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Vauxhall Farm and then continues

NEE for 1075 metres crossina

orivate drive to the Birches. This

drive runnina south from the Street

in the vicinity of Charitv Farm.

it runs broadly parailel with the

Street eastwards to Chattisham

crossing Chattisnam Road before

joining the current pvion route 440

metres farther on.

One guesiion iS wheter inis

indicative route can exist without

creating a conflict with the Water

Main.

The Water Company will have a

protective corridor around its main

but there are plenty of examples
where surface conduits run close.At

this point the electricity supply will

be above around anvwav so its a

matter of focusina an where the

ovions are to be

constructed. Temvorarv traffic

runnina on the surface should not
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7%,

constructed. Temporary traffic running
on the surface should not be a @ ‘a Oi‘y,problem..

| Know that vou are of the view that if

necessary the cable could go through 19
Brimlin Wood...and there are examples
of this happening.

However for poor reasons often

inspectors and acquiring authorities

consider woods a no go area.

Its not as valuable as the Castle | know

but | fear it’s a fact.

Thus seeking to persude them on the

original route we submitted is | believe

preferable.

You asked us for some height

measurements. __

| Pylon 27-49m AOD...above ordnance elevated
datum

Point in Compound where cable

undergrounds ...47m.

RingeLiNe.
Im unsure why you wanted the dats for

_

ik.the boundary of the Dedham Vale y

 



orwich to Tilbury enquiry
r
s

k> Tue, Mar 10, 2026 at 6:32

Hi Camilla,

The report they have referred to says:

“The south of Babergh District forms part of the setting of Dedham Va
and is unlikely to be suitable for T-pylons due to potential intervisibili

le Natural Lands.
f :

enclosing ridgeline.”
|

ity from its elevate
Cape (an AONB)
d northem

SW
Moe

And it concludes:

“Although the T-pylons may offer t

its statutory duties.”

Kind regards,

e
[ leare Whole dow Tis Mea” 



@ioman

Little wenham

camilla macadam Mon, May 4, 2026 at 10:02 AM

To: camilla macadam

---~--—- Forwarded messace —---—

From: camilla macadam

Date: Wed. 8 Apr 2026 at 15:58

Subiect: Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Little wenham

To: >

--—-—--- Forwarded messace ---——

From: Contact Norwich to Tilbury <contact@n-t.nationalgrid.com>
Date: Wed. 8 Apr 2026 at 14:05

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Little wenham

To:

Dear Mrs Macadam

As promised. we’re following up with the answers to your additional questions regarding the proposed route of the

Project and the use of T-Pylons.

We looked at a wide range of options in this area, including to the north of Brimlin Wood. However, when we looked

at this, the design would bring the route much closer to other homes, for example between Charit Farm and The

Birches, where there is only a narrow gap between properties. It would also mean the line would need to angle

around the north of the woodland, rather than running in a straight line into the proposed cable sealing end

compound.

You also asked about using a mix of T-pylons and traditional lattice pylons. National Grid has used a combination

of pylon types on other projects, such as the Hinkley Connection. However, T-pylons are more expensive, and

under Ofgem’s funding rules we are required to use the lowest-cost option that is acceptable. They are also less aA
flexible across different types of land, often needing more complex design and access arrangements.

We also need to think carefully about where different pylon types would change along the route. Because the need

for alternative design measures depends on the surrounding area, any visual break or change in pylon style would

need to be carefully justified and positioned. Our assessments show thai, where overhead

lines remain the appropriate solution, lattice pylons are consistent with planning policy along the route.

You can see examples for some lacations where the use of T-pylons was considered (see Appendix A of 5.15

Cesign Developmeni Report [APP-122]). In these instances, they were seen as unnecessary as the effects from

lattice pylons weren't found to be unacceptable. On this and the above basis, T-pylons are not proposed for the

Project.

With best wishes.

Tis > Nol Re toptable Ir °°

Yours sincerely ————s

Community Relations Team Ohedviel Wasa wot .

Norwich to Tilbury

nationaigrid
j
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FREEPOST N TO T\No stamp or further address details are requirea;

Register for project upGates via our website: nationalgnd.com/norwich-to-thbury

At National Grid, we are committed to protecting and safeguarding your personal information. Our updated privacy
policy can be viewed on our website w

c

Personal information that is

supplied to National Grid or its agents in connection with the Norwich to Tilbury project will be treated confidentially
and processed and handled in accordance with the Data Protection Act 2018 and the GDPR 2018.

From: camilla macadam

Sent: 11 March 2026 18:21

To: Contact Norwich to Tilbury <contact@n-t.natonaigna.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Little wenham

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the oraanisation. Do not click links or acen attachments unless vou

recognise the sender and know the content is safe. If you suspect this email is malicious. please use the ‘Rep

Phish‘ button.

Dear Team

Please can you tell me urgently what do you mean by writing the order limits.
le does not have extend to the order limits ??

Many thanks Atexanara macaaam

This email and any attachments are intended for the addressee(s) only and are subject to the data classification
below (if any). Regardless of the data classification provided (or lack thereof}, the content may contain information
that is confidential or privileged.

Hf you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and then delete the email and any
attachments. You shouid not disciose, copy or take any action in reliance on this transmission. You may report the
matter by contacting us via our UK Contacts or US Contacts pages (accessed by clicking on the appropriate link).

Please ensure you have adequate malware protection before you open or detach any attachments or links from this
transmission. National Grid olc and each of its direct and indirect affiliates. wherever oraanized or operatina. shall
have na liability for any malware. viruses. or other harmfuf code, or for loss. damage. disruption. or expense arising
from or in connection with the same

An email reply to this address mav be subiect to monitorina for operational reasons or lawful business practices — for
more Information on now we process your personal cata please see our UK Frivacy Notice tior UK inaiviauals) or US
Privacy Notice (for US indi 
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From: camilla macadam 
Sent: Tue 07/07/2026 15:19 
To: NI Enquiries  
Subject: Little Wenham Heritage buildings 
 
Little Wenham  Hall is a grade 1 listed building and scheduled monument of national 
importance ; it is one of the earliest fortified domestic brick building s in England, built in 1260 , 
and is open to public free of charge.  
The curtilage includes grade 1 listed church and grade 2 star listed medieval tithe barn, in 
addition a range of grade 2 listed farm buildings .  
 

 



The NPPF governs historic buildings in England ,any changes must preserve the buildings 
significance. It directs councils to follow rules.  
.chapter 16 “Setting Matters”.   It protects the setting to historic buildings , setting is the 
surroundings in which the heritage asset is experienced , and the setting and views ,make a 
contribution to the significance of the heritage asset and allows the significance to be 
appreciated.  
 
Para 3.1.23 DDR23  Holford Rules should be adopted for pylon routeing and Horlock rules for 
the siting of the CSE. ..para 3.1.23 adverse landscape and visual impact , along certain parts of 
its route , may result in recommendation to use undergrounding. Contrary to the applicant's 
response in ISH2  to the level of harm , Historic England defines  the pylon project MID LEVEL 
harm to Little Wenham.   
 
para 2.9 .15 state that ES set out details of consideration including applicants rationale for 
eschewing feasible alternatives and the mitigation cost calculation methodology that this 
rationale may rely upon 
 
DDR April 2024 LAVI statutory duty schedule 9 of electricity Act 1989 to have regard to visual 
landscape and to reasonably mitigate  possible impacts. para2.9.14”where  proposed route of 
overhead line will likely result in particularly significant landscape and visual impacts 
...applicant should demonstrate..including rerouteing underground ,  that they have given due 
consideration to the costs and benefits of feasible alternatives to the overhead line 
 
the 2025 proposed pylon route in south Babergh district is on elevated land (2 metres above the 
cable sealing end at Raydon 47 meters AOD . please why can you not put Tpylons, as they will 
be less visible on elevated land? please can you send me the difference in costings of lattice 
and t pylons and also the cost of undergrounding , from Raydon CSE to J20 pylon or to Bramford 
substation.  Why not have the T pylons like at Hinkley connection project they are not all in an 
AONB? T  pylons are far less visible from further away .  
 
The cable sealing end at raydon babergh district , should be moved north of brimlin wood and 
go directly between charit farm and the birches which is perfectly possible including the water 
pipe measured by Savills land agent , thereby avoiding j27 angle tower . This also making it safe 
for raydon wings.  
 
Rep 1-292   The setting of the listed buildings within this hamlet would be severely affected by 
this proposed line up to at least  3 kilometers away.   IF it goes ahead we would clearly see 9 
pylons  and the Cable sealing end and j27 angle tower , as well as suffer a cable 
underground which upsets my drainage in the future. . ,  
It would be upsetting to all the general public who come to enjoy the castle in  its historic 
setting and a scandal for National Grid to disregard so many of its its statutory duties.  
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