view and therefore 
part of the character.  

The Applicant would like to clarify that TB35 is not a 
pylon. TB35 is one of the gantries within the Great 
Horkesley (Tilbury side) CSE compound, with the other 
gantry being TB36. 

The Great Horkesley (Tilbury side) CSE compound 
falls within LCA B5: Rochfords Farmland Plateau. The 
assessment of effects on this LCA is set out in 
paragraphs 13.3.513 to 13.3.527 of 6.13.A2 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.2 - 
Landscape Baseline and Assessment [APP-228]. 
This includes an assessment of the CSE compound 
and overhead line (with the gantries in the CSE 
compound being TB35 and TB36 and the first pylon to 
the south being TB37). Within 1.5 km the effect of 
construction and effects at operation year 1 and 
operation year 15 are judged to be moderate and 
significant (adverse). 

Viewpoint 4.34 Crabtree Lane, north of West Bergholt 
is assessed within 6.13.A3 Environmental Statement 
Appendix 13.3 - Visual Baseline and Assessment - 
Part 3 of 4 [APP-231], pdf page 101.  
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12.88 Colchester 
City Council 

South of Fordham, viewpoint 4.30 shows the wide-
ranging and prominent visibility of the overhead line, 
views that are from open access land surrounding 
Fordham. The overhead line would frame views 
looking back towards Fordham, creating an 
industrial feel. We do not accept that intervening 
woodland provides much filtering.   

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

12.89 Colchester 
City Council 

Heading from Fordham towards Fordstreet, it is 
clear there would be major significant adverse 
impacts on the view in a scenic part of the valley, in 
what used to be the Special Landscape Area. We 
do not agree that significant impacts would be 
limited to within 1.5Km at the operational stage, as 
there would be wide views up and down the valley 
to the pylons and wide views back up to the pylons 
and OH line as they come down the valley slope. 
We consider the line should be either 
undergrounded or diverted from this part of the 
valley and that this is justified by the value and 
sensitivity of this distinctive landscape feature and 
the visual amenity it provides.  

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

 

12.91 Colchester 
City Council 

The pylons are very prominent next to the village of 
Aldham looming over existing housing and creating 
really negative place-making. The alignment is not 
acceptable and needs undergrounding or setting 
back. Viewpoints 4.11 and 4.37 show the severity of 
the impact close to residential areas and 
surrounding PROW. We consider that the effect 
would be moderate and significant (adverse) 
between only 1.0-1.5 Km. Between approximately 1 
km and 2 km, the overhead line would be visible in 
medium to long views and would most often be seen 
on the skyline and above intervening trees, with 

Detailed siting and routeing is informed by the 
guidance available in the Holford and Horlock Rules, 
the results of technical and environmental studies and 
fieldwork and the application of the mitigation 
hierarchy. The Applicant notes that balanced decision-
making is required to consider the different 
combinations of effects and consequences. The 
Applicant starts from the policy position set out in NPS 
EN-5 (2024). This is clear on the strong Government 
starting presumption that overhead lines in general are 
appropriate. The area identified by the Council is not 
within a nationally designated landscape and not within 
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visibility decreasing with distance as layers of 
vegetation and topography further screen out views. 
However, there are no viewpoint images to 
demonstrate this. Effects on visual receptors would 
likely be significant (negative) within approximately 
1.5 km of the Project.  

the setting of a Nationally designated landscape. 
Therefore NPS EN-1 (2024) para. 5.10.34 and the 
reversed assumption to use underground cables as per 
EN-5 2.9.20 are not engaged. The Applicant also does 
not consider that the tests in NPS EN-5 paragraph 
2.9.23 are engaged.  

The Applicant notes that within VRA D7 Fordstreet and 
Aldham, i.e. the area which Viewpoints 4.11 and 4.37 
lie within, major and significant (adverse) effects have 
been identified within 0.5 km at construction and 
operation, including from Aldham and Fordstreet. 
Moderate and significant (adverse) effects have been 
identified between 0.5 km and 1.5 km, at both 
construction and operation, as set out in paragraphs 
13.7.76 to 13.7.87 within 6.13.A3 Environmental 
Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual Baseline and 
Assessment - Part 1 of 4 [APP-229].  

As set out within 6.13.A3 Environmental Statement 
Appendix 13.3 - Visual Baseline and Assessment - 
Part 3 of 4 [APP-231], significant adverse effects have 
been identified at Viewpoint 4.11 and Viewpoint 4.37 
(major and moderate-major respectively). This is in line 
with the VRA D7 assessment.  

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

The conclusions of the LVIA will not change as a result 
of adding new assessment or visualisations, however, 
if parties consider the provision of further wirelines 
helpful, then these could be provided. 

12.94 Colchester 
City Council 

From Great Tey, views of the overhead line appear 
to be limited, considering much of the village is in a 

Viewpoint 4.22: PRoW between Great Tey and Little 
Tey is represented by a baseline photograph only. The 
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12.180 Colchester 
City Council 

LCA A4: Colne River Valley Floor: This LCA is 
located along the River Colne to the west of 
Colchester. A narrow part of the Colne River Valley 
Floor LCA would be directly affected by construction 
activity to the east of Fordstreet. As above we judge 
the significant effects would be more widespread, 
both towards the end of the construction period and 
during operation, as this is an unspoiled river valley 
and views in and out of the valley, including from Mill 
Lane and along the Essex Way that follows the river 
for some distance, are quite widespread. This area 
used to be a Special Landscape Area and would 
likely be identified as Valued Landscape if an 
assessment was carried out. It is the most 
accessible section of unspoiled riverside landscape 
to the west of Colchester and used extensively by 
walkers. The opportunity should be explored for 
either realignment north and west of the Open 
Access Land explored or undergrounding be 
proposed as an alternative.  

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

The Applicant notes that sequential assessments have 
been undertaken for long distance paths such as the 
Essex Way as advocated in GLVIA3 paragraph 6.22. 
This assessment is set out in Section 13.12 of 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment - Part 1 of 4 [APP-229].  

Detailed siting and routeing is informed by the 
guidance available in the Holford and Horlock Rules, 
the results of technical and environmental studies and 
fieldwork and the application of the mitigation 
hierarchy. The Applicant notes that balanced decision-
making is required to consider the different 
combinations of effects and consequences. The 
Applicant starts from the policy position set out in NPS 
EN-5 (2024). This is clear on the strong Government 
starting presumption that overhead lines in general are 
appropriate. The area identified by the Council is not 
within a nationally designated landscape and not within 
the setting of a Nationally designated landscape. 
Therefore NPS EN-1 (2024) para. 5.10.34 and the 
reversed assumption to use underground cables as per 
EN-5 2.9.20 are not engaged. The Applicant also does 
not consider that the tests in NPS EN-5 paragraph 
2.9.23 are engaged. 

 

 

12.181 Colchester 
City Council 

LCA B4: Great Tey Farmland Plateau: The Great 
Tey Farmland Plateau LCA is located to the south of 
the River Colne and contains the settlements of 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
identified significant adverse effects on LCA B4: Great 
Tey Farmland Plateau, up to approximately 1.5 km 
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and Little Tey and running broadly parallel to the 
north of the A120. The effect on the LCA is judged 
likely to be significant (negative) within 
approximately 1 km of the draft Order Limits. 
However, VP 4.12 which views the Project from 
1.2Km shows that the effects are still significant. 
Therefore, we cannot agree that once operational 
the effect on the LCA would only likely be significant 
(negative) within approximately 1 km of the Project.  

Assessment [APP-228]. The Applicant agrees that 
effects at Viewpoint 4.12: A120 Coggeshall Road, 
Marks Tey would be significant, as set out in 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment - Part 3 of 4 [APP-231]. 
The Applicant has reviewed the judgements made in 
the LVIA and remains comfortable that the matters 
raised have been considered and that the assessment 
is fair. 

 

12.186 Colchester 
City Council 

We welcome the 206 Viewpoint assessments that 
have been identified over the whole project length 
which is a considerable increase on the number 
presented in the PEIR, but note that there are still 
considerable gaps in the provision including in VRA 
C12 Ardleigh (Longer distance), VRA D3 Great 
Horkesley and Horkesley Heath (Longer distance) 
VR10 D10 Copford VRA E3 Kelvedon. The shortfall 
is particularly noticeable from beyond 1.5 Kms and 
is in danger of undervaluing the significance of the 
effects on the PRoW network in particular. 

See the response to ID 4.10.23 (Essex County Council) 

12.188 Colchester 
City Council 

We consider that the visual assessment should 
more explicitly extend into sensitive areas beyond 
the 3Km line including the National Landscape in 
order to demonstrate the effects are not significant. 

See the responses to ID 4.10.25, ID 4.10.26 and ID 
4.10.27 (Essex County Council)  

12.189 Colchester 
City Council 

Figure 13.15 - Landscape and Visual -ZTV of 
Fairstead (EACN Side) and Fairstead (Tilbury Side) 
CSE Compounds shows that theoretical visibility of 
the whole structure of the substation is extensive 
and goes beyond the 3 Km study area in several 
places. We consider that the visual assessment 
should more explicitly extend into sensitive areas 

See the responses to ID 4.10.25, ID 4.10.26 and ID 
4.10.27 (Essex County Council)  
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beyond the 3Km line in order to demonstrate the 
effects are not significant. 

12.190 Colchester 
City Council 

Figure 13.9 - Landscape and Visual - ZTV of 
Proposed 400kV Overhead Line (proportions of 
structures visible) indicates relatively widespread 
theoretical visibility of the whole pylon structure and 
overhead line both within the 3 km study area and 
beyond 5Km, including from villages, the PRoW 
network, National Cycle Network routes in this area, 
from the rural lanes and road network. This 
highlights how widespread the potential significant 
negative landscape and visual effects of the scheme 
are and also suggests that some visual assessment 
needs to extend beyond the 3Km study area. 

See the responses to ID 4.10.25, ID 4.10.26 and ID 
4.10.27 (Essex County Council)  

12.191 Colchester 
City Council 

We consider that the visual assessment should 
more explicitly extend into sensitive areas beyond 
the 3Km line in order to demonstrate the effects are 
not significant.  

See the responses to ID 4.10.25, ID 4.10.26 and ID 
4.10.27 (Essex County Council)   

12.199 Colchester 
City Council 

VRAs C11 Langham (Section C) and Area D (in 
Colchester)   

C11 Langham (Section C) 

We agree that within 0.5 km the scale of change 
would be large, the magnitude of effect would be 
high and the effect would be major and significant 
(adverse). Viewpoint 3.31 Ardleigh Heath at 0.49Km 
illustrates the scale and extent of the effect and its 
major significant adverse impact. However, we 
disagree that between 0.5 km and 1.5 km the scale 
of change would be medium and the effect only 
moderate and significant (adverse). Whilst Viewpoint 
4.01 Boxted Airfield Memorial, Park Lane 
visualisation from 1.16Km does demonstrate a 

Within VRA C11 Langham effects on visual receptors 
are judged to be significant during construction and 
operation within approximately 1.5 km of the LoD, as 
set out in paragraph 13.6.122 to 13.6.137 within 
6.13.A3 Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - 
Visual Baseline and Assessment - Part 1 of 4 [APP-
229]. Major and significant (adverse) effects have been 
identified within 0.5 km at construction. Effects at 
operation at this distance have been assessed as 
minor and not significant (adverse) along the proposed 
underground cable alignment, rising to major and 
significant (adverse) along the proposed overhead line. 
Between 0.5 km and 1 km effects at construction and 
operation are assessed as moderate and significant 
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moderate significant adverse impact, up to 1Km we 
judge the effects would still be major adverse.  
Whilst we agree that generally, beyond 1.5 km the 
scale of change would be small and effect would be 
minor and not significant partly due to intervening 
vegetation, Viewpoint 4.16 Langham Playing Field 
off School Road, Langham from 1.71Km indicates 
there are still effects, which we would suggest, in 
open sections of the landscape would be more 
significant.   

(adverse). Effects beyond 1.5 km are assessed as 
minor and not significant (adverse).  

Within 6.13.A3 Environmental Statement Appendix 
13.3 - Visual Baseline and Assessment - Part 3 of 4 
[APP-231], VP 4.01 (1.16 km distance) is assessed as 
moderate and significant (adverse) at both construction 
and operation. VP4.16 (1.71 km distance) is assessed 
as minor and not significant (adverse) at both 
construction and operation. This is in line with the VRA 
C11 assessment.  

VP 3.31 (1.49 km distance) is assessed as moderate-
major at construction and operation within 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment - Part 2 of 4 [APP-230]. 
The Applicant acknowledges this differs from the 
effects identified within 0.5 km of the VRA assessment. 
The extent of identified visual effects is defined using 
both location specific placenames, and estimated 
distances across which visual effects would be 
experienced. All stated distances in the assessment 
are approximate. It is important to note that there would 
be a gradual transition in terms of levels of effect, 
rather than an absolute and abrupt change. Viewpoints 
are not always an exact proxy for visual effects across 
the VRA as a whole. In 8.1 Errata List [REP1-071], 
additional text is included to explain the transitional 
nature of effects. 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

12.203 Colchester 
City Council 

VRA D1 Tye Green and Boxted  The position of the LPA is noted. Within VRA D1 Tye 
Green and Boxted, the LVIA identifies significant 
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however, if parties consider the provision of further 
wirelines helpful then these could be provided.  

12.206 Colchester 
City Council 

D2 Little Horkesley and Wormingford  We agree that 
within 0.5 km of the project line, the scale of change 
would be large, the magnitude of effect would be 
high, and the effect would be major and significant 
(adverse). Viewpoint 4.27 B1508 Colchester Road, 
near Grove Lodge 0.12Km demonstrates the major 
significant adverse effect of the pylons close to. We 
welcome this additional viewpoint. However, we 
disagree that major effects are limited to below 
0.5KM and that between 0.5 km and 1.5 km the 
scale of change would necessarily be medium and 
the effect only moderate and significant (adverse).   

The Applicant notes that within VRA D2 Little 
Horkesley and Wormingford, which Viewpoint 4.27 lies 
within, major and significant (adverse) effects have 
been identified within 0.5 km and moderate and 
significant (adverse) effect have been identified 
between 0.5 km and 1.5 km, as set out in paragraphs 
13.7.13 to 13.7.24 within 6.13.A3 Environmental 
Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual Baseline and 
Assessment - Part 1 of 4 [APP-229]. The assessment 
of effects on Viewpoint 4.27 is included within 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment - Part 3 of 4 [APP-231]. 
Effects at this viewpoint have been assessed as major 
and significant (adverse) at construction and operation. 
This is in line with effects identified on VRA D2. 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

12.207 Colchester 
City Council 

Whilst we agree that from Viewpoint 4.04 PRoW off 
Holt's Road, east of Wormingford (Little Horkesley 
18) from 0.76Km, the visualisation does 
demonstrate a moderate significant adverse impact, 
we hold that in a more open landscape we consider 
the effects could remain major adverse up to 1Km.  
Similar receptors between 0.5Km-1Km, particularly 
receptors on linear features such as PRoW, would 
be affected by close to medium distance views of 
this construction activity and by the operational 
Project. Between approximately 1 km and 2 km 
intermittent medium to long distance views of 

The Applicant notes that within VRA D2 Little 
Horkesley and Wormingford, which Viewpoint 4.04 lies 
within, moderate and significant (adverse) effects have 
been identified between 0.5 km and 1.5 km at 
construction. At operation, effects on VRA D2 are 
assessed as moderate and significant (adverse) in the 
west, reducing to negligible and not significant in the 
east, including within the National Landscape. Beyond 
1.5 km, effects are assessed as negligible and not 
significant, increasing to minor and not significant 
(adverse) from the B1508 and Little Horkesley Road at 
Wormingford, on the edge of the National Landscape.  
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There are still significant views greater than 0.5 km 
as evidenced by Viewpoint 4.05 PRoW near 
Hillhouse Wood, (West Bergholt 5) 0.9Km, 
Viewpoint 4.20 PRoW near Bullbanks Farm, 
(Aldham 4) 0.59KM Viewpoint 4.28 Essex Way near 
Poole's Farm 0.98Km. VP4.05, 4.20 and 4.28 are 
greater than 0.5Km from the Project line, therefore, 
we dispute that significant effects would not be 
found at greater distances than 1Km.   

from the Project within VRAs, and extending up to 2 km 
from some more elevated viewpoints. The Applicant 
agrees that significant effects would be experienced at 
Viewpoints 4.05 and 4.20. At Viewpoint 4.28, effects 
are judged to be minor-moderate and not significant.  

12.234 Colchester 
City Council 

D6 Fordham Heath and Eight Ash Green  

We consider the scale of change would be large and 
the effect would be major and significant (adverse) 
up to 1Km and not 0.5Km as stated, due to the 
frequent open views and elevated pylon runs. We 
consider the scale of change would be medium and 
the effect would be moderate and significant 
(adverse) between 1.0 km and up to 2.0 km. Beyond 
1.5 km, whilst the scale of change would be smaller, 
and the individual effects could be minor and not 
significant (adverse), we consider that the 
cumulative effect of multiple pylons and the 
continuous overhead linear character of the project, 
means that the collective effects creates an overall 
significant adverse effect  within the VRA at both 
construction and operation.  

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

The Applicant recognises that there will be significant 
effects on visual receptors at locations along the length 
of the Project, and extending to some distance from it, 
as explained within the assessment presented in 6.13 
Environmental Statement Chapter 13 - Landscape 
and Visual [APP-226]. The effects on views will affect 
a sequence of places along the length of the line, with 
the effects being described in relation to each of the 
assessment units; in this case VRAs. Again, the views 
of the Project will not be experienced as a whole, but 
the effects on visual amenity can be understood from 
the LVIA, by looking at all of its component parts 
including both the VRA and viewpoint assessments, 
each of which is set out in detail. It is noted that overall, 
these effects will be significant, as would be expected 
for any project of this size and nature. 

12.237 Colchester 
City Council 

D7 Fordstreet and Aldham   

The proposed overhead line is likely to be seen on 
the skyline and would be prominent in views, 
particularly from Fordstreet and Aldham where there 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 
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are some open views to the east in neighbouring 
VRA D5. There would also be close views from 
parts of the Essex Way and open access land within 
the Colne Valley. The Project would be introduced 
into a landscape otherwise absent of overhead 
lines. We consider the scale of change would be 
large and the effect would be major and significant 
(adverse) within 1.0Km of the project not 0.5Km due 
to the openness and elevation.  Viewpoint 4.31 
Rectory Road near Hoe Farm, east of Great Tey 
0.95KM demonstrates how major effects persist 
beyond 0.5Kms.  

At Viewpoint 4.31: Rectory Road near Hoe Farm, east 
of Great Tey a moderate and significant (adverse) 
effect is identified, as set out in 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment - Part 3 of 4 [APP-231]. 

12.242 Colchester 
City Council 

D8 Great Tey  

The Project would be introduced into unspoiled rural 
landscapes. We consider that the scale of change 
would be large, and the effect would be major and 
significant (adverse) up to 1KM (not 0.5Km) from the 
project line. 

The position of the LPA is noted. The Applicant has 
reviewed the judgements made in the LVIA and 
remains comfortable that the matters raised have been 
considered and that the assessment is fair. 

12.243 Colchester 
City Council 

D8 Great Tey  

Between approximately 1 km and 2 km, the 
overhead line would most often be seen on the 
skyline in medium to long views and above 
intervening trees, with visibility decreasing with 
distance as layers of vegetation further screen out 
views and as much of Great Tey is in a slight dip, 
views towards the Project would be limited in places 
as demonstrated in Viewpoint 4.10 Moor Road, 
Great Tey. (1.59Km) and Viewpoint 4.22 PRoW 
between Great Tey and Little Tey 1.08Km. A 
visualisation is needed from VP 4.22 to demonstrate 
the effects. 

Viewpoint 4.22: PRoW between Great Tey and Little 
Tey is represented by a baseline photograph only. The 
assessment of Viewpoint 4.22 is set out in 6.13.A3 
Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - Visual 
Baseline and Assessment - Part 3 of 4 [APP-231], 
and judges that there would be moderate and 
significant (adverse) effects at construction, operation 
year 1 and operation year 15. 

The conclusions of the LVIA will not change as a result 
of adding new assessment or illustrated viewpoints, 
however, if parties consider the provision of further 
wirelines helpful then these could be provided.  
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Transmission infrastructure (including overhead lines) 
is found throughout rural landscapes across England. 
This includes existing overhead lines which fall within 
the LVIA Study Area, as illustrated on 6.13.F4 
Environmental Statement Figure 13.4 - Settlements 
and Infrastructure [APP-240]. Whilst the rural 
landscape will remain in place beneath and around the 
proposed overhead line, it is nevertheless recognised 
by the Applicant that significant effects on landscape 
character and visual amenity will occur. These effects 
are reported in the LVIA in 6.13 Environmental 
Statement Chapter 13 - Landscape and Visual 
[APP-226]. 

8.312 Chelmsford 
City Council 

The landscape value assessment was not made 
available until the submission of the ES and so has 
not, to our knowledge, informed the alignment in any 
meaningful way. It is considered the proposed 
alignment needs to be looked at again in light of this 
data. 

 

Detailed siting and routeing is informed by the 
guidance available in the Holford and Horlock Rules, 
the results of technical and environmental studies and 
fieldwork and the application of the mitigation 
hierarchy. The Applicant notes that balanced decision-
making is required to consider the different 
combinations of effects and consequences.  

The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) 
set out in 6.13 Environmental Statement Chapter 13 
- Landscape and Visual [APP-226] identifies 
significant adverse residual effects on landscape 
receptors along the length of the Project, up to 
approximately 1.5 km from the Project.   

The approach to the assessment of effects on the 
landscape follows professional guidance as set out in 
6.13.A1 Environmental Statement Appendix 13.1 - 
Landscape and Visual Methodology [APP-227]. 
Where there are no current local landscape 
designations such as Special Landscape Areas within 
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to 3:1 replacement planting for individual trees and 
small groups of individual trees within 7.4 Outline 
Landscape and Ecological Management Plan 
(Revision C). This is secured by Requirement 4 within 
3.1 Draft Development Consent Order [APP-056]. 
Details of on-site tree planting will be provided in 
accordance with the Reinstatement Planting Plan 
secured under Requirement 9 of 3.1 Draft 
Development Consent Order [APP-056]. The Project 
would prioritise the replanting for individual trees within 
the Order Limits, however off-site provision may be 
required. Any off-site tree planting required because of 
this commitment would be secured via a legal 
agreement. This is discussed further in the Biodiversity, 
Ecology and Nature Conservation - Replacement Tree 
Planting section in Chapter 3 of this report. 

The Applicant notes the agreement of the assessment 
within 0.5 km but respects the fact that there is a 
difference in professional opinion in relation to the 
assessment of effects beyond 0.5 km. The assessment 
of effects on VRA F4 is included in paragraphs 13.9.38 
to 13.9.50 within 6.13.A3 Environmental Statement 
Appendix 13.3 - Visual Baseline and Assessment - 
Part 1 of 4 [APP-229]. Effects on receptors between 
0.5 km and 1.5 km are assessed at both construction 
and operation, as moderate and significant (adverse), 
particularly from more elevated areas to the south and 
west of Little Waltham, and the north of Little Waltham, 
where parts of the proposed overhead line would be 
visible in some views. This includes at Blasford Hill and 
Broomfield near Woodhouse Lane and the B1008 in 
the south and the area close to Sheepcotes Lane  in 
the north.  Effects would reduce to low from within the 
lower-lying and/or more screened areas of settlement, 
including from the south and eastern edges of Little 
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existing vegetation and farm buildings / college 
buildings along Cow Watering Lane. The Project 
would be introduced into views otherwise absent of 
overhead lines.   
 

Generally, it is agreed that the Project would be 
visible in close views from the east of the VRA, and 
that the overhead line is likely prominent in views, as 
seen on the skyline with little filtering, including from 
PRoW. The Project would be introduced into views 
otherwise absent of overhead lines.   

 

It is agreed that the scale of change would be large, 
and the effect would be major and significant 
(adverse) in close-to views.  

 

It is considered major significant adverse effects 
occur up to 1km not 0.5kmm.  

 

Generally, a medium scale of change and moderate 
and significant (adverse) effects occur less than 
between 1.0km and 1.5km. Viewpoint 6.06 Galleons 
Hill, Roxwell at 1.03Km demonstrates at least 
moderate adverse effects.  

 
Beyond 1.5Km, generally we accept that individual 
impacts would be not significant, although the 
effects on Viewpoint 6.08 Cooksmill Green at 
1.76km are arguably still moderate adverse.  

moderate. The assessment of effects on VRA F8 is 
included in paragraphs 13.9.87 to 13.9.98 within 
6.13.A3 Environmental Statement Appendix 13.3 - 
Visual Baseline and Assessment - Part 1 of 4 [APP-
229].   

Effects on receptors at both construction and operation 
between 0.5 km and 1.5 km are assessed as moderate 
and significant (adverse), reducing to negligible and not 
significant within Writtle.  

The Applicant notes the text relating to Viewpoints 6.06 
and 6.08 in paragraphs 8.415 and 8.416 of the Local 
Impact Report are not relevant to VRA F8. Viewpoints 
relevant to VRA F8 are Viewpoints 6.19 and 6.23.  

Significant adverse effects (moderate) are assessed on 
Viewpoint 6.19 and Viewpoint 6.23 located within the 
0.5 km to 1.5 km distance band, at both construction 
and operation. This is in line with the judgements for 
this distance assessed in VRA F8.  

Although there is a difference in professional 
judgement in relation to the level of effect, the Applicant 
notes that both judgements would be significant. 

The extent of identified visual effects is defined using 
both location specific placenames, and estimated 
distances across which visual effects would be 
experienced. All stated distances in the assessment 
are approximate, and not exact. It is important to note 
that there would be a transition in terms of levels of 
effect, rather than an absolute and abrupt change. 
Viewpoints are not always an exact proxy for visual 
effects across the VRA as a whole. In 8.1 Errata List 
[REP1-071], additional text has been included to 
explain this transition of effect. 
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2025. Several viewpoints have been added following 
discussions and requests from Brentwood Borough 
Council including Viewpoint 7.07 PRoW east of 
Ingrave, Viewpoint 7.08 Dunton Hills Farm (Dunton 
Hills Garden Village) and Viewpoint 7.09 PRoW near 
Ingatestone Hall. Where a viewpoint suggested by 
Brentwood Borough Council was not used, this was 
due to either a lack of potential visibility of the Project 
(due to screening or filtering of views by landform, 
buildings or vegetation), or the area in question being 
represented by an alternative viewpoint(s).    

The LVIA viewpoints are a representative selection of 
publicly accessible locations along the Project route, 
capturing a range of receptors and a variety of 
distances and viewing directions. GLVIA3 requires that 
representative viewpoints are selected. It does not 
require that every potential receptor is represented by 
an assessment or illustrated viewpoint, recognising that 
this would be impossible, and would result in a 
disproportionate level of information being provided, 
which would not be helpful to decision makers. It is 
important to note that the judgements presented in the 
LVIA, as set out in 6.13 Environmental Statement 
Chapter 13 - Landscape and Visual [APP-226] are 
based on first hand observations and professional 
judgements made during site visits and not on 
viewpoints and visualisations alone.  

The Applicant respects the fact that there is a 
difference in professional opinion, and as such 
viewpoints are noted as being under discussion with 
Brentwood Borough Council, as set out in the 
Statement of Common Ground (5.9.11 [REP1-030]). 
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by looking at all of its component parts, each of which 
is set out in detail. It is noted that overall, these effects 
will be significant, as would be expected for any project 
of this size and nature.  

Transmission infrastructure (including overhead lines) 
is found throughout rural landscapes across England. 
This includes existing overhead lines which fall within 
the LVIA Study Area, as illustrated on 6.13.F4 
Environmental Statement Figure 13.4 - Settlements 
and Infrastructure [APP-240]. Whilst the rural 
landscape will remain in place beneath and around the 
proposed overhead line, it is nevertheless recognised 
by the Applicant that significant effects on landscape 
character and visual amenity will occur. These effects 
are reported in the LVIA in 6.13 Environmental 
Statement Chapter 13 - Landscape and Visual 
[APP-226]. 
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menage.  The Project would likely 
impact upon health and safety, increased 
noise pollution and increased traffic along the 
highway network.  

Addendum 
3.19  

Chelmsford City Council The highway feasibility and highway safety 
implications of the proposed construction 
route through the Campus need to 
be assessed to ensure that the proposed 
access route through the 
Campus is acceptable in highway terms.  

Addendum 
3.20  

Chelmsford City Council The proposed Overhead lines would be sited 
directly above horse grazing areas, making 
them unusable during and after construction, 
leading to loss and usability of the fields and 
associated indirect impacts 
upon horses.  Whilst effects may be 
temporary, it is understood that reinstated 
groundworks could over a year to become 
equine-safe.   

Addendum 
3.21  

Chelmsford City Council The Project has potential to affect the function 
and operation the site, leading to the loss of 
practical learning with associated impacts and 
cause detrimental harm to staff, students and 
animals by reason of increased noise and 
vibration.  Separately and unrelated to 
planning there may also be safeguarding 
issues.  

Addendum 
3.22 

Chelmsford City Council It is considered that the Overhead 
line route should be resited to the north of the 
Campus to avoid grazing paddocks and 
equine facilities and construction access 
provided elsewhere; to a new location that 
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does not extend across the 
University Campus grounds, with associated 
effects considered and mitigated 
as appropriate.  

4.8.18 Essex County Council For example, ECC is concerned that the 
Project would harmfully impact upon the 
operation and function of the Equine Unit; 
which is both a Further Education (FE) and 
Higher Education (HE) teaching facility, at 
Cow Watering Lane, Writtle - in respect of 
both permanent operational and construction 
effects leading to economic harm to the 
operation of the site. 

4.8.19 Essex County Council The proposed construction access route 
would extend through the site, severing the 
operation of the Campus, affecting access and 
parking provision and would likely cause 
disruption to neighbouring teaching rooms, 
stabling blocks and menage. The Project 
would likely impact upon health and safety, 
increased noise pollution and increased traffic 
along the highway network. The Project 
therefore has potential to affect the function 
and operation the site, leading to the loss of 
practical learning with associated impacts and 
cause detrimental harm to staff, students and 
animals by reason of increased noise and 
vibration. ECC also questions whether, 
separately and unrelated to planning, there 
may also be safeguarding issues. 

6.8 Brentwood Borough 
Council 

In addition to these directly affected receptors, 
the local economy that is central to the 

Assessment of the potential effects on community 
facilities and businesses within the Local Study 











https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000177-3.1%20Draft%20DCO.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000177-3.1%20Draft%20DCO.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-000177-3.1%20Draft%20DCO.pdf
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14/15 HGVs per hour (7 in each direction) over an 
indicative duration of 3 weeks. 

The current assessment indicates that during a five 
month period the number of vehicles will be between 
25 and 31 HGVs per hour (including the three week 
peak). Under the current access proposal this would 
be 13/15 HGVs per hour (7 in each direction). 
Construction vehicles then notably reduce to under 5 
HGVs per hour over an 18 month period (3 HGVs per 
hour under the current access proposal). These HGV 
vehicle numbers are summarised in the table below. 

A longer secondary peak is then anticipated with a 
total of 15 HGVs per hour (7 in each direction). This 
would be 4 HGVs per hour (2 in each direction) under 
the current access proposal. The Applicant considers it 
appropriate to retain access through Diss for the 
construction period, based on the relatively short 
duration of increase in HGV trips, and the relatively low 
number of vehicle numbers. 

Duration 100% 
through Diss 
(HGVs/h) 

50% through Diss 
during interpeak 
(2-way) Current 
proposal (HGVs/h) 

3 weeks 31 14/15 

5 months 25-31 13/15 

18 months 5 3 

The Applicant undertook an assessment in partnership 
with the Main Works Contractor(s) to understand the 
impact and feasibility of routeing all construction traffic 
via Thetford. The route from Thetford to the Site 













 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 610   

ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

A16.4.2 indicate that effects on driver delay for PAR 9 
have been adjusted down on the basis of detailed 
modelling, it is notable that a converse exercise has 
not been done for PAR 8. This is despite an 
acknowledged high receptor sensitivity and 
substantial effects on driver delay and capacity shown 
in the detailed modelling. 

Statement Appendix 16.2 - Traffic and Transport 
Baseline Conditions [APP-273]. 

The magnitude of impact and significance of effects for 
driver/public transport passenger delay for PAR 8 is 
moderate due to the small increase to future baseline 
traffic as a result of construction movements for the 
Project. Although mitigation is currently proposed to 
remove construction traffic through Diss at network 
peak periods, the magnitude of impact and 
significance of effects were retained as moderate due 
to the existing congestion at junctions along the A1066 
through Diss as identified by the modelling presented 
within 7.11 Transport Assessment [APP-333]. 

Based on the modelling, there is no predicted step 
change in junction performance at junctions along the 
A1066 through Diss and the additional queues can be 
accommodated without blocking back to nearby 
junctions or impacting the wider network. While the 
construction traffic will add to existing delays and 
queues, the junctions are already subject to 
congestion meaning that the overall driver experience 
during construction would not materially change or 
create additional safety risks due to the minimal 
increase in traffic. 

13.10. Norfolk 
County 
Council 

Junction capacity in Diss 

On the basis that directing HGVs through PAR 9 
would be far less impactful than PAR 8, NCC would 
ask that the applicant commit to directing 100% of 
their HGV traffic bound for these accesses through 
PAR 9 rather than PAR 8. 

As demonstrated in response 13.1, with the proposed 
mitigation the Applicant considers that directing HGVs 
through PAR 9 is not far less impactful than PAR 8 due 
to the congestion and delays already occurring through 
Diss. It is also noted that redirecting 100% of 
construction HGVs along PAR 9 results in an 
unreasonable diversion, which will also have a critical 
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Impacts of construction on Public Rights of Way 
including diversions, closures and amenity 

Required Mitigation: 

Requirement requiring a Detailed Construction Traffic 
Management Plan, and a Detailed Abnormal 
Indivisible Loads Management Plan. 

A PROW strategy will be required. 

Further assessment work required on the impacts of 
traffic and transport. 

Local highway improvements. Commitments required 
for monitoring and controls within the Construction 
Traffic Management Plan to limit impacts and achieve 
sustainable travel patterns. 

Appropriate highway mitigation works where 
appropriate. 

modelling as presented within Section 7.11 of 7.11 
Transport Assessment [APP-333]. Where required, 
mitigation has been proposed as detailed within 7.3 
Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 
[APP-309]. AILs would operate outside of peak hours 
and have therefore not been assessed within 7.11 
Transport Assessment [APP-333]. It is also 
noteworthy that the number of AILs would be small 
compared to the number of HGVs and movements 
would be more spread out. The Applicant has and will 
continue to engage with Suffolk County Council on the 
junction modelling and proposed mitigation. 

The Applicant has assessed the significance of effects 
on driver/public transport passenger delay, pedestrian, 
cyclist and horse-rider severance, amenity and fear 
and intimidation in 6.16 Environmental Statement 
Chapter 16 - Traffic and Transport [APP-271] for the 
daily (07:00-19:00) worst-case peak construction 
period for all Primary Access Routes (PAR) within 
Suffolk. Details of this assessment are presented 
within 6.16.A4 Environmental Statement Appendix 
16.4 - Traffic and Transport Construction Effects 
[APP-275]. 

In general, it was found that there would be slight 
significance of effects taking into account the 
mitigation and controls detailed within 7.3 Outline 
Construction Traffic Management Plan [APP-309]. 
For PAR 23 - A1071 it was found that there would be a 
moderate significance of effects due to delay at Site 32 
A1071 / B1113 Swan Hill roundabout due to the 
junction already operating over capacity in the future 
baseline. The Project would have a marginal impact on 
the junction operation when compared to the future 
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under free-flow conditions with low congestion as 
identified from Google Traffic typical conditions. 
Therefore, no significant delays are expected. One 
junction on the A140 was identified by Suffolk County 
Council to be included within the modelling 
assessments. Site 35 Stoke Ash junction was 
modelled during the AM and PM peak hour and no 
significant delay was identified on the A140. The 
Applicant has and will continue to engage with Suffolk 
County Council on this matter. 

The Applicant has developed 7.3 Outline 
Construction Traffic Management Plan [APP-309], 
which sets out the proposed approach to monitoring 
and maintenance of the public highway on routes 
impacted by construction traffic, which includes the 
undertaking of pre- and post-condition surveys, with 
remedial works to be agreed with relevant highway 
authorities. This document also sets out anticipated 
hours for HGV deliveries, with the caveat that certain 
specified activities which may be undertaken outside of 
these core hours, which includes the undertaking of 
highway works requested by the highway authority. 
The Applicant and any appointed Main Works 
Contractor(s) will continue to engage with Suffolk 
County Council with respect to monitoring and any 
required remedial works relating to the Public 
Highways. 

A detailed Construction Traffic Management Plan will 
be developed and approved by Suffolk County Council 
post consent under Requirement 4 of Schedule 3 of 
the 3.1 Draft Development Consent Order [APP-
056]. This will include further details of measures for 
Heavy Goods Vehicle (HGV) drivers to have 







 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 647   

ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

accommodate the committed development flows 
and the construction traffic from the Project without 
significant capacity issues. 

ii. The Applicant has assessed pedestrian, cyclist and 
horse-rider severance, amenity and fear and 
intimidation in 6.16 Environmental Statement 
Chapter 16 - Traffic and Transport [APP-271]. It 
was found that the significance of effects is 
considered to be neutral or slight on all PARs within 
Suffolk. Details can be found within 6.16.A4 
Environmental Statement Appendix 16.4 - Traffic 
and Transport Construction Effects [APP-275]. 

The assessment has identified PARs where the 
significance of effects on pedestrians and cyclists is 
large or moderate adverse for a short-term period (e.g. 
Link PAR 12 - B1113 Finningham), and additional 
mitigation has been proposed to reduce the residual 
effects. Mitigation includes the driver information pack 
to identify locations where pedestrians/ cyclists cross 
the carriageway or could be walking either on verge or 
carriageway along the PAR and warning signage. 
Cutting or maintenance of vegetation is also proposed 
adjacent to the PARs where required to ensure 
adequate space for pedestrians/cyclists. 

iii. The Applicant has assessed pedestrian, cyclist and 
horse-rider delay on the Public Rights of Way 
(PRoWs) and amenity on the road links that 
connect the PRoWs. It was found that the 
significance of effects is considered to be neutral or 
slight on all PRoWs within Suffolk. Details can be 
found within 6.16.A4 Environmental Statement 
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Therefore, where sustained demand is identified a 
bespoke solution - such as a dedicated AIL team - 
may be necessary, subject to appropriate lead-in time 
and developer funding. 

To date the Applicant has shared with Suffolk 
Constabulary proposed AIL routes, indicative volumes 
of AIL movements and indicative programme dates. 
The Applicant has held regular meetings with the 
Suffolk Constabulary and will continue to engage to 
agree on the most appropriate and effective way to 
address the anticipated demand for AIL escorts, see 
8.3.3. Statement of Common Ground Suffolk 
Constabulary [REP1-073] for further details. 

12.151 Suffolk County 
Council 

Abnormal Indivisible Loads 

AIL special order routes from the Strategic Road 
Network or port to the site must be surveyed to prove 
there is a viable route to the converter station and 
substation. Reliance on the ESDAL notification 
system may result in loads being refused, for example 
if a highway structure has an STGO or Special-Order 
weight restriction. 

Surveys will be carried out by the appointed 
Contractor/haulage specialist to assess feasibility of 
AIL routes prior to submission of the ESDAL 
application. 

12.153 Suffolk County 
Council 

Abnormal Indivisible Loads 

Despite advice provided to the Applicant by SCC no 
assessment has been undertaken on the capacity of 
structures to carry the special-order loads between 
the SRN or a port and the site. 

The Applicant has undertaken assessments of 
structures along the proposed routes using record data 
provided by Suffolk County Council and other Local 
Highway Authorities. These assessments will be 
continued by the Contractor. Where issues have been 
identified, the Contractor is considering appropriate 
mitigation and will continue engagement with the 
relevant stakeholders. 

12.154 Suffolk County 
Council 

Abnormal Indivisible Loads 

Work undertaken by SZC has resulted in restrictions 
being placed on structures along the A140 corridor 
between A140/A14 Beacon Hill Interchange and 
A140/A143 Stuston Roundabout. 

The Applicant appreciates this information being 
raised. The Contractor will liaise with the relevant 
stakeholders to assess routes and structures 
appropriately as part of managing access for the Large 
Mobile Crane AIL. Cable Drum and Transformer AILs 
are not proposed along this section of the A140. 
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from both local residents and hauliers. There is a 
shortage of welfare facilities for HGV drivers, and the 
Applicant is strongly recommended to provide such 
facilities and parking for legal breaks at all large site 
compounds. 

Line), Primary Compounds (underground cable) and 
Highway Mitigation Compounds. It is expected that 
these welfare facilities will be available to HGV drivers. 
Construction traffic to be generated by the Project and 
its routeing has been assessed and where any 
significant effects have been identified on the 
surrounding highway network, mitigation measures are 
proposed within the 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic 
Management Plan [APP-309] or are under discussion 
with the relevant highway authority. A detailed 
Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) will be 
developed and approved by Suffolk County Council 
post consent under Requirement 4 of Schedule 3 of 
the 3.1 Draft Development Consent Order [APP-
056]. This will include further details of measures for 
Heavy Goods Vehicle (HGV) drivers to have 
appropriate breaks by utilising fully equipped service 
stations where appropriate. HGV drivers will also be 
encouraged to use welfare facilities on-site rather than 
local facilities within Suffikj. Whilst this cannot be fully 
prevented given that HGV drivers have a legal 
requirement to take a certain number of breaks/rests 
as part of their journey, it is not expected that 
stopover/rest facilities in Suffolk will be significantly 
impacted. Hauliers will have the opportunity to utilise 
stopover/rest facilities along any part of their route and 
are more likely to utilise welfare/rest facilities a few 
hours away from site, given that they could just 
continue their journey a short distance to the site 
construction compounds where they will have their 
own access to welfare facilities. Again, the detailed 
CTMP will include measures to encourage HGV 
drivers to use welfare facilities on-site 
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interaction with sensitive receptors (e.g. pupils 
attending Freeman Primary School). No significant 
effects were identified following this mitigation and 
other measures outlined within the 7.3 Outline 
Construction Traffic Management Plan [APP-
309]. 

For the PAR 22 A1214 London Road there would 
be an increase in HGVs of 48%. However, no 
significant effects were identified based on the 
sensitivity of the road link. 

iii. 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan [APP-309] has been developed in 
consultation with the Local Highway Authorities. 
Cycle safety has been discussed with the 
Applicant, and where necessary, additional access 
arrangements and improved interactivity, improving 
safety between Primary Access Routes (PARs) and 
cycle paths has been incorporated into the 
proposals. Additional mitigation measures have 
been established as part of the air quality and noise 
assessments against Institute of Environmental 
Management and Assessment guidelines. As set 
out in Table 5.7 of 7.3 Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan [APP-309] for the A140, 
an issue has been detected of potential pedestrians 
and cyclists at the junction where there is an 
increase in HGV and total traffic. Although off-
carriageway facilities are provided, width is reduced 
by adjacent vegetation. The additional mitigation 
proposed is maintenance of vegetation adjacent to 
shared footway to increase available width. 
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There is no additional mitigation proposed 
specifically relating to cyclist safety for the A143, 
A1120 or A1214; however, the driver information 
pack, which will be provided on site induction, 
includes information on cycleways and warning of 
routes which could have a higher volume of 
cyclists. Further information on the driver 
information pack is set out in Section 6.2 of 7.3 
Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 
[APP-309]. The Applicant will encourage the Main 
Works Contractor(s) to highlight these specific 
routes within the driver information pack to ensure 
construction drivers are aware of the concerns 
raised. 

The Applicant has assessed pedestrian, cyclist and 
horse-rider delay, severance, amenity and fear and 
intimidation in 6.16 Environmental Statement 
Chapter 16 - Traffic and Transport [APP-271]. 
The assessment for pedestrian, cyclists and horse-
riders found no significant effects identified for 
severance on the A143, A1120, or A1214. 

iv. The assessment of driver and public transport 
passenger delay shows that there are no significant 
effects on the A143, A1120 and A1214 as detailed 
within 6.16.A4 Environmental Statement 
Appendix 16.4 - Traffic and Transport 
Construction Effects [APP-275]. Therefore, the 
need to use minor roads is not considered likely. 
The Applicant will liaise with Suffolk County Council 
during the construction of the Project to address 
any concerns. 
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Sensitive junctions along the A140, A143, A1120 
and A1214 were subject to AM and PM peak hour 
modelling as presented within 7.11 Transport 
Assessment [APP-333]. These assessments 
considered the cumulative effects on the highway 
network of the combined Project and other 
committed developments and mitigation provided 
where required as outlined within the 7.3 Outline 
Construction Traffic Management Plan [APP-
309]. 

PAR 10 A143 Old Bury Road: 

At Site 16 A140 Ipswich Rd / A143 Old Bury Rd, 
the junction modelling found no capacity issues for 
the PM peak. In the AM peak the introduction of the 
Project traffic has a minor impact upon junction 
capacity. The Ratio of Flow to Capacity (RFC) 
value on the A143 (E) arm increases from 0.93 to 
0.99 when compared to the future base with 
committed development. The delay at this arm rises 
from 33 seconds to 70 seconds. 

At Site 17 A143 Old Bury Rd / B1077 Stuston Rd 
roundabout, the junction modelling found that the 
addition of the Project traffic has a negligible impact 
upon junction capacity. The highest RFC occurs in 
the AM Future Base plus Committed Development 
and Project flows on the B1077 Stuston Road north 
arm, with a delay of 5 seconds and an RFC of 0.42. 

At Site 18 A143 Old Bury Rd / Lion Rd Priority 
Junction, the junction modelling found that the 
addition of the Project traffic has a negligible impact 
upon junction capacity. The highest RFC occurs in 
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movement operates within capacity with the Project 
flows (RFC of 0.46). 

PAR 17 A1120 (south of A14 J50): 

At Site 24 A1120 / Gun Cotton Way roundabout, 
the modelling found that the addition of the Project 
traffic has a negligible impact upon junction 
capacity. The highest RFC occurs in the PM on 
Gun Cotton Way, with an RFC of 0.51 and a delay 
of 5 seconds. 

At Site 25 A1120 / B1113 Needham Rd the 
modelling found the junction operates within 
capacity across all scenarios and time periods, with 
no significant delays. The highest degree of 
saturation (DoS) occurs in the AM Future Base plus 
Committed Development and Project flows on the 
B1113 Needham Road U-turn left, with a DoS of 
80.7% and a delay of 35 seconds, an increase of 
only 2.3 seconds when compared with the future 
baseline with committed developments. Mitigation 
at the junction is in the form of signal optimisation. 

PAR 22 A1214 London Road: 

At Site 29 A14 J55 Copdock Interchange the 
modelling found that the junction would operate 
over capacity during the worst case peak 
construction period (one-week duration) and when 
tested with the 85 percentile of Project traffic 
(approximately a six month duration). Mitigation at 
the junction is currently being progressed and 
includes signal and cycle time optimisation, a 
change to lane and destination arrow markings on 
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the A1214 and A12 approaches to the roundabout, 
and on the circulatory carriageway. With mitigation 
the junction is predicted to perform better, most 
notably under the 85th percentile scenario. The 
Applicant will continue to engage with Suffolk 
County Council on the proposed mitigation and 
modelling assessments. 

At Site 30 A1214 London Rd / Scrivener Dr 
roundabout, under the existing highway 
arrangement, the modelling found that the 
roundabout operates within capacity across all 
scenarios and time periods, with no significant 
delays. The highest DoS occurs in the PM Future 
Base plus Committed Development and Project 
flows on the Ahead/Left Lane of Retail Park EB, 
with a delay of 21.3 seconds and a DoS of 88.4%. 
Mitigation at the junction is in the form of signal 
optimisation. 

At Site 31 A1214 London Rd / A1071 the modelling 
found that the partially signalised junction operates 
within capacity across all scenarios and time 
periods in the AM peak, but mostly just above 
capacity in the PM peak, with delays reaching a 
high of up to 95.5 seconds after incorporating 
mitigation. The highest DoS occurs in the PM 
Future Base plus Committed Development and 
Project flows on the Ahead/Left/Right Lane of 
Scrivener Drive NB, with a delay of 120 seconds 
and a DoS of 97.2%. Mitigation at the junction is in 
the form of rationalising Intergreens, adding phase 
delays and optimising signals. It is understood that 
this junction will be upgraded as part of the 
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increases of traffic flows on the A140, resulting in 
an increase of 35% of HGVs and a maximum 
increase of less than 10% which is deemed not 
significant, and no significant delays are expected. 
Peak hour modelling was undertaken at Site 35 
A140 Stoke Ash junction at the request of Suffolk 
County Council. No significant capacity issues were 
identified although an increase in delay on the 
minor roads in the AM peak was identified. 

vi. Sensitive junctions along the A140, A143, A1120 
and A1214 were subject to AM and PM peak hour 
modelling as presented within 7.11 Transport 
Assessment [APP-333]. These assessments 
considered the cumulative effects on the highway 
network of the combined Project and other 
committed developments and mitigation provided 
where required as outlined within the 7.3 Outline 
Construction Traffic Management Plan [APP-
309]. 

PAR 10 A143 Old Bury Road: 

At Site 16 A140 Ipswich Rd / A143 Old Bury Rd, 
the junction modelling found no capacity issues for 
the PM peak. In the AM peak the introduction of the 
Project traffic has a minor impact upon junction 
capacity. The Ratio of Flow to Capacity (RFC) 
value on the A143 (E) arm increases from 0.93 to 
0.99 when compared to the future base with 
committed development. The delay at this arm rises 
from 33 seconds to 70 seconds. 

At Site 17 A143 Old Bury Rd / B1077 Stuston Rd 
roundabout, the junction modelling found that the 





 

National Grid  |  March 2026  |  Norwich to Tilbury 676   

ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

a delay of 37.67 seconds, an increase of 6.52 from 
Future baseline. 

At Site 23 A1120 Church Rd / Thorney Green 
Priority Junction, the modelling found that the 
addition of the Project traffic does not have a 
materially detrimental impact upon junction 
operation. The only notable delay occurs during the 
AM peak at the Thorney Green (NW) right and 
ahead movement, increasing from 26 seconds in 
the Base to 38 seconds with Project flows. This 
movement operates within capacity with the Project 
flows (RFC of 0.46). 

PAR 17 A1120 (south of A14 J50): 

At Site 24 A1120 / Gun Cotton Way roundabout, 
the modelling found that the addition of the Project 
traffic has a negligible impact upon junction 
capacity. The highest RFC occurs in the PM on 
Gun Cotton Way, with an RFC of 0.51 and a delay 
of 5 seconds. 

At Site 25 A1120 / B1113 Needham Rd the 
modelling found the junction operates within 
capacity across all scenarios and time periods, with 
no significant delays. The highest degree of 
saturation (DoS) occurs in the AM Future Base plus 
Committed Development and Project flows on the 
B1113 Needham Road U-turn left, with a DoS of 
80.7% and a delay of 35 seconds, an increase of 
only 2.3 seconds when compared with the future 
baseline with committed developments. Mitigation 
at the junction is in the form of signal optimisation. 
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PAR 22 A1214 London Road: 

At Site 29 A14 J55 Copdock Interchange the 
modelling found that the junction would operate 
over capacity during the worst case peak 
construction period (one-week duration) and when 
tested with the 85 percentile of Project traffic 
(approximately a six month duration). Mitigation at 
the junction is currently being progressed and 
includes signal and cycle time optimisation, a 
change to lane and destination arrow markings on 
the A1214 and A12 approaches to the roundabout, 
and on the circulatory carriageway. With mitigation 
the junction is predicted to perform better, most 
notably under the 85th percentile scenario. The 
Applicant will continue to engage with Suffolk 
County Council on the proposed mitigation and 
modelling assessments. 

At Site 30 A1214 London Rd / Scrivener Dr 
roundabout, under the existing highway 
arrangement, the modelling found that the 
roundabout operates within capacity across all 
scenarios and time periods, with no significant 
delays. The highest DoS occurs in the PM Future 
Base plus Committed Development and Project 
flows on the Ahead/Left Lane of Retail Park EB, 
with a delay of 21.3 seconds and a DoS of 88.4%. 
Mitigation at the junction is in the form of signal 
optimisation. 

At Site 31 A1214 London Rd / A1071 the modelling 
found that the partially signalised junction operates 
within capacity across all scenarios and time 
periods in the AM peak, but mostly just above 
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capacity in the PM peak, with delays reaching a 
high of up to 95.5 seconds after incorporating 
mitigation. The highest DoS occurs in the PM 
Future Base plus Committed Development and 
Project flows on the Ahead/Left/Right Lane of 
Scrivener Drive NB, with a delay of 120 seconds 
and a DoS of 97.2%. Mitigation at the junction is in 
the form of rationalising Intergreens, adding phase 
delays and optimising signals. It is understood that 
this junction will be upgraded as part of the 
approved planning application Land north of the 
A1071 (DC/21/02671), although a construction date 
has not been agreed. As such the Applicant is 
currently in the process of modelling the upgraded 
junction to assess the impact of the Project on 
capacity, and will continue to engage with Suffolk 
County Council of the results of the latest 
assessment. 

vii. 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic Management 
Plan [APP-309] has been developed in 
consultation with the Local Highway Authorities. 
Cycle safety has been discussed with the 
Applicant, and where necessary, additional access 
arrangements and improved interactivity, improving 
safety between Primary Access Routes (PARs) and 
cycle paths has been incorporated into the 
proposals. Additional mitigation measures have 
been established as part of the air quality and noise 
assessments against Institute of Environmental 
Management and Assessment guidelines. As set 
out in Table 5.7 of 7.3 Outline Construction 
Traffic Management Plan [APP-309] for the A140, 
an issue has been detected of potential pedestrians 
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and cyclists at the junction where there is an 
increase in HGV and total traffic. Although off-
carriageway facilities are provided, width is reduced 
by adjacent vegetation. The additional mitigation 
proposed is maintenance of vegetation adjacent to 
shared footway to increase available width. 

There is no additional mitigation proposed 
specifically relating to cyclist safety for the A143, 
A1120 or A1214, however the driver information 
pack, which will be provided on site induction, 
includes information on cycleways and warning of 
routes which could have a higher volume of 
cyclists. Further information on the driver 
information pack is set out in Section 6.2 of 7.3 
Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 
[APP-309]. The Applicant will encourage the Main 
Works Contractor(s) to highlight these specific 
routes within the driver information pack to ensure 
construction drivers are aware of the concerns 
raised. 

The Applicant has assessed pedestrian, cyclist and 
horse-rider delay, severance, amenity and fear and 
intimidation in 6.16 Environmental Statement 
Chapter 16 - Traffic and Transport [APP-271]. 
The assessment for pedestrian, cyclists and horse-
riders found no significant effects identified for 
severance on the A143, A1120, A1214. 

18.4 Suffolk County 
Council 

Summary (Public Rights of Way) 

The following safety measures will also be employed 
for each PROW crossing: 

i. The 7.6 Outline Public Rights of Way 
Management Plan [APP-329] states that 
temporary Public Right of Way (PRoW) provisions 
are expected to be largely unsurfaced, in line with 
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impact at Site 63). As the driver delay for the overall 
link is determined as severe then ECC considers a 
higher level of mitigation at the junction of Site 63 is 
required to reduce the impact. 

[APP-275] for PAR 49 reports a magnitude of impact 
as major largely because the baseline number of 
HGVs using this route is very low (around 3%) so any 
increase in HGV movements during construction will 
show as a large proportional change in the 
assessment. 

The results of the modelling of Site 63 in 7.11 
Transport Assessment [APP-333] shows that the 
junction currently operates already at or over capacity 
in the future baseline scenarios and there is no 
predicted change in junction performance as a result of 
the Project construction flows, with changes of RFC 
from 1.02 to 1.10 in the AM peak hour and 0.91 to 0.96 
in the PM peak hour. 

The Applicant will continue to engage with Essex 
County Council on modelling and mitigation. 

4.5.74 Essex County 
Council 

Link PAR 51 and 59 both include junctions that are to 
be monitored. These are mentioned in the previous 
list of junctions to be monitored but is highlighted here 
as the links are considered as having a significant 
impact where mitigation is necessary. 

The Applicant will continue to engage with Essex 
County Council on modelling and mitigation. 

The assessment of driver delay and bus passenger 
delay in 6.16.A4 Environmental Statement Appendix 
16.4 - Traffic and Transport Construction Effects 
[APP-275] for PAR 51 and PAR 59 reports a 
magnitude of impact as major largely because the 
baseline number of HGVs using this route is very low 
(around 2% and 1% respectively) so any increase in 
HGV movements during construction will show as a 
large proportional change in the assessment. 

The Applicant will continue to engage with Essex 
County Council on modelling and mitigation. 

In PAR 51, Site 69 is the only junction that operates at 
or over capacity. The results of the modelling of Site 
69 in 7.11 Transport Assessment [APP-333] shows 
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that the junction currently operates already at or over 
capacity during the PM peak hour and there is no 
predicted change in junction performance as a result of 
the Project construction flows, with changes of RFC 
from 0.90 to 0.93 in the AM peak hour and 1.03 to 1.05 
in the PM peak hour. 

In PAR 59, the junction modelling for Site 81 indicated 
that there is not a predicted change in junction 
performance as a result of the Project and the junction 
would operate marginally over practical capacity in the 
PM peak hour, with an increase of the Degree of 
Saturation (Dos) from 91% to 93.1%. A proposal of 
signal time optimisation would reduce the effects. The 
junction modelling results for Site 82 indicate a delay in 
the road users turning onto Mountnessing Road, due 
to the decrease in available space to turn from the 
A129 with the addition of construction traffic. The 
junction will operate over capacity in the AM peak hour 
with an increase of RFC from 0.83 to 0.91 and at 
capacity in the PM peak hour with changes of RFC 
from 0.87 to 0.88. The Applicant is proposing to 
monitor the performance of this junction during 
construction. 

The Applicant has and will continue to engage with 
Essex County Council on any additional mitigation, 
where appropriate. 

4.5.75 Essex County 
Council 

Junction Mitigation 

Based on the above, ECC is of the opinion that there 
will be impacts on the local highway network with the 
level of construction traffic included. Mitigation in the 
form of restricting construction traffic during the peak 
hours needs to be explored further along with the use 

7.11 Transport Assessment [APP-333] provides 
detail of the assessment undertaken to provide detail 
on the potential impacts on the local highway network. 
The avoidance of construction traffic during peak hours 
has not been applied as a general mitigation measure. 
Several junctions are used by multiple construction 
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of sustainable transport infrastructure to reduce 
background traffic and offset impacts. The impacts at 
these junctions also highlight the importance of 
controls being in place to ensure that workers do not 
arrive/depart site during the network peak hours 
which is a fundamental assumption in the transport 
assessment undertaken , and that suitable 
Construction Worker Travel Plan measures for office 
staff who are assumed to travel in the peak hours, are 
also secured. 

access routes, and it would not be practical to 
coordinate all construction vehicle movements outside 
peak periods. 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic 
Management Plan [APP-309] provides detail of where 
peak hour restrictions are proposed. For junctions 
located within Essex, the primary mitigation measures 
are to monitor the operation of the junction and signal 
and cycle time optimisation. The Applicant will 
continue to liaise with Essex County Council on the 
suitability of these measures for mitigating the 
temporary construction impacts. 

As noted in 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic 
Management Plan - Appendix B - Outline 
Construction Worker Travel Plan [APP-311], the 
Travel Plan Coordinator will capture the actual shift 
start and end times of construction workers on site, at 
quarterly intervals throughout the construction 
programme. This will inform the monitoring report. 
Through this monitoring report, the Applicant will be 
able to demonstrate adherence to the controls put in 
place for workers arriving and departing from site, 
including the assessment assumptions. 

4.5.77 Essex County 
Council 

Maintenance 

ECC is keen to work proactively with the Applicant to 
resolve these issues and so ECC requests further 
dialogue with the Applicant around how this could be 
managed together with the inclusion of a commitment 
in the CTMP on the issue of maintenance. At a high 
level the following needs to be in place as a bare 
minimum and agreed for any maintenance regime: 

The Main Works Contractor(s) will create a record of 
Primary Access Routes (PARs) as part of the pre-
construction conditions surveys of the existing highway 
network. The pre-construction condition surveys are 
proposed to be undertaken on all Abnormal Indivisible 
Load and HGV routes, as detailed in Section 5.2 of the 
7.3 Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 
[APP-309], with the proposed methodology to be 
agreed with the Local Highway Authority. The results 
of these pre-condition surveys will be shared with the 
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specification of the permanent diversions and crossing 
will be developed in consultation with the Local 
Highway Authority PRoW Officer, and any resulting 
proposals would be in accordance with appropriate 
and relevant design standards. 

4.5.104 Essex County 
Council 

Traffic Regulation Orders 

ECC formally objects to the draft Traffic Regulation 
Orders listed in Schedule 13 as we have not received 
sufficient information. The Traffic Regulation Orders 
are not agreed as we are awaiting further information 
on traffic flows and speeds (requested by ECC in 
June 2025) on the diversion routes proposed, as well 
as the routes or junctions where there are to be a 
reduction in speeds as part of the traffic management 
controls. Parking surveys have also since been 
requested to justify the commentary on the potential 
for impacts on parking and loading bays in Table 
A16.4.7 of the ES (Doc. 6.16). The parking 
assessment is currently based on assumptions on 
use which should be verified to understand the 
potential for impacts on the local community - 
particularly in locations where residents rely on 
parking on street. 

The Applicant would welcome further engagement with 
the Local Highway Authority to discuss the detail, form 
and durations of the draft Traffic Regulation Orders 
(TROs) in Schedule 13. 

The Applicant has conducted traffic and speed surveys 
in the locations of proposed Site Access Points and 
Crossover Points. This data has been considered 
within the design of these locations and the proposed 
implementation of any speed limit restrictions. 

During construction of the Site Access Points, 
Crossover Points and highway mitigation works, there 
may be works where it is not safe or practicable for the 
public highway to remain fully available for use. During 
these limited periods, the Applicant would seek to 
maintain access through the deployment of traffic 
management. Should this not be feasible or 
operationally reasonable, due to factors such as 
limited existing carriageway width, the Applicant would 
seek to implement a limited duration closure. 

In addition, short-term road closures are required for 
netting activities associated with the overhead line 
stringing. These closures are of very short duration 
(hours rather than days) and can occur at night, further 
limiting potential disruption. 

Due to the limited duration and occasional nature of 
these potential closures, the Applicant does not 
consider it appropriate to conduct traffic flow or speed 
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[APP-309] to be the appropriate document for 
securing this requirement. 

6.20.9 Essex County 
Council 

Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan (Final 
Issue A) (APP-309) 

In addition to the above points that are noted for the 
existing network, it is requested that a commitment to 
a road safety review of the construction routes is 
included in the CTMP which includes a review of 
structures. 

The Applicant will continue engagement with Essex 
County Council to understand the requested 
commitment. 

6.20.10 Essex County 
Council 

Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan (Final 
Issue A) (APP-309) 

ECC would also request that the CTMP includes a 
commitment by the Contractor to remain flexible with 
the use of the construction routes to take account of 
external factors that may impact on the operation of 
the local highway network. 

As stated within 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic 
Management Plan [APP-309] the use of contingency 
routes is proposed in circumstances where traffic 
movements on the road network are compromised, 
including the use of the agreed Primary Access Routes 
and Site Access Points. Contingency routes will be 
provided by pre-established traffic diversions and 
diversions set out by National Highways, the Local 
Highway Authority and the police. 

6.20.11 Essex County 
Council 

Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan (Final 
Issue A) (APP-309) 

ECC requires the Applicant to include a commitment 
in the CTMP that the Contractor will undertake a 
comprehensive investigation of the construction of 
Bentley Road to inform the subsequent detailed 
design for the works. 

The Applicant notes this comment and confirms that 
the Main Works Contractor(s), in partnership with 
North Falls and Five Estuaries, will undertake a 
comprehensive investigation of the construction of 
Bentley Road to inform and coordinate the detailed 
design of the works. 

6.20.12 Essex County 
Council 

Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan (Final 
Issue A) (APP-309) 

ECC would welcome engagement with Applicant to 
ensure the proposals set out within this response are 
properly considered and the requisite amendments 

The Applicant will continue engagement with Essex 
County Council to mitigate impact on the road network 
and amendments to the Construction Traffic 
Management Plan. 
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relevant highway authorities, as noted in paragraph 
5.8.2 of the 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic 
Management Plan [APP-309]. 

6.1.22 Thurrock 
Council 

Highways and Transport - Construction Phase 
Impacts 

The Outline CTMP makes limited reference to local 
bus services. While the assessment identifies 
moderate to large significant effects in relation to 
public transport delay on a number of Primary Access 
Routes during the construction phase, further 
consideration is required in respect of the implications 
for local bus services and the adequacy of the 
mitigation proposed through the CTMP. 

7.3 Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 
[APP-309] sets out mitigation measures to minimise 
potential impacts on public bus services. 

The Applicant will make effort to work with local bus 
operators, including school bus operators to ensure 
disruption caused by Abnormal Indivisible Load 
deliveries is minimised. If a bus stop is located on a 
road proposed for temporary closure, a temporary stop 
would be provided, following agreement with the Local 
Highway Authorities and the bus operations. 

7.11 Transport Assessment [APP-333] details that 
any expected short-term impacts (less than four-week 
duration) on bus networks will be mitigated on a case-
by-case basis, through liaison with bus operators and 
the Local Highway Authority. 

The Applicant anticipates this detail will be coordinated 
by the Main Works Contractor(s) in their development 
of the final Construction Traffic Management Plan. 

6.1.25 Thurrock 
Council 

Highways and Transport - Construction Phase 
Impacts 

Document 7.6 Outlined PRoW Management Plan 
shows that 18 PRoW are impacted in Thurrock. 11 
PRoW will be managed on existing alignment; 7 
PRoW will be temporarily diverted. Hoford Road 
bridleway mitigation is unclear as a model was used 
from another area, rather than inspecting or 
measuring the actual site. 

The design and layout of the proposed mitigation 
proposal along Hoford Road and all diverted Public 
Rights of Way were developed based on site specific 
data and information. The design that has been 
developed in the indicative layouts considered both 
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges design 
standards, and the anticipated design vehicles using 
this route. 

The design development of Hoford Road utilised high 
density LiDAR data to verify vertical constraints and 
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developments combined with the Project flows 
contribute to the cumulative assessment for daily traffic 
increases against future baseline. Where required, 
mitigation measures have been provided and 
considered when assessing the cumulative impacts 
arising from both the Project and all other committed 
developments to avoid severe residual cumulative 
impacts. For PAR 30 Bentley Road, the Applicant is 
proposing to undertake highway mitigation works and 
implement traffic mitigation measures relating to the 
proposed access via Bentley Road, incorporating: 

i. Permanent widening of the carriageway on Bentley 
Road to facilitate the proposed construction traffic 
movements, including improvements made to the 
A120/Bentley Road junction 

ii. Temporary provision of a segregated facility for 
Non-Motorised Users remote from the carriageway 
during construction of the Project 

iii. Temporary speed limits on Bentley Road and 
temporary and permanent speed limits on Ardleigh 
Road. 

A driver information pack for all staff and operatives 
working on the Project will provide information on 
nearby pedestrian crossings and locations where 
pedestrians or equestrians may be in the highway, 
alongside the appropriate actions to take. Taking into 
consideration the proposed mitigation on PAR 30 the 
residual construction significance of effects would be 
slight adverse, would be temporary, and not 
significant. 
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Brentwood, were considered within 6.16 
Environmental Assessment Chapter 16 - Traffic 
and Transport [APP-271] where they are directly 
located adjacent to the PARs. The Woodland School 
Hutton Manor, Little Acorns Day Nursery and 
Swimming Nature-Hutton Manor swim school are not 
located adjacent to a PAR. However, to the west of the 
school the A129 Rayleigh Road does form part of PAR 
59, where a footway is provided on one or both sides 
of the carriageway, separated by a grassed verge. 

The Oakleigh Farm Horse Livery Stables is located to 
the east of the Woodland School Hutton Manor, Little 
Acorns Day Nursery and Swimming Nature-Hutton 
Manor swim school and would be impacted by the 
Project. There would be temporary acquisition of land 
from half of the equestrian paddocks during 
construction for pylon construction, overhead line 
construction, construction access and to enable 
temporary third-party works (i.e. UK Power Networks 
dismantle and cabling works). Access to the northern 
section of the business would be managed via 
discussion with landowners prior and during 
construction. However, there would be temporary 
access disruption and restrictions to the equestrian 
fields located within the Order Limits. 

Within the 6.16 Environmental Statement Chapter 
16 - Traffic and Transport [APP-271] the assessment 
of pedestrian, cyclists and horse riding severance, 
amenity and fear and intimidation found the residual 
construction effect would be temporary, and not 
significant when taking account of the mitigation 
measures/commitments set out in the 7.2 Outline 
Code of Construction Practice [Revision B] and 7.3 
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periodic congestion and unsafe vehicle behaviour, 
particularly where narrow rural lanes are used 
informally as diversion routes during blockages. On 
several occasions, traffic has become completely 
gridlocked, with drivers attempting to bypass queues 
via singletrack lanes, creating near misses, excessive 
horn use, agitation and unsafe conditions for 
pedestrians, including children with additional needs. 
BBC considers that construction related HGV 
movements, temporary traffic controls and haul road 
interactions in this area risk compounding these 
existing pressures, leading to unacceptable localised 
severance and safety impacts if not robustly 
managed. 

Contractor(s) will undertake regular maintenance 
checks to report and rectify any defects with signage. 
Construction HGVs are limited to use the Primary 
Access Routes, with the exceptions noted within 7.3 
Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan 
[APP-309]. Section 6.4 states that HGV drivers not 
adhering to the agreed routes is defined as a non-
compliance. On receipt of a report of potential non-
compliance, the procedure noted in Section 6.3 would 
be followed. 

Traffic Management is anticipated to be coordinated 
through the Local Highway Authorities Permit 
Schemes and will be agreed prior to installation. 

Crossing points (haul road intersections) will be 
designed to reduce highway safety risks, with 
construction traffic giving way to users of the public 
highway. Temporary speed limit restrictions are also 
proposed in the vicinity of crossing points. 

Link PARs 58 and 59 (capturing the one-way system) 
indicate that the Project is proposing 15 (58 and 59) 
and 7 (58 one-way system, 59 one way system) HGV 
movements in the AM and PM peak periods; that is 
one HGV every 4 minutes or every 8 minutes in the 
one-way system. This equates to a total traffic increase 
of less than 1% for a peak duration of 7 weeks. Details 
can be found within 7.11 Transport Assessment - 
Appendix E LRN AM and PM Peak Construction 
Traffic and Committed Development Impacts [APP-
338]. Five junctions along the A129 have been 
modelled within 7.11 Transport Assessment [APP-
333]; the results of these are detailed below: 

i. A176/A129 Southend Road (Site 78) 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

ii. A129 Southend Road/A129 Sun Street (Site 79) 

iii. A129 Sun Street/ A176 Laindon Road (Site 80) 

iv. A129 London Road/ Western Road (Site 81) 

v. A129 London Road/Mountnessing Road (Site 82). 

Sites 78 and 80 were not identified as a need for 
junction modelling. 

The results from the modelling indicate that for Site 79 
the addition of construction traffic does not cause 
capacity to be exceeded. Therefore, no mitigation has 
been proposed. 

Site 81 indicated a slight decrease in the available 
capacity with the construction traffic, and a proposal of 
signal time optimisation would reduce the effects. 

The junction modelling results for Site 82 indicate a 
delay in the road users turning onto Mountnessing 
Road, due to the decrease in available space to turn 
from the A129 with the addition of construction traffic. 
The Applicant is proposing to monitor the performance 
of this junction during construction and will discuss any 
additional mitigation with the Local Highway Authority, 
where appropriate. 

Table A16.4.8 Summary of impact assessment in 
6.16.A4 Environmental Statement Appendix 16.4 - 
Traffic and Transport Construction Effects [APP-
275] provides a summary of the impact assessment for 
PARs 58 and 59. The findings of the assessment that 
considered sensitive receptors and the road 
environment, identified that there would be slight 
adverse effects on pedestrian, cyclist and horse-rider 
severance, amenity and fear and intimidation. The 
findings of the assessment of effects would be 
temporary and are considered not significant when 
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4.16 Other Matters 

Local Authority Positions 

4.16.1 New matters or those requiring clarification within the Local Impact Reports that are 
not covered within the other sections contained in this report are provided in the table 
below. 
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ID Stakeholder Comment NG response 

limited to what is required, and subject to 
compensation in accordance with the statutory 
compensation code. 

The Applicant does not accept that it has failed to 
pursue acquisition by agreement. Engagement with the 
Council commenced in late 2024 in respect of land and 
access at Linford HWRC, and the Applicant remains 
willing to continue discussions with the Council to seek 
voluntary agreement. The inclusion of land within the 
Order Limits reflects the need to ensure the Scheme 
can be delivered should voluntary agreement not be 
reached, consistent with established DCO practice and 
the Guidance. 

The Applicant proposes to arrange a site meeting 
involving representatives from both the Council and 
Linford Household Waste and Recycling Centre 
(HWRC). The purpose of this meeting is to facilitate 
further discussion of the issues that have been raised 
regarding the proposed Scheme. By convening at the 
site, all parties will have the opportunity to look at the 
affected areas in detail and to consider appropriate 
mitigation measures tailored to the specific 
circumstances of Linford HWRC. 

This collaborative approach aims to ensure that 
concerns are addressed directly and that solutions are 
developed through joint engagement. The Applicant is 
committed to working with all relevant stakeholders to 
identify and implement site-specific mitigation, thereby 
promoting the effective delivery of the Scheme while 
minimising disruption and ensuring continued operation 
of the HWRC. 
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B.7.28 Policy HP05 states that the Council will require the provision of 35% of the total 
number of residential units to be provided and maintained as affordable housing 
within all new residential development sites on proposals of 10 or more units.  

B.7.29 Part 3 of Policy HP05, however recognises that where robust viability evidence 
demonstrates that the full amount of affordable housing cannot be delivered, the 
Council will negotiate a level of on-site affordable housing that can be delivered 
taking into account the mix of unit size, type and tenure and any grant subsidy 
received. As such, the provision of 35% affordable housing is not fixed, it is a target 
that the Council wishes to aim for and is willing to reduce should scheme viability 
dictate.  

B.7.30 At present there is no indication from the DHGV site owners that the 35% affordable 
housing target is not achievable. Therefore, hypothetically, even if this did end up 
being the case, provision of less affordable housing, justified in viability terms, is not 
contrary to policy. 

B.7.31 In this regard, the Brentwood Monitoring Report on Housing Delivery 2021/2298 sets 
out that the annual estimate of affordable housing need in Brentwood is calculated as 
107 households per year, as set out in the Strategic Housing Market Assessment 
Part 2. Paragraph 23 of the Monitoring Report on Housing Delivery 2021/22 confirms 
that this represents 30.6% of the annual projected household growth in the Borough 
between 2016 and 2033.   

B.7.32 This would therefore suggest that if, hypothetically, for viability reasons (whether they 
were directly related to the Project or not), affordable housing provision on DHGV fell 
to 30.6%, it would still be providing an appropriate amount of affordable housing on a 
pro rata basis to meet the estimate of affordable housing need. Furthermore, there is 
no policy reason that less affordable housing would not be acceptable, subject to 
viability. 

Socio-Economic Assessment 

B.7.33 As set out previously, the Applicant acceded to the request in the 6.20 Scoping 
Opinion [APP-297] and considered house prices in the ES (6.15 Environmental 
Statement Chapter 15 - Socio-economics Recreation and Tourism [APP-265]). 
6.15 Chapter 15 - Socio-economics Recreation and Tourism [APP-265] also 
includes an assessment on the effect the Project likely would have on DHGV. The 
assessment concluded that the DHGV site is of local importance with a low 
sensitivity, in EIA terms (paragraph 15.5.39). 

B.7.34 Table 15.26 of 6.15 Environmental Statement Chapter 15 - Socio-economics 
Recreation and Tourism [APP-265] recognises that the south-eastern section of 
the DHGV allocation overlaps with the proposed DCO Order Limits relating to pylon 
construction, construction access and temporary third-party works (the 132 kV 
overhead line removal). It confirms, however, that the majority of the DHGV 
allocation does not overlap with the Project and that the Project considered the 
DHGV allocation in its design in order to manage interactions, in particular by 
routeing the proposed overhead line along the existing gas pipeline and within a 
corridor formed by the Building Proximity Distance (BPD).   

B.7.35 The ES confirms that, taking into account mitigation measures set out in the 7.2 
Outline Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) [Revision B] and 7.3 Outline 

 
98 Brentwood Borough Council (2022) Brentwood Monitoring Report on Housing Delivery 2021/22 
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need for it to provide the necessary reinforcement to the transmission system in the 
Southeast of England and East Anglia so that proposed new renewable power 
sources can be connected. 

B.7.45 Accordingly, there is no reason having regard to claimed potential effects on DHGV 
that refusal of the Project could be justified.   
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