Deadline 6 Submission

Response to National Grid Document 8.4.12.2 — Response to ISH2 Action
Point 27 (Masterplans)

Colne Valley (Fordham, Ford Street and Aldham)

I have lived in Aldham for over twenty years and have a detailed knowledge of the local landscape. | also volunteered
with the Woodland Trust, surveying and recording veteran and notable trees for the Ancient Tree Inventory. My
observations are therefore based on both long-term familiarity with the area and the published documents referred to
below.

Having reviewed National Grid's Constraints and Opportunities Plans for the Colne Valley (Fordham, Ford Street and
Aldham), | remain unconvinced that they represent the coordinated masterplans requested by the Examining
Authority.

The Constraints Plans demonstrate a reasonable understanding of the environmental assets present within the area.
However, the accompanying Opportunities Plans appear generic and, in several instances, disconnected from the
existing management of the landscape.

Existing landscape management appears to have been overlooked

The Woodland Trust has owned and managed the Fordham Hall Estate for many years. Its published Management
Plan already includes long-term objectives for woodland creation, species-rich grassland, habitat connectivity, public
access, permissive routes and community engagement.

The Opportunities Plan proposes many of these same measures without acknowledging that they are already
established management objectives or, in many cases, have already been implemented.

For example, the Plan proposes woodland, scrub and grassland creation within areas already managed by the
Woodland Trust for exactly those purposes. Likewise, "connective green infrastructure” is identified across areas
where landscape-scale habitat connectivity has already been a long-term management objective.

This raises the obvious question of whether existing management plans were reviewed before the Opportunities Plan
was prepared.

Opportunities appear generic rather than place-specific
Several proposals appear difficult to reconcile with the existing landscape.
Examples include:

proposed "connective green infrastructure enhancements” along rural lanes that already possess mature
hedgerows and established tree cover;

proposed habitat enhancement within areas already managed for nature conservation;

tree planting shown in locations where residential development already has planning permission;

broad arrows referencing the Local Nature Recovery Strategy without explaining their purpose or relationship to
the surrounding landscape.

These examples suggest that the Opportunities Plan has not been developed from detailed local knowledge.

Veteran trees

The Constraints Plan identifies only a limited number of veteran trees and makes no reference to notable trees that
will become the veteran trees of the future.

This is surprising for a project that will remain within the landscape for many decades.



In addition, comparison with the Woodland Trust's Ancient Tree Inventory suggests that at least one distinctive pair of
veteran oaks may have been plotted in a different location from their recorded position. If confirmed, this should be
corrected, as accurate mapping of veteran trees is fundamental to understanding environmental constraints.

Missed opportunities

The Colne Valley already benefits from extensive published environmental planning, including:

the Woodland Trust's Fordham Hall Estate Management Plan;

Aldham Parish Council's detailed assessment of the landscape, heritage and Public Rights of Way;
the Local Nature Recovery Strategy;

existing habitat restoration initiatives.

Rather than building upon this substantial body of work, the Opportunities Plan appears to rely largely on generic
landscape enhancement measures that could be applied almost anywhere.

Conclusion

Action Point 27 requested coordinated masterplans identifying opportunities associated with landscapes affected by
the Project.

In my view, the Colne Valley Opportunities Plan does not yet fulfil that purpose.

It identifies relatively little that is genuinely new, appears to duplicate work already undertaken by organisations such
as the Woodland Trust, and misses an opportunity to build upon the considerable environmental knowledge and long-
term stewardship that already exists within the Colne Valley.

| respectfully invite the Examining Authority to consider whether the Opportunities Plan should be revised to
demonstrate that existing local management plans, environmental strategies and community knowledge have been
fully taken into account.
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THE WOODLAND TRUST

INTRODUCTION PLAN REVIEW AND UPDATING

The Trust’s corporate aims and management
approach guide the management of all the
Trust’s properties, and are described on Page 4.
These determine basic management policies
and methods, which apply to all sites unless
specifically stated otherwise. Such policies
include free public access; keeping local people
informed of major proposed work; the retention
of old trees and dead wood; and a desire for
management to be as unobtrusive as possible.
The Trust also has available Policy Statements
covering a variety of woodland management
issues.

The Trust’s management plans are based on the
identification of Key Features for the site and
setting objectives for their management. A
monitoring programme (not included in this plan)
ensures that these objectives are met and any
necessary management works are carried out.

Any legally confidential or sensitive species
information about this site is not included in this
version of the plan.

The information presented in this Management
plan is held in a database which is continuously
being amended and updated on our website.
Consequently this printed version may quickly
become out of date, particularly in relation to the
planned work programme and on-going
monitoring observations.

Please either consult The Woodland Trust
website www.woodlandtrust.org.uk or contact the
Woodland Trust
(wopsmail@woodlandtrust.org.uk) to confirm
details of the current management programme.

There is a formal review of this plan every 5
years and a summary of monitoring results can
be obtained on request.
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WOODLAND MANAGEMENT APPROACH

The management of our woods is based on our charitable purposes, and is therefore focused on
improving woodland biodiversity and increasing peoples’ understanding and enjoyment of woodland.

Our strategic aims are to:

* Protect native woods, trees and their wildlife for the future
» Work with others to create more native woodlands and places rich in trees
* Inspire everyone to enjoy and value woods and trees

All our sites have a management plan which is freely accessible via our website
www.woodlandtrust.org.uk. Our woods are managed to the UK Woodland Assurance Standard
(UKWAS) and are certified with the Forest Stewardship Council® (FSC®) under licence FSC-
C009406 and through independent audit.

In addition to the guidelines below we have specific guidance and policies on issues of woodland
management which we review and update from time to time.

We recognise that all woods are different and that the management of our sites should also reflect
their local landscape and where appropriate support local projects and initiatives. Guidelines like
these provide a necessary overarching framework to guide the management of our sites but such
management also requires decisions based on local circumstances and our Site Manager’s intimate
knowledge of each site.

The following guidelines help to direct our woodland management:

1. Our woods are managed to maintain their intrinsic key features of value and to reflect those of the
surrounding landscape. We intervene when there is evidence that it is necessary to maintain or improve
biodiversity and to further the development of more resilient woods and landscapes.

2.  We establish new native woodland using both natural regeneration and tree planting, but largely the
latter, particularly when there are opportunities for involving people.

3. We provide free public access to woods for quiet, informal recreation and our woods are managed to
make them accessible, welcoming and safe.

4. The long term vision for our non-native plantations on ancient woodland sites is to restore them to
predominantly native species composition and semi-natural structure, a vision that equally applies to our
secondary woods.

5. Existing semi-natural open-ground and freshwater habitats are restored and maintained wherever their
management can be sustained and new open ground habitats created where appropriate.

6. The heritage and cultural value of sites is taken into account in our management and, in particular, our
ancient trees are retained for as long as possible.

7. Woods can offer the potential to generate income both from the sustainable harvesting of wood products
and the delivery of other services. We will therefore consider the potential to generate income from our
estate to help support our aims.

8.  We work with neighbours, local people, organisations and other stakeholders in developing the
management of our woods. We recognise the benefits of local community woodland ownership and
management. Where appropriate we allow our woods to be used to support local woodland,
conservation, education and access initiatives.

9. We use and offer the estate where appropriate, for the purpose of demonstration, evidence gathering
and research associated with the conservation, recreational and sustainable management of woodlands.
In particular we will develop and maintain a network of long-term monitoring sites across the estate.

10 Any activities we undertake will conform to sustainable forest management principles, be appropriate for
the site and will be balanced with our primary objectives of enhancing the biodiversity and recreational
value of our woods and the wider landscapes.
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SUMMARY

This public management plan briefly describes the site, specifically mentions information on public
access, sets out the long term policy and lists the Key Features which drive management actions.
The Key Features are specific to this site - their significance is outlined together with their long (50
year+) and short (5 year) term objectives. The short term objectives are complemented by a
detailed Work Programme for the period of this management plan. Detailed compartment
descriptions are listed in the appendices which include any major management constraints and
designations. A short glossary of technical terms is at the end. The Key Features and general
woodland condition of this site are subject to a formal monitoring programme which is maintained in
a central database. A summary of monitoring results is available on request.

1.0 SITE DETAILS

Site name: Fordham Hall Estate

Location: Fordham, nr Colchester

Grid reference: TL923284, OS 1:50,000 Sheet No. 168

Area: 204.96 hectares (506.47 acres)

Designations: Conservation Area, NULL, Site of Local Nature Conservation
Importance

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION

2.1 Summary Description

A gift from an anonymous donor, the Fordham Hall Estate is eastern England’s largest woodland
creation site. Around a quarter of a million trees have been planted alongside the meandering River
Colne on what was once arable farmland. Alongside young woodland there are also flower-rich
meadows, which are awash with colour during the summer months.

2.2 Extended Description

Ownership

Fordham Hall Estate is owned by the Fordham Farm Trust and was donated under a leasehold
agreement to the Woodland Trust in October 2002 for a minimum of 99 years.

Location

Fordham Hall Estate covers an area of approximately 200 ha (505 acres) on the northern side of the
river Colne, to the northwest of Colchester, Essex. The Colne Valley is a primarily agricultural
landscape, with significant amounts of pasture, especially between Colchester and Earls Colne.
Upstream of Earls Colne the emphasis is more on arable cultivation. Fordham Parish itself has very
little woodland but elsewhere in the valley there are a large number of small woods and three
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notable concentrations: the Marks Hall complex, Chalkney Wood and the Broaks/Shardlowes.
Soils and Geology

The Estate is located on flat and gently sloping land along the southern margin of glacial drift that
overlies London clay at depth. The estate is orientated mainly in a north-south direction and the
various fields occupy all levels of the valley from the flood meadows adjacent to the river as far as
the flat plateau at high level. For the size of the site the geology is relatively diverse. The majority of
the soils are developed on either moderately heavy glacial boulder clay drift or sandy river terrace
deposits laid down within the last 50,000 years. However the River Colne cuts through London clay
laid down in the Tertiary period, approximately 50-60 million years ago, and this deeper clay can be
identified in the subsoil of much of the land on the plateau and even outcrops at the surface in one
field to the south-east of the reservoir. Ten different soils series have been identified across the site
(ADAS 2003). Broadly speaking most of the soil types will support W8 woodland types with some
smaller areas of W10 on the lighter more acidic soils that occur across the site. The tendency to
spring and winter water logging of some on the more clayey types, supports the creation of local
woodland types such as plateau alderwood.

Average annual rainfall: 557mm
Historical Management

A feature of the site is that virtually the whole area has been under arable cultivation for some
centuries. The Chapman and André map of 1777, shows the lack of woodland or other habitats at
that time. The 1840 Tythe map shows the estate area to have been primarily an arable landscape,
although most of the fields were considerably smaller and consequently there was a much greater
length of hedgerows. There were a small number of pastures and one area, the Grove, is shown as
wood pasture. All of these have now gone, replaced by arable that in recent years has grown a wide
range of arable crops including cereals, oilseed rape, beans, potatoes and sugar beet.

Along the northern bank of the river were meadows, one of which was called Woolpit Meadow, and
they are shown as divided up into strips each owned by a different person. This indicates seasonally
inundated and therefore highly productive hay meadows owned and managed by various members
of the local community. It can be assumed that the management of these meadows had been similar
for many years and that the resulting grassland would have been particularly species rich. The
former Woolpit Meadow is now the location of a small area of marsh that has developed into a
botanically rich and diverse meadow following the abandoning of farming in the field in 1997 and
was designated a County Wildlife Site in 20009.

Since acquisition by the Woodland Trust approximately 300 acres has been planted to new native
woodland in a five year phased programme. 150 acres has been converted to grassland by a
combination of techniques including wildflower sowing and hay translocation. In Q4 2009 much of
the river valley was enclosed and the infrastructure installed to allow grazing to take place across
the site. In 2006 small scale grazing was initiated on the floodplain fields with Soay sheep, from a
local farmer, being grazed late in the summer each year since.

Conservation Features
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While arable farmland make up the majority of the site, on acquisition there were a number of
significant natural features on the site that form a backbone on which a conservation plan can be
built. Features of note are:

Existing hedgerows: There are around 15 km of hedgerows across the site varying from close
clipped hedges to rambling linear copses containing 41 different woody species and climbers. A
number of these are clearly ancient with one, at least, from map evidence the remnant of an Ancient
Semi-Natural Woodland (ASNW) has been reduced to a hedge over the last 200 years. Hedgerow
trees are a common but not abundant feature along the hedges.

River Colne: Approximately 1.97 km of the site bounds onto the river Colne. While for a lowland river
the Colne is relatively clean, levels of nutrients (especially Phosphorous) are high. The river has
moderately good fish populations and Otters are resident along it but Water Voles became extinct or
at least very rare as a result of predation by mink that were frequently found along the valley. More
recently (approx 2010) Essex Wildlife Trust undertook a water vole reintroduction programme and a
successful population of water voles is now established along lengths of the river. Associated mink
monitoring and control has also been an essential part of this success.

Floodplain: Approximately 8 ha of land adjacent to the River Colne is susceptible to flooding in
winter. One area has already developed into marshland with local and regionally uncommon plants
and birds since arable management was abandoned in 1997. Research in 2003 demonstrated that
while the soils are suitable for wetland development, problems over water quality mean that the
range of habitat creation options are limited without very considerable extra expense to import water
onto the site.

Proximity to Ancient Semi-Natural Woodland (ASNW): The estate is situated amidst a lesser cluster
of ASNW’s with one small (<2ha) ASNW (Rectory Wood) immediately adjacent and two other larger
woods Fiddlers Wood and Hillhouse Wood within a 100m and 400m respectively of the site. Hoe
Wood, which is within a 2km of the site and Hillhouse Wood, are both owned and managed by the
Woodland Trust. The site also abuts a small valley alder carr on a minor tributary of the Colne on the
west of the site.

Cricket Bat Willow stands: There are two mature cricket bat willow stands on the site, one alongside
the river Colne and one alongside one of the mapped streams on the site. The two stands are the
only ‘mature woodland’ on the site and are well located for hosting bat and bird boxes and also as
possible Otter holts.

Mapped streams: Two mapped streams run through the site and another that touches the north-
western boundary of the site in one short section. There are also a number of permanent and
seasonal ponds over the site with the soil conditions in many parts predisposed to seasonal water
logging offering opportunities for further seasonal pond creation. Nutrient levels in the streams were
tested in 2003 and found to be acceptable for use as high quality wetland and pond habitats.

Off-site opportunities: The river valley context of the estate, the close proximity of the two Woodland
Trust owned woods as well as other ASNW, and the need to manage deer and mink at a landscape
level, highlights the desirability that some aspects of conservation management on a wider
landscape scale, and including other landowners, could be considered. Key opportunities to
investigate are the potential of integrating river corridor management with landowners on the
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southern bank of the Colne, including bat conservation work through the creation of hibernacula in
WWII bunkers.

Access

The site is crisscrossed by 10.5km of PROW with as many again permissive footpaths. Horse riding
has been allowed on a network of permissive bridleways operating within the auspices of the East
Anglian Toll Ride scheme.

Archaeology

Surveys from when the Woodland Trust initially took on management of the site indicated that there
had been a Roman presence on the site and particularly on the lower slopes of the Colne Valley.
Additional geophysical and remote sensing surveys in 2013 indicated that a higher level of
archaeological research was required to fully interpret the initial findings. These began in summer
2015 and are anticipated to continue until Autumn 2016. In addition, a fine example of a polished
stone axe head was discovered in the field north of Ponders Road during field walking survey by
archaeologists prior to the initial tree planting.

3.0 PUBLIC ACCESS INFORMATION

3.1 Getting there

By bus:
The nearest bus stop is at the War Memorial in Fordham. The bus (88A) journey to Colchester takes

29 minutes. For further information on public transport, contact Traveline on 0871 200 2233 or visit
traveline.org.uk

By train:
Colchester station is located to the north of the town off Turner Road. It is about three miles (5km)

from Fordham Hall Estate. For further information on public transport, contact Traveline on 0871 200
2233 or visit traveline.org.uk

By car:

The village of Fordham is at the centre of Fordham Hall Estate and is approximately six miles
(10km) away from Colchester. From Colchester go west on the A133 and then join the A12
westbound. Leave the A12 at Junction 26 and take the A1124 exit to Halstead/Stanway.

At the top of the ramp, take the third exit off the roundabout onto the A1124. Continue on along the
A1124 for about a mile (1.6km). At Eight Ash Green, the road bends sharply right and then left.

Immediately after the second bend go right onto Wood Lane, which is signposted to Fordham, and
then go left onto Fiddlers Hill. Continue on along Fiddlers Hill for one and a half miles (2.4km) to
Fordham.

At the village pass the school on your right and keep driving until you see the post office and shop.
There turn left to find the Trust’s car park close by on the right. The car park has space for 15 cars.




Fordham Hall Estate

3.2 Access / Walks

A network of 12 miles (19km) of unsurfaced paths allows visitors to explore the estate. The paths are
cut regularly but can be muddy and slippery after rain, especially during winter.

The estate’s paths are popular with walkers (dogs are welcome), cyclists and horse-riders. Horse

riding is allowed on a network of permissive bridleways that are part of the East Anglian Toll Ride
scheme.

There are no waymarked trails at present. The estate does not have a single main entrance and it
can be accessed using its network of paths.

Public rights of way crisscross Fordham Hall Estate. They include a section of the Essex Way, an 82

mile (132km) walking trail through the county from Epping to Harwich. The trail passes through the
estate’s cricket bat willow. For details of the route visit essexway.org.uk




Fordham Hall Estate

4.0 LONG TERM POLICY

The long term policies for the site fall within three broad categories:

1. The establishment of a new native woodland

2. The creation or enhancement of non-woodland habitats (riparian conservation grassland, wild
flower meadows, community orchard, hedgerows and a matrix of wetland habitats (the river Colne,
river banks, ponds, streams, ditches, marshland and seasonal wetlands)

3. Encouraging and developing public access
1. New native woodland

The establishment of a large native woodland comprised of stand-types that would be typical of the
site. Subsequent management to reflect the most appropriate approaches within the wider
landscape context with emphasis on reinforcing links to nearby ASNW’s and other semi-natural
habitats. The new woodland will be made up of six different stand types based on Rackham (1980)
and Rodwell and Patterson (1994). Where each stand type is laid out is based on site topography
and soil type. All shrub species will be derived from colonisation from the 15 km of hedgerows,
except for Hazel, which will be planted as part of the woodland matrix. The six stand types being
planted are:

» Ash-Hazel Woodland (NVC Type W8)

* Hornbeam-Ash woodland (Ex NVC)

» W8 Ash-Maple-Dogs Mercury

* W10 Quercus robur-Bracken-Bramble

* Lime-Hornbeam (NVC W8/W10 variant)
* Plateau Alderwood (Ex NVC)

The aim is to ensure establishment of the planted woodland blocks and to develop them towards
mature secondary native woodland, which is resilient to change. This will be done by ensuring a
diverse range of native tree species as possible. Management of the woodlands will respond to any
changes and threats imposed on them, for instance from tree diseases. Restocking and the use of
alternative species to ensure a robust and diverse tree mix will be undertaken where appropriate,
and especially in areas affected by ash dieback.

The northernmost block of Sub-Compartment 1A lies adjacent to a former ASNW that remains as a
hedge and the compartment was planted with 100% Sessile Oak in 2004. Pedunculate Oak was the
intended species however the larger part of the site was planted by the Forestry Commission
Technical Development Branch and they used the wrong species. Subsequent management will
favour increased woody species diversity from colonisation by plants within the peripheral hedges
and small ASNW. Similarly some 5 ha of land was left to colonisation due to its close proximity to
other important woodland features, namely;

» Compartment 1A: 1.26 ha block adjacent to a hedge that is the remnant of an ASNW cleared ¢ 100
years ago.
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» Compartment 1A: 1.84 ha adjacent to small stream and valley Alder Carr and comprises the
bottom and slopes of a small valley;

« Compartment 1B: 1.68 ha adjacent to an ancient hedgerow with the area concerned having a
natural depression.

However the slowness of colonisation and the need for land to plant trees on led to these areas
being planted in 2007 and 2008.

Under the terms of the leasehold agreement three fields (sub-compartments 3a & 3b) totalling 16.9
ha have to be retained in an undeveloped state for the next 25 years. All three fields are adjacent to
the village with extensive public access and are isolated from the main grassland blocks but are
adjacent to woodland creation blocks. The long-term aim for these fields is to establish woodland on
them but whilst either waiting until the 25 year period has elapsed or the freeholder assents to their
earlier planting. In the interim period it is proposed that these three fields are farmed under a low-
input arable system. A fourth field (sub-compartment 3d, 4.1ha) has been divided so part can
develop into a community managed traditional orchard, a separate field allowed to be established as
a community wildflower meadow and the remaining section farmed as arable until such time as its
future is confirmed (restricted due to wayleave requirements from the 2010/11 installed water main).

2. The creation or enhancement of non-woodland habitats
Hedgerows

Existing hedgerows will be managed in a number of ways depending on their condition and location.
The following general guidelines apply:

* Hedges adjacent to roads will have their top and the roadside edge cut annually in February;

* Field side of hedges will generally be left to develop naturally unless there is a path or track beside
it or under the terms of the lease it requires maintain as a hedge. Where the field edge needs to be
cut then this will usually be done in a manner that promotes the hedges’ thickening out;

» Hedges within woodland blocks will be left to develop naturally into woodland;

New Conservation Grassland

The non-woodland fields along the lower valley were sown to two grassland mixes. The eastern
block was sown to a conservation mix while the western block was sown to a grass/nectar mix.
Subsequently hay from the car park meadow is being spread on the meadow to increase the spread
of different local species, especially yellow rattle. Fencing, cattle handling pens and water troughs
were erected in Q4 2009.

Land adjacent to the car park was initially sown to grass in 2003 and then subsequently hay from a
local meadow was scattered across the site, left for a few days and then collected up. In 2009 this
resulted in a spectacular show of wildflowers including a number of County rare records. Through
grazing and hay cutting in the first instance we will work to encourage a floristically diverse sward.
Ultimately the intention is that open ground will be grazed extensively for up to 12 months of the
year.

Two minor streams flow through the grassland areas. In 2012 an on-line pond was established to
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both allow a section for cattle watering and a larger area given over to the creation of an additional
wetland habitat.

Floodplain and River

The two areas of low-lying land within the floodplain were enclosed for grazing in 2006. The river
bank along the eastern-most block had substantial reprofiling undertaken in 2007 to encourage
bankside vegetation. In the long term it is intended that existing streams could be redirected to
maximise opportunities for wetland creation with new ditches and foot drains constructed to increase
water storage and distribution on marshland areas. Opportunities to promote flooding of the fields as
well as to encourage fish conservation will be undertaken in line with Environment Agency advice.

Cricket Bat Willow Plantations

The river valley Cricket Bat willow stands were heavily thinned in 2007. The intention is to leave the
remaining trees to grow and senesce naturally and to form natural floodplain woodland, a mix of
alder and willow with some Downy birch. Away from the River Colne there is a single stand of
Cricket Bat Willows which will be retained as a commercial stand and silvicultural management of
this stand will be undertaken (felling and replanting) periodically to ensure the commercial cycle is
continued.

Habitat enhancement features

Habitat enhancement features are to be developed across the site to expand and bring forward the
biodiversity benefits of the habitat creation work both on and off-site. Work to be targeted at actions
to benefit key species, typically BAP species, and to be monitored to see what impact the actions
have. Key actions identified are:

« Early establishment of deadwood habitat to benefit invertebrates, reptiles and amphibians:

* Use of cover crops in temporary open ground areas and field margins to provide seed and nectar
sources for butterflies, bees, and farmland birds.

» A wide range of bird boxes to be used extensively across the site.

* Creation of bare earth/sand invertebrate banks;

» Pond creation, including seasonal ponds, and enhancement of existing pond and ditch habitats to
benefit amphbians and to extend wetland habitats.

» Works to promote reptile and amphibian conservation.

« Otter run on the road bridges crossing the river Colne;

* Artificial otter holt and other scrubby ‘resting’ areas developed along the river side;

* A number of bat conservation measure including roosting and hibernation boxes and possible
conversion of off-site WWII pillboxes to bat hibernacula;

Offsite Conservation Impacts
Working with local partners we will seek to use the project at Fordham Hall Estate to encourage
wider conservation gains at the landscape level and also work with neighbours to mitigate any

potential problems that may arise on their land as a consequence of the Fordham Hall Project.

In particular in the long term we hope to have:
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» Established a working relationship with landowning neighbours over the management of problem
and pest species, in particular: Deer, Rabbits, and Mink

» Agreed an integrated conservation vision on management of the river and river corridor with
neighbours;

* Encouraged and supported neighbours with woodland creation projects, especially which help to
link and buffer local ASNW'’s.

3. Permitting and encouraging public access

The long term policy is to maintain and develop open public access across the whole site and where
practical remove as much internal rabbit fencing as feasible so as to allow as great a degree of
freedom of movement for visitors as possible. For health and safety reasons stock fencing will be
maintained where required, to assist with management of open habitats. Visitor facilities will be
maintained to a good standard overall and there will continue to be an extensive network of well
managed paths across the whole of the site. All site infrastructure such as gates and bridges will be
inspected routinely and will be maintained to a good standard.

Bridleway Provision

Horseriding and cycling will be permitted across the site on a permissive basis based on existing
agreements with the East Anglian Toll Ride and through a voluntary user code of practice. Where
restrictions to use are shown to be necessary or where entrances are considered unsafe for
bridleway use then restrictions through fencing/signage will be used. However as a general rule we
are seeking to avoid further fencing over and above that required for the initial woodland creation
and grazing.

Pedestrian/cycle provision

In addition to maintaining the existing PROW the permissive path network will establish a number of
safe unsurfaced pedestrian/cycle routes alongside roads.

Car park and site access

The maintenance of Woodland Trust car park for up to 15 cars at the site (with an additional bus
parking area) will be one of the primary access gateways onto the site. The car park will have height
restriction barrier to prevent larger vans and vehicles from entering the site and maintaining the
ability to close/lock the car park should it be decided that daily closing is desirable. If and when the
car park is locked a key for community use will be made available. Overall the car park will act as the
main gateway to the site however there will be a number of minor gateways that will have added
information for the community.

The 2015 issues of travellers accessing a neighbouring property necessitated an increase in
security arrangements and various new gates, ditches and banks have been created. In addition, the
on-going issue of green waste fly-tipping at various remote access points has suggested that
physical barriers at entrances may regrettably be a longer term solution to both issues.

Site Information and interpretation
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Site information will be available at main gateways however the main thrust of site information and
interpretation provision will be internet based. Non web users will however have access to
information at information points at the main entrances. Signage and on-site visitor information will
be reviewed and updated periodically to ensure it is current, relevant and good quality.
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5.0 KEY FEATURES

The Key Features of the site are identified and described below. They encapsulate what is important
about the site. The short and long-term objectives are stated and any management necessary to
maintain and improve the Key Feature.

5.1 Informal Public Access

Description

Fordham is distinctive in public access terms in that it virtually encloses the village of Fordham,
home to circa 900 people. A further 162 000 people live within 5 kilometres of the site, mainly to the
east in England’s oldest recorded town, Colchester. There is an extensive public right of way
network across the site, including the long-distance footpath The Essex Way. The PRoW were well
used along with a number of permissive routes prior to the WT acquisition. There are no public
bridleways but there has been a long history of permissive use through the East Anglia Toll Ride
Scheme. The Garrison Stable relocated to an adjacent farm in 2006 which has increased the use of
the site by horse riders.

A working group of local people prepared a plan of the key designated and permissive paths around
which the woodland creation has been designed to ensure barrier free access.

Prior to submitting a woodland grant scheme application an Environmental Impact Assessment was
undertaken. A key category for consideration was the impacts on the local community, including
impacts of increased visitor access, of the project. The consultees during the scoping phase
identified the diverse impacts of the project on the local community as the most significant issue to
be considered during the EIA. These impacts are both positive and negative in nature and many of
them are subjective (the same impact may be viewed as positive or negative by different individuals
within the village). The key impacts on the local community identified are summarised below:

» Reduction in views from key viewpoints and individual properties:

* Increased number of places to walk and locations for informal recreation. Improved links between
Fordham and Fordstreet.

* Increased support for village services and businesses (shop, pubs).

 Parking in the village is already extremely limited and increased visitors in the long run will
exacerbate this problem.

» The project is seen by many local people as a means of preventing the expansion / urbanisation of
the village.

» Landscape change around the village is also seen by some as a negative change, particularly due
to the slow loss of the “open” feel of the village

* Increased opportunities to get more involved in the land through acting as a warden, or playing a
role in establishing the village orchard
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A key concern was the lack of parking for visitors. In the first instance it was hoped a newly built car
park at the Fordham Primary School could be used for visitors, but this did not proved to be
possible. The provision of parking for up 15 cars was also a key condition of the Community
Woodland Supplement of the Woodland Grant scheme and consequently a car park was
constructed at the site with provision for 15 cars and a bus. To allay fears about possible misuse the
entrance has a relatively low height barrier, eg 4 x 4’s are unlikely to get in along with Transit Vans.

A PhD studentship was sponsored at University of Essex looking at the impact of a landscape scale
conservation project on local people.

As part of the fundraising package there was a substantial woodland creation area set aside for
various tree sponsorship schemes. During the development phase and as Woodland Trust's Tree 4
All campaign, up to 1000 children from local schools planted trees as part of a structured education
package.

Significance

In almost completely enclosing the village of Fordham, Fordham Hall Estate is especially
prominently located in terms of the local people. Added to this is the long distance footpath, the
Essex Way that passes through the site and several local circular walks promoted by the Colne
Valley Countryside Project.

There are no public bridleways within a number of local parishes including Fordham and the
proposal will greatly improve local provision with scope to integrate with permissive routes
elsewhere. The project also tests the practicalities for the Trust of using an existing toll ride scheme
to maintain some control over the number of horses utilising the site.

Opportunities & Constraints

C1: A number of dangerous road crossings restrict easy and safe movement across the site.

C2: Livestock grazing could restrict accessibility for some users apprehensive of sharing paths with
livestock.

C3: Actual or perceived fear of misuse of the site by travellers, fly-tippers and joyriders has been
regularly expressed as a concern by residents.

C4: Permissive bridleways could become boggy in winter months.

O1: Considerable local commitment, knowledge and experience to the Fordham Hall Estate Project
that can be drawn upon to better manage the site.

02: Opportunity to test use of an existing toll ride scheme to maintain some control over the number
of horses utilising the site.

03: To improve the value of the site for educational purposes.

04: To create an exciting hub within the wider access network.

Factors Causing Change

16



Fordham Hall Estate

Fly tipping, unauthorised motorcycle use, threat of travellers accessing the site, greater than
predicted increased use by riders and/or cyclists

Long term Objective (50 years+)

To provide a safe, feely available and enjoyable countryside experience for local people and visitors
from a wide catchment. Visitor facilities will be maintained to a good standard overall and there will
continue to be an extensive network of well managed paths across the whole of the site. All site
infrastructure such as gates and bridges will be inspected routinely and will be maintained to a good
standard. Signage and on-site visitor information will be reviewed and updated periodically to
ensure it is current, relevant and good quality. Site information and interpretation will also be
available online and integrated with existing community measures, such as the Fordham Village
Newsletter.

Work with local people to establish a volunteer support group, if sufficient interest arises from the
community.

Short term management Objectives for the plan period (5 years)

Annual management of main paths so as to maintain a short grassy surface through five cuts per
year and a single hedge trim each year in February. All entrances will be routinely cut back during
the growing season and monthly litter pick of the car park will be undertaken.

Site information will be updated and reviewed at the three main entrances (site car park, opposite
Three Horseshoes Pub, and adjacent to the Shoulder of Mutton Pub) and this will be linked to
Internet based site interpretation. Ongoing and routine updating of general signage and visitor
facilities will be undertaken, including in 2018 a maintenance programme on all the gates, bridges
and other structures.

Riding policy and practice agreed and maintained with the East Anglian Toll Ride scheme
(established 2010).

Work with local people to develop a volunteer support group, if sustainable interest arises
Increase the open access provision and seamless merging of habitats by implement a phased

programme of rabbit fencing removal around woodland creation areas where no longer required
(2018 - 2020)
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5.2 New Native Woodland

Description

Following landscape and archaeological assessments 112.54 ha of land was identified as available
to establish as new native woodland. A further 16.9 ha is potentially available once leasehold
restrictions lapse, 25 years from the inception of the leasehold agreement (i.e. 2027).

Much of the land available for woodland creation is on the plateau immediately around the village of
Fordham, although, there is one block of woodland that runs from the valley bottom up to the plateau
(sub cmpt 1d).

In a four year phased planting programme woodland was established on the 112.54 ha.
Approximately 12 ha of the gross planting area is open ground as this is largely made up of a 50m
wide ride along the line of a eastern gas main, western water main and other minor areas left
unplanted due to other smaller wayleaves or PROW/other permissive paths.

Key tree species of six different stand types identified as appropriate for the site were planted. No
shrub species were planted, apart from hazel, as these will arise naturally from the 15km of
hedgerows on the site. Within each stand-type oak and ash are generally present in sufficient
abundance to meet potential timber production as well as conservation objectives. Other species are
present in sufficient abundance so that whatever silvicultural system is adopted a diverse woodland
stand-type will be established.

All trees were planted at 2.1x 2.1m spacing in long curved rows. All planted areas were pre-sown
with a fescue dominated grass mix and the planting area subsoiled at 2.1m intervals to break up any
plough pan and to mark out the planting rows.

Rabbit protection was by fencing except for small areas protected by tree-shelters due to site design
issues. Deer were assessed as not a significant concern at the start which has proved to be the case
although all four common deer have been seen to increase. Historic attempts to form a Deer
Management Group with the Deer Initiative have not yet been successful.

Significance
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Increasing the area under native trees and improving woodland biodiversity are corporate objectives
of the Woodland Trust and in the Government response to Independent Panel on Forestry Report
(January 2013) they have agreed that:

"England’s trees, woods and forests are a vital national asset providing multiple economic, social
and environmental benefits. To achieve this, everything we do must be focused on achieving the
following key objectives, in priority order: Protecting the nation’s trees, woodlands and forests from
increasing threats such as pests, diseases and climate change; Improving their resilience to these
threats and their contribution to economic growth, people’s lives and nature; and Expanding them to
increase further their economic, social and environmental value."

The range of habitats for native flora and fauna created by establishing native trees provides a
valuable refuge, especially in this part of Essex which is dominated by large, intensively managed
farms.

There is the potential for improving the wildlife value of the area as a whole by linking Fordham Hall
Estate to other habitats of wildlife value, via a network of hedges, headlands and woodlands.

Opportunities to restore floodplain Cricket Bat Willow woodland areas to a wet woodland type are
rare in this area and can provide great benefit to otters and Water voles that are presently
recolonising the River Colne.

Opportunities & Constraints

Constraints

C1: Unrestricted deer browsing

C2: Unrestricted rabbit grazing

C3: Need to retain key views

C4: Archaeological conservation needs

C5: FWPS precludes coppicing/grazing within the 15 year FWPS period
C6: Leasehold arrangements

C7: Ash die back present on site

Opportunities

O1: To increase capacity of a significant area for native woodland plants and animals
0O2: To expand habitat opportunities for non-woodland species

03: To expand the area of native woody species

O4: To engage local residents in woodland management

Factors Causing Change

Deer damage, rabbit damage, Ash die back

Long term Objective (50 years+)
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The aim is to ensure establishment of the planted woodland blocks and to develop them towards
mature secondary native woodland, which is resilient to change. This will be done by ensuring a
diverse range of native tree species as possible. Management of the woodlands will respond to any
changes and threats imposed on them, for instance from tree diseases. Restocking and the use of
alternative species to ensure a robust and diverse tree mix will be undertaken where appropriate,
and especially in areas affected by ash dieback. . Long term woodland creation on 16.9 ha of arable
land under leasehold commitment to not develop until 2027. Develop a mature community Orchard
established with the leadership from and maintained by local residents. The continued commercial
management of a stand of cricket bat willows, which will be used for educational purposes.

Short term management Objectives for the plan period (5 years)

Establish 85ha of new native broadleaved woodland. Stand types and their species composition to
be based on the work of Rodwell and Patterson (1994) and Rackham (1980). During 2018 and
2019 a large scale beating up (restocking) programme will be carried out in areas of new woodland
which are struggling to establish (eg. through disease or other factors). Approximately 14 hectares
will be restocked with the most appropriate and robust species mix including common alder, downy
birch, field maple, goat willow, oak and rowan. Subsequent weed control will then be carried
throughout the rest of this management period to ensure establishment of these trees.

Implement a phased programme of deadwood habitat creation through the construction of ‘stag
beetle pyramids’ across the site. Establish two stacks per year in the more mature woodland areas
(initially sub cmpt 1a) for first five years on new woodland edges ideally on the field side of
established hedges. (2017 - 2022).

There will also be a phased removal of rabbit fences and tree shelters over the entire plan period, as
the infrastructure and materials become redundant and not needed.

Undertake silvicultural management of the stand of cricket bat willows (approx 3 hectares) in the
southeast corner of the site, to continue the commercial cycle and educational interest. The
operation is provisionally planned for 2019 but this date may be altered due to market
circumstances. A number of dead and senescing trees will be retained in the area for conservation
benefit.
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5.3 Semi Natural Open Ground Habitat

Description

Research by Essex Wildlife Trust (EECOS 2003) indicates that the land at Fordham Hall Estate
been under arable cultivation since the time the Chapman and Andre map was prepared, 1777.
Historic factors together with field evidence indicate that little of significant interest remains of the
former grassland on which to build a conservation programme.

The Semi Natural Open Ground Habitat (SNOGH) is made up of two discrete areas: Almost 9ha, the
‘Floodplain’, is entirely natural in it is origin arising from setaside in the river valley and almost 150
acres derived from sowing grass and herb mixes, the ‘Valley side’.

The Floodplain

There is approximately 1.97km of river frontage with 8.84 ha of land in the immediate flood plain.
Made up of two fields and a former Cricket Bat Willow Stand. All areas are prone to flooding in
winter. The flood plain area is comprised of four broad habitat types:

River and river margin: The River Colne is about 5m across within the channel and for much of its
length it has moderately steep and deep banks. In 2007 the Environment agency reprofiled sections
of the river bank which has done much to increase the abundance of marginal and emergent
vegetation. Otters are resident along the Colne with footprints confirmed within the Trust’s stretch of
the river and the regular use by otter of an artificial otter holt. At the time of acquisition Water voles
were believed to be extinct along the river however, in partnership with Essex Wildlife Trust a
population of Water Voles were reintroduced and following monitoring by EWT a thriving population
now exists. No information on fish populations and other aquatic species.

Floodplain fields: Two fields, totalling 8.84 ha, lie adjacent to River Colne and are prone to seasonal
flooding. Both fields had been under arable cultivation but converted to grazing in 2006 following a
few years as setaside.. Along the riverbanks of both areas are a number of trees, mainly Cricket Bat
Willow and Alder although there are one or two significant Crack Willows.

Marsh: Low-lying area within the easternmost floodplain field where cultivation work was stopped in
1997 and the area left to develop naturally. For much of the year there is a pool of open water with a
marshland fringe and damp grassland beyond that. The range of flora that has developed over the
intervening years has been quite remarkable with six ERDL species recorded in 2009 by EECOS.

Cricket Bat Willow: Two stands of Cricket bat Willows, heavily thinned in 2007, immediately adjacent
to the River Colne. The eastern-most stand has a more diverse range of marshland plants with large
patches of Meadowsweet, Reed Canary-grass and Yellow Iris. There are a number of gnarled alder
stubs and trees

The Valley Side

Open ground along the valley side was sown to two contrasting seed mixes in 2007. One was a
conservation mix and one a hybrid productive mix of grass and clover. The intention is to observe
the different development of these two areas over the years and review which has been most
successful and implement this across both fileds. A third area, by the car park, which was initially
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sown to grass was overtopped with hay from a local flower rich meadow. Six years later this has
produced floristically spectacular results.

The Floodplain grassland has been grazed by Soay sheep since 2006 while the car park meadow
has been cut for hay late in the season to let the plants seed. The hay has been used to spread
seed across the site. The new sown grassland on the valley sides has been laid out ready to be
grazed from 2010.

Significance

The habitats that have the potential of being restored are of national conservation significance with
nationally rare and protected species associated with them.

Opportunity to create a locally significant biodiversity reserve with good prospects to facilitate the
spread of species along the river valley.

Grazed semi-natural grassland is a nationally declining habitat which is particularly scarce in this
part of Essex.

In landscape terms grazed grassland in the river valley restores a landscape lost since the war and
does so in a way that benefits a wide diversity of plant and animal species.

Opportunities & Constraints

Constraints

C1: Practicality of maintaining high water levels

C2: Water quality especially nutrient levels

C3: Damaging and invasive species such New Zealand Pigmyweed and American Mink
C4: Availability of graziers

C5: Public response to widespread erection of fences

C6: Environment Agency statutory requirements

C7: Natural succession leading to woodland

C8: Control of noxious weeds

Opportunities

O1: To restructure the floodplain fields and marsh so they retain water for longer on the land
02: To work with neighbours to extend habitat restoration work on both sides of the river
O3: To improve aquatic habitats for fish and mammals

O4: To expand the area of native provenance grassland plants

O5: To create a diverse grazed habitat

O6: To create natural floodplain woodland.

Factors Causing Change

Deer damage, natural regeneration of wet woodland species, integration of public access with
livestock

Long term Objective (50 years+)

The creation of a large area of conservation grassland managed to increase populations and
opportunities for grassland birds, animals and invertebrates as well as local provenance grassland
plants.
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Short term management Objectives for the plan period (5 years)

Annual cutting for wildlfower seed of the car park meadow. Collection of the arisings for use in
spreading the seed across the site. (Ongoing)

Grazing/Hay cutting of other meadows in association with tenant grazier.(Ongoing)

Marsh area grazed and not cut. Scrub encroachment managed to reduce spread across the area
(Ongoing)

Maintenance of Barn Owl boxes across the SNOGH areas (Ongoing)
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5.4 Landscape Value

Description

The large size, close proximity to ASNW and its location within a prominent river valley ensures that
the Fordham Hall Project is of regional conservation significance. The main potential is for the
Fordham Hall Project to act as a catalyst for change and improvement within the wider landscape, in
terms of achieving benefits for wildlife. The potential impact on the project of wider landscape level
changes are significant constraints on the project and result in a need to maintain close liaison with
local partners. Particular changes to note are:

* The rising deer population within the area
* River management policies and their impact on water levels

At the same time some of the changes the onsite work will bring about have the potential to impact

on our neighbours land management some of which have statutory implications for the project while
others can affect people’s perceptions of the project and our working relationships with neighbours.
To date neighbours have already highlighted concerns over:

* The potential of the project to increase harmful agricultural pests, deer, rabbits and pigeons

» The impact of the project on water property rights

* Potential problems from noxious weed spread as a consequence of the project

» The change in the visual landscape due to new fencing and the potential smell of livestock close to
people properties

Initial action was taken through the Deer Initiative to start measures to improve our understanding of
the deer populations in the area. This involved working with neighbours in surveying deer
populations on their land. This work was not progressed as deer populations were initially
considered to be low.

Significance

The Fordham Hall Estate Project is very much a 'Landscape Scale' project with the potential
because of its size to facilitate significant conservation, access and other benefits beyond its
boundaries. Many of these potential offsite benefits are in line with WT corporate aspirations.

Opportunities & Constraints
Constraints

C1: Inadequate survey and other information
C2: Undeveloped working relationships with neighbours and potential partners

Opportunities

O1: To greatly expand the conservation benefits of the Fordham Hall Estate investment
O2: To anticipate, reduce and avoid potential problems by closer working ties with neighbours

Factors Causing Change
Agricultural policies and subsidies
Long term Objective (50 years+)
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The creation and management of a large area of grazed scrubby open ground with a max of 20%
tree/scrub canopy cover. A range of grazed habitats established including: river valley marshland’
wet woodland and open scrubby grassland. Pond and stream edge habitats will be expanded. In
collaboration with our neighbours the expansion of habitat creation works onto their land.

Short term management Objectives for the plan period (5 years)

Wet-woodland: River side cricket-bat willow stands converted to native wet woodland stand types
through natural colonisation of the area by native trees and shrubs following earlier thinning of the
canopy. (Ongoing)

Promote the development of scrubby thickets along parts of the river edge where public access is
restricted to provide temporary hideouts for otters. (Ongoing)

Maintain at least one artificial otter holt along the WT stretch of the river. (Ongoing)

Annual collection from local sites and sowing of Lesser Calamint in appropriate locations across the
site (ongoing)
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6.0 WORK PROGRAMME

Year Type of Work Description Due By
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APPENDIX 1: COMPARTMENT DESCRIPTIONS

Cpt Area | Main | Year| Management Major Key Features Designations
No. | (ha)  Species Regime Management Present
Constraints
1a 32.54 |Mixed 2003 [High forest Site structure, Informal Public |Conservation
native location, natural |Access, Area
broadlea features & Landscape
ves vegetation Value

New native woodland planted in 2003/04. Central core of the sub-cmpt was planted with four
different stand types: W8, Plateau Alderwood, Hornbeam-Ash and Ash-Hazel. North of the Chappel
Road the land was planted with 100% Sessile Oak and Pedunculate Oak. It should have been all
Pedunculate Oak but the Forestry Commission who undertook work in a section of the compartment
as part of a research trial into non pesticide weed control planted 100% Sessile Oak by mistake. The
section of wood planted closest to the car park has been named "Wren Wood" by the donor.

A fine example of a polished stone axe head was discovered in the field north of Ponders Road
during field walking by archaeologists .

Sub Cmpt is part of the Woodland Creation Scheme.

Giant Hogweed established and spreading on the south western corner of the sub-cmpt.

1b 31.36 |Mixed 2005 [High forest Informal Public |Conservation
native Access, Area
broadlea Landscape
ves Value
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New native woodland planted in 2005/06. Planted with four different stand types: W8, Hornbeam-
Ash, Lime-Hornbeam, and W10. As part of the overall matrix there is a large (circa 7,000 tree) stand
of Small Leaved Lime. Sub cmpt is bisected by 50m wide ride that runs along the line of a gas main
that crossed the sub cmpt in an almost north - south axis.

As part of an interpretation trail there are a number of pure species stands of trees representing
aspects of post and pre-lce Age woodland, namely:

» Hazel, Birch and Scots Pine

* Alder, Oak, Small Leaved Lime

* Hornbeam, yew and Beech

* Monkey Puzzle, Gingko and Dawn Redwood.

An initial colonisation stand on the SW corner of the sub-cmpt was planted up in 2008.

The most westerly unplanted corner was dominated by thistles and was subsequently treated (and
now cut annually) to reduce the chance of spread onto neighbouring properties.

Fencing along a planted section next to Ponders Road was removed in approx. 2011 and significant
rabbit damage to a considerable number of trees has taken place.

A large Badger sett is located within the wood adjacent to the north west corner of this compartment
and is starting to encroach onto the edge of the footpath within the estate.

An agreement with a local wildlife charity (Naturetale Restoration Foundation) has been set up to
allow them to investigate the establishment of wildflower meadows which contain as wide a variety
of species as possible and particularly focussing on those species that are hardest to get
established. The trial will take place along the gas wayleave that runs from Ponders Road to the
PROW running east to west in the middle of the compartment.

1c 18.66 |Mixed 2006 [High forest Informal Public |Conservation
native Access, Area
broadlea Landscape
ves Value

New native woodland planted in 2006/07. Planted with four different stand types: W8, Ash-Hazel,
Hornbeam-Ash and Plateau alderwood. Two wide rides split the sub cmpt. On the west a gas main
runs along a 50m wide corridor while on the east a wide ride cuts up through the sub compartment
as part of creating an open walk for children walking to Fordham School from Ford Street.

On the north edge of the sub-cmpt there is Cricket Bat Willow stand surrounded by mature robust
hedge. The stand was heavily thinned in 2007 and replanted with replacement Cricket Bat willows.

1d 14.40|Mixed 2007 |High forest Informal Public
native Access,
broadlea Landscape
ves Value
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New native woodland planted in 2007/2008. Planted as a W8 woodland mix. Boundaries largely
dominated by an elm hedge except on the south where it is Cricket Bat Willow stand along the
floodplain adjacent to the River Colne with some native wet woodland components. In 2007 it was
heavily thinned with the intention that the remaining trees be left to grow and senesce naturally. The
Essex Way PROW passes through the CBat willow stand following the line of the river.

Outcropping London Clay on the north-west of the sub-cmpt gives rise to, 55 million year old soil.
During the EIA consultations it was proposed that we coppice the woodland in front of the houses on
the North to mitigate impacts on the residents amenity.

A water main wayleave runs along the western boundary of the most north-westerly field in this
compartment.

le 17.32|Mixed 2004 |High forest Informal Public
native Access,
broadlea Landscape
ves Value

New native woodland planted in two phases. The northern half was planted in 2004/05 and the
southern half in 2007/08. Three broad stand types established: W8, Hornbeam-ash, and ash-hazel.

Southern boundary of the sub-cmpt is a minor road (Fossetts Lane) with ditch that appears to be
permanently wet. Water rights have been claimed for this field by a residential neighbour and the
woodland on the wayleave will be kept coppiced to reduce root activity.

A water main wayleave bisects the most southerly field in this compartment.

2a 0.00 |Open 2006 |[Non-wood Management Informal Public |Conservation
ground habitat factors (eg Access, Area
grazing etc) Landscape
Value

Open area with five 25m square planted clumps. The intention is to create an open common similar
in character as Fordham Heath. Open ground sown to grass in 2003 with subsequent oversowing of
local wildflower rich hay. Initial results appeared poor however it is now well established with 13
grass species and 45 herb species, including the Essex red data book species: Yellow Wort
Common Broomrape and Southern Marsh Orchid.(Surveyed 2009)

The site car park is in this compartment.

2b 0.00 |Open Non-wood Informal Public |Conservation
ground habitat Access, Area
Landscape
Value
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Former arable field sown to a grass clover mix in 2007, originally managed for hay and now grazed.
In Q3 2008 hay from the car park meadow was scattered on a section of the grassland and saw a
profusion of yellow rattle springing up in 2009.

Q4 2009 the whole area was enclosed by stock fence with livestock handling facilities and water
troughs also installed. Some residents backing onto the property by the Shoulder of Mutton Pub
objected to the introduction of grazing in the 20009.

An Archaeological Fieldwalking exercise highlighted a prevalence of burnt and worked flints towards
the north-west corner of the sub-cmpt indicating the possibility of a prehistoric settlement in this field.

The Essex Way long distance footpath runs along the southern boundary.

2c 0.00 |Open Non-wood Archaeological |Informal Public |[Conservation
ground habitat features Access, Area
Landscape
Value

Former arable fields sown to a grass and wildflower mix in 2007, originally managed for hay and
now grazed. In Q3 2009 hay from the car park meadow was scattered on a section of the grassland.
Q4 2009 the whole area was enclosed by stock fence with livestock handling facilities and water
troughs also installed. These fields are currently grazed by cattle by a neighbouring farmer. In 2011
a combined wildlife and cattle watering pond was established in south west corner of the most
easterly field in this compartment. It has developed well and the original water troughs are no longer
used.

The eastern blocks were field walked in 2002 which highlighted a prevalence of burnt and worked
flints indicating the possibility of a prehistoric settlement in the field. An individual Roman settlement
and Roman burial with two graves was found in the 1970's in the northern field of the sub-cmpt and
is now an archaeological focus area with on-going archaeological investigations taking place (2013 -
2016).

Barn Owls regularly nest in a Box situated in the centre of the sub-cmpt.

A water main wayleave runs along the eastern boundary of the eastern field in this compartment
before crossing the River Colne

2d 0.00 |Open Non-wood Legal issues Informal Public |Conservation
ground habitat Access, Area
Landscape
Value
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Former arable field situated within the floodplain and water logged in Winter and Spring with flooding
in most years. After being cut annually, sheep have now been grazed on the field since 2006.
Grazing typically starts in late summer.

The River Colne forms the southern and western boundary while a minor stream that flows into the
Colne forms the eastern boundary. Otters have been recorded along the Colne and their footprints
observed in the silt in the mud of this section of the Colne. A number of mainly willow trees fringe the
riverside of this sub-compartment.

2e 0.00 |Open Non-wood Informal Public |Conservation
ground habitat Access, Area, Site of
Landscape Local Nature
Value Conservation
Importance

Former arable field situated within the floodplain and often water logged in Winter and Spring with
flooding in most years. After being cut annually, sheep have now been grazed on the field since
2006. Grazing typically starts in late summer.

In Q1 2007 the Environment Agency undertook a programme of conservation reprofiling of sections
of the river bank to promote marginal vegetation and fish conservation. The spoil removed from the
bank was spread towards the NW corner of the field by first removing the top soil of the area then
spreading the river bank spoil and then replacing the top soil.

The area was designated a Site of Local Nature Conservation Importance site in 2008 largely as a
result of the rich marshland flora, including six Essex Red Data Book Species, that has developed
since arable cultivation stopped 15 years ago.

Otters have been recorded along the Colne and in association with Essex Wildlife Trust (EWT) a
Water vole reintroduction programme was successfully undertaken in about 2011. EWT monitor the
Water vole population and utilise the site for Water vole identification courses.

To the immediate south of the compartment, the River Colne is eroding the riverbank and is now
exposing a gas main pipeline. On-going discussions are taking place to agree a mutually acceptable
solution to reduce the erosion, maintain this highly valuable habitat and protect the gas main
infrastructure. One proposal is to realign the river to follow the old course of the river and leave the
meandering section as a hugely valuable backwater habitat.

3a 0.00 INULL Non-wood Informal Public |Conservation
habitat Access, Area
Landscape
Value
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A water main wayleave runs along the most eastern boundary of this compartment.

Two arable fields which due to leasehold reasons have to be retained in an undeveloped state for
the first 25 years of the lease. The fields are surrounded by hedges and within the northern field
extent local allotments can be found along the western boundary of the northern field (the allotments
are outside the Woodland Trust leasehold area). The fields are currently used by a local farmer to
grow arable crops.

There is an overgrown pond on the northern boundary while the south-western corner is opposite
the three Horsehoes pub.

3b

0.00

NULL

Non-wood
habitat

Informal Public
Access,
Landscape
Value

Conservation
Area

Arable field which due to leasehold reasons has to be retained in an undeveloped state for the first
25 years of the lease. Along the western boundary it is almost a Shaw Woodland and includes
cultivated apples within it.

3c

0.00

NULL

Non-wood
habitat

Informal Public
Access,
Landscape
Value

Conservation
Area

A water main wayleave runs along the most eastern boundary of this compartment.

Former arable field which has been retained for community use. In 2007 an area was leased to the
Parish Council for use as a mountain bike course.

3d

0.00

NULL

Non-wood
habitat

People issues
(+tve & -tve)

Informal Public
Access,
Landscape
Value

Conservation
Area
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Ex-Arable fields, historically reserved for ‘community' use following requests for a community
orchard and other community initiatives during the initial site acquisition consultation. A surfaced
path linking a low cost housing development north of the sub compt with the village proper was
constructed under a section 106 agreement in 2006 along the eastern boundary.

In 2010/11 a community orchard was established with significant support an input for numerous
local stakeholders and experts. A hedge was planted along the eastern boundary of the orchard and
the management of the orchard is overseen by a well known and respected local naturalist in liaison
with the Woodland Trust. A new entrance sign will be designed and installed in 2016.

It has been agreed, in association with the Fordham in Bloom committee, to allow the small field
(adjacent to Mill Road and leading onto the orchard) to be developed into a wild flower meadow
commencing in 2016.

Historically there have been persistent problems with local youth riding motor bikes on the field.
However, no instances have been reported over the last few years.

A water main wayleave runs along the most eastern boundary of this compartment.
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Appendix 2: Harvesting operations (20 years)

Forecast Cpt Operation Type Work Area Estimated Estimated total
Year (ha) vol/ha vol.

2020 1d |Thin 3.00 33 100

34



Fordham Hall Estate

GLOSSARY

Ancient Woodland

Ancient woods are defined as those where there has been continuous woodland cover since at least
1600 AD. In Scotland ancient woods are defined strictly as sites shown as semi-natural woodland
on the ‘Roy’ maps (a military survey carried out in 1750 AD, which is the best source of historical
map evidence) and as woodland all subsequent maps. However, they have been combined with
long-established woods of semi-natural origin (originating from between 1750 and 1860) into a
single category of Ancient Semi-Natural Woodland to take account of uncertainties in their
identification. Ancient woods include Ancient Semi-Natural Woodland and plantations on Ancient
Woodland Sites (see below). May support many species that are only found in ancient woodland.

Ancient Semi - Natural Woodland

Stands in ancient woods defined as those consisting predominantly of native trees and shrubs that
have not obviously been planted, which have arisen from natural regeneration or coppice regrowth.

Ancient Woodland Site

Stands in ancient woods that have been converted to plantations, of coniferous, broadleaved or
mixed species, usually for timber production, including plantations of native species planted so
closely together that any semi-natural elements of the understorey have been suppressed.

Beating Up
Replacing any newly planted trees that have died in the first few years after planting.
Broadleaf

A tree having broad leaves (such as oak) rather than needles found on conifers (such as Scots
pine).

Canopy

The uppermost layer of vegetation in a woodland, or the upper foliage and branches of an individual
tree.

Clearfell

Felling of all trees within a defined area.

Compartment

Permanent management division of a woodland, usually defined on site by permanent features such
as roads. See Sub-compartments.

Conifer

A tree having needles, rather than broadleaves, and typically bearing cones.

Continuous Cover forestry
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A term used for managing woods to ensure that there are groups or individual trees of different
ages scattered over the whole wood and that some mature tree cover is always maintained.
Management is by repeated thinning and no large areas are ever completely felled all at once.

Coppice
Trees which are cut back to ground levels at regular intervals (3-25 years).
Exotic (non-native) Species

Species originating from other countries (or other parts of the UK) that have been introduced by
humans, deliberately or accidentally.

Field Layer
Layer of small, non-woody herbaceous plants such as bluebells.

Group Fell

The felling of a small group of trees, often to promote natural regeneration or allow planting.

Long Term Retention

Discrete groups of trees (or in some cases single trees) that are retained significantly past their
economic felling age. Operations may still be carried out within them and thinning is often necessary
to maintain stability.

Minimum Intervention

Areas where no operations (such as thinning) will take place other than to protect public safety or
possibly to control invasive exotic species.

Mixed Woodland

Woodland made up of broadleaved and coniferous trees.

National vegetation classification (NVC)

A classification scheme that allows an area of vegetation to be assigned to the standardised type
that best matches the combination of plant species that it contains. All woodlands in the UK can be
described as being one of 18 main woodland types (W1 - W18), which principally reflect soil and
climatic conditions. For example, Upland Oakwoods are type W11, and normally occur on well
drained infertile soils in the cooler and wetter north and west of Britain. Each main type can be
subdivided into numerous subtypes. Most real woods contain more than one type or sub-type and
inevitably some woods are intermediate in character and can't be properly described by any sub

type.

Native Species

Species that arrived in Britain without human assistance.
Natural Regeneration

Naturally grown trees from seeds falling from mature trees. Also regeneration from coppicing and
suckering.
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Origin & Provenance

The provenance of a tree or seed is the place where seed was collected to grow the tree or plant.
The origin is the geographical location within the natural range of a species from where seeds/tree
originally derives. Thus an acorn collected from a Turkey oak in Edinburgh would have an Edinburgh
provenance and a southern European origin.

Re-Stocking
Re-planting an area of woodland, after it has been felled.

Shrub Layer
Formed by woody plants 1-10m tall.

Silviculture

The growing and care of trees in woodlands.

Stand
Trees of one type or species, grouped together within a woodland.

Sub-Compartment

Temporary management division of a compartment, which may change between management plan
periods.

Thinning

The felling of a proportion of individual trees within a given area. The remaining trees grow to fill in
the space created.

Tubex or Grow or Tuley Tubes

Tubes placed over newly planted trees or natural regeneration that promote growth and provide
protection from animals such as rabbits and deer.

Weeding

The control of vegetation immediately around newly planted trees or natural regeneration to promote
tree growth until they become established. Either by hand cutting or with carefully selected weed
killers such as glyphosate.

Windblow/Windthrow

Trees or groups of trees blown over (usually uprooted) by strong winds and gales.

The Woodland Trust, Kempton Way, Grantham, Lincolnshire NG31 6LL.

The Woodland Trust is a charity registered in England and Wales no. 294344 and in Scotland no. SC038885.

A non-profit making company limited by guarantee. Registered in England no. 1982873. The Woodland Trust logo is a
registered trademark.
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2.1.

2.2.

2.3.

THIS RESPONSE is submitted within time by Aldham Parish Council as the democratically
elected representative body for the residents of Aldham to protect their village from the
harmful effects of National Grid’s (“NG’s”) The Great Grid Upgrade project (“the
Project” formerly and improperly known as East Anglia Green), in response to NG’s
statutory public consultation. That consultation spans the period of 10 April 2024 to 26
July 2024.

From the outset, Aldham Parish Council submits the following general points as part of
its objection to the Project:

The Project is destructive and unnecessary, and its prosecution by NG is irrational and
thereby unreasonable. Aldham Parish Council, for and on behalf of all of the residents of
the village of Aldham in Colchester in Essex, want and demand an integrated offshore grid
in the North Sea, because it has been shown by National Grid ESO that this approach
saves £2bn of taxpayers money and reduces the overall infrastructure need by 50%.
Aldham Parish Council hereby support, endorse and adopt mutatis mutandis the submission
of the Essex Suffolk Norfolk Pylons Action Group.

What is more, NG is already involved in other undersea transmission projects, including
Sea Link from Sizewell to Kent. Planning consent for a new subsea electricity
superhighway between Scotland and England was granted by all relevant authorities in
August 2023. Eastern Green Link 2 (EGL2) is a 525kV, 2GW high voltage direct current
(HVDC) subsea transmission cable from Peterhead in Scotland to Drax in England, to be
delivered as a joint venture between National Grid and SSEN Transmission. Aldham
Parish Council believes that this has occurred due to the fact that overhead lines cannot
be delivered on schedule, which, as a consequence of the resistance to the Project, will be
the case here.

Aldham Parish Council submits that if 440km can go undersea elsewhere in the United
Kingdom and be in use by 2029, why not 180km in East Anglia, also by 2029, to beat Net
Zero and avoid the cultural and ecological vandalism that the Project would inflict on
everyone who lives in or visits East Anglia, including Aldham. As a matter of principle,
new electricity generated offshore should be transmitted offshore, making landfall as close
to target population centres as possible. Any other solution is irrational and unreasonable,
and subject to judicial review.

As we commented in the first two non-statutory consultations (Consultation 1, conducted
by NG in the Spring of 2002, and Consultation 2 that closed 21 August 2023) we believe
NG’s conduct of the Consultation is fundamentally flawed in law and, as a consequence,
neither consultations can be relied upon by NG in formulating this statutory consultation.
This fact has been confirmed in two separate legal opinions issued by Lord Charles Banner
KC, a respected planning silk), which have been served upon but effectively ignored by
the leadership of NG. In the conduct of both Consultation 1 and 2, NG have disregarded
the Gunning Principles and flouted the rules contained within the Treasury Green Book.
There has to date been no lawful consultation, because those consulted, inclusive of those
who reside within Aldham, have only ever been presented with one option for the
transmission of power under the Project, which is the use of pylons.

Aldham Parish Council takes the view that NG has acted to date in an arbitrary,
unreasonable and unlawful manner, and Aldham Parish Council reserves the right, in due
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coutse, to contest in court decisions taken by NG and/or government representatives that
adversely affect the residents of Aldham.

What follows are the Aldham Parish Council’s specific responses to the questions posed
by NG in its statutory consultation:

Question 1: How would you describe your interest in Norwich to Tilbury?

Al.

A2.

A3.

Aldham:

Aldham is a village in Essex approximately 4.5 miles to the west of Colchester with the
A120 (the old Roman road Stane Street) running to the south approximately 1.5 miles
away. The village lies between the River Colne and Roman River valleys. There are two
main village areas: the formally designated Conservation Area of Fordstreet to the north
and the village centre around the Church. There are many other scattered properties
(mainly linked to old farmsteads) typical of ancient countryside. The majority of the land
is gently rolling arable farmland with a number of semi ancient woodlands scattered across
the parish. The village is also recorded in the Domesday Book of 1086 but has an eatlier
history, as there have been Iron Age finds in the area and pottery that may indicate a
Roman settlement. Today, the village no longer has a shop, school or pub.

Aldham is facing around 4.7km of pylons, some 2.61 % of Project length, and as proposed
the pylon locations dissect our village. The plans indicate Aldham will “host” 12 pylons.
This is around 2.7% of the Project total. In addition the overhead lines (OH) between the
pylons will entrap our village creating a wirescape across our landscape. The project red
line also illustrate the impacts will not be limited to the overhead line route, so the impacts
on the bordering environment and historical features are relevant. Our views and
comments refer to the whole village area.

This is a small village, with a population of 490, which tends to be stable and not migratory,
so those who live here have a deep connection to their local environment. The following
link provides a 3D interpretation created by one concerned villager on how the pylons
will impact and decimate the character of Aldham village Home - Aldham Against Pylons

Section Cand D :
Question8 Do you have any comments on the following within Section C and D

Babergh Tendring Colchester?

Part 1
A. Proposed overhead line alignment - Route map analysis:
Al.  The pylon alighment remains within the purple swathe of the first consultation, so this still

means our village will be dissected by the pylons and associated overhead power lines. We
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A2.

A3

A4

note that the route has been revised following the first consultation and that this will be
beneficial to the properties and landscape to the northwest of the village centre and the
grade 1 listed parish Church.

However, the move only partially solves one problem to cause another. Other historic
buildings on the southeast side of the village will now be blighted by pylons and they will
lie very close to habitation, approximately only 40m away in some cases.

Aldham is covered by sheets 6-8 of Section D of the s42 Consultation Plan (reference
AENC-NG-ENG-PLN-0005). Each of the three sheets is considered in detail below.

Detailed Commentary on Sheet 6:

The pylons enter the Parish at its northernmost boundary with the River Colne and the
adjoining parish of Fordham. Pylon TB049 (situated in Fordham Parish) is sited just 40m
from the river bank and the OH line will cross the Essex Way, an important long distance
footpath traversing the whole County from the west to the coast in the east. TB049 sits in
a prominent location within the well used community woodland abutting the junction of
the Essex Way with other PRoW and permissive routes through the community woodland.

TB049 and TBO050 are sited just below the 20m contour (using OS 1:25000 maps), slightly
above the river which is about 15m above sea level (asl). This is similar to most of the
buildings in Ford Street Conservation Area, making the pylons prominent in views out of
the Conservation Area. Between TB049 and TB050 the OH line passes across a small
plantation adjoining the south bank of the river, requiring the removal of a significant
amount of habitat. Further habitat will be lost under the OH lines between TB050 and
TBO051 which sits on slightly higher land (nearer 25m asl) that forms part of Ford Street
Hill. TB051 is approximately 120m east of the A1124 Ford Street Hill and 200m from the
edge of the Conservation Area, which sits below the 20m contour line. TB051 will be
prominent in views up the hill and out of the Conservation Area and will cause
demonstrable harm to the setting of Ford Street Conservation Area. Furthermore, a
construction laydown area (CLA) is shown to the north of TB051 even closer to the
Conservation Area boundary (approx. 30m). TB051 and the CLA will also adversely affect
the amenity of FP3 which runs east-west passing across the haul road between TB050 and
TBO051 to the edge of Fiddlers Wood on the Parish boundary, requiring closure or

diversion.

The impact of the pylons and OH lines in the longer term will be increased in the short to
medium term by the proposed haul road which connects to Mill Lane, Fordham, at the
lowest point by Fordham Bridge and Fiddlers Wood on the boundary of the Parish. The
proposed junction with the haul road would have an adverse impact on highway safety by
reason of the steep incline either side of Fordham Bridge and restricted visibility on the
west side as you descend from the south. Fiddlers Wood goes right up to the highway
boundary and any improvement to visibility would require wholesale removal of trees and
hedging to the detriment of the character of this rural area. Traffic speeds and volumes are
high on this section of Mill Road, as it serves as a short cut around the north side of
Colchester, and gives access to major industrial and commercial enterprises on the north
side of Fordham village.
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The haul road itself passes through a recognised flood plain, which is subject to frequent
fluvial flooding of the River Colne, providing important flood storage capacity. The haul
road would be an intrusive and unwelcome feature, even for a short period close to where
the Essex Way crosses the River Colne again and would require temporary
closure/diversion of FP4 that passes north-south along the western boundary of Fiddlers
Wood. The haul road then crosses the path of the OH line between TB050 and TB051
passing closer to the river and Conservation Area increasing the detrimental impact on
both.

The junction of the haul road with the A1124 on Ford Street Hill will be even more
dangerous than the junction with Mill Lane Fordham. The A1124 carries a significant
volume of traffic, often leading to queuing at the light controlled bridge over the River
Colne at Ford Street. NG’s own Traffic Assessment estimates there will be neatly 500 lorry
movements a day. Speeds are often in excess of the 40mph limit on the hill and the Parish
Council have secured ECC Highways permission to erect a temporary Speed Indicator
Device at the entrance to the 30mph limit. Significant removal of trees and hedging and
lowering of the banks to create adequate visibility splays would have a significant and
permanent impact on the setting of, and approach to, the Ford Street Conservation Area
from the south. The hill is on a slight bend and drops nearly 25m over the 400m from the
junction with Green Lane at the top to where it enters the Conservation Area and the
30mph limit at the bottom.

TBO052 on the west side of the A1124 would be at least 40m asl (15m above TBO051)
especially prominent in views out of the Conservation Area from New Road and from FP5
which runs north from New Road, only about 100m west of TB052.

At the top of Ford Street Hill lies Gallows Green, a Registered Village Green and County
Wildlife Site , owned and maintained by the Parish Council. It is unclear what is proposed
within the Draft Order Limits but a significant part of the Green is affected, including one
of the ponds. Any damage would be unacceptable.

Detailed Commentary on Sheet 7:

TB052 and TB053 marks the start of what in effect becomes the encirclement of the main
built up part of the village, which has at its heart the Church of St Margaret’s and St
Catherine’s with its spire of 100 feet (30m) . The church is the dominant landmark on what
is close to the highest point in the village. TB052 and TB053 will be prominent in views
from Green Lane and New Road on the approach to the village and will diminish the
importance of the church spire in the surrounding landscape. They will adversely affect
the amenity of PRoW FP5 and 7, which are effectively the only safe pedestrian routes
connecting the church and village hall with Ford Street hamlet. TB053 is sited only 30m
from Green Lane, emphasising its dominance at a key entry to the village.

The junction of the haul road with Green Lane is on a sharp bend immediately west of the
proposed junction and the plan suggests extensive works to ensure highway safety with a
corresponding adverse impact on the amenity of the Parish, with TB053 and TB054
effectively forming the gateway to the village in the same way as TB051 and TB052 will
form a gateway to the conservation area.

The overall impact will be to create an intrusive and alien urban feature in what is essentially
a rural area well outside the urban area of the city of Colchester.
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TB054 will be 140m from the back of the nearest houses in Green Lane and will adversely
affect the outlook from 20 properties on the south east side of the lane and Church Grove,
creating an intrusive feature in uninterrupted views across open countryside. From Green
Lane to a mid point between TB054 and TB055 the haul road is sited to the west of the
pylons and OH lines meaning it will be less than 90m from the nearest property on Green
Lane. This is likely to cause a loss of amenity through noise and disturbance for an
extended period during construction.

The OH line continues to pass close to residential properties in Hines Close and TB055 is
also only 140m from the rear of the nearest properties on the southside of Hines Close,
adversely affecting residential amenity during and after construction.

Pylons TB054 to TB057 form a line angling away from Brook Road when approached
from the south, creating a solid wall of lines and latticework that will harm the setting of
St Margaret’s and St Catherine’s and views of the spire. Furthermore, there will be serious
detriment to the setting of the listed buildings at Aldham Hall, from the proximity and
impact of TB057 and in the short term from the proposed haul road crossing Brook Road
between Aldham Hall and Brick Cottages. In particular, TB057 is only 100m south east of
Brick Cottages and both properties will be affected by noise and general disturbance from
the haul road and its crossing of Brook Road at a dangerous bend adjacent the entrance to
Aldham Hall. Mature chestnut trees on the west side of Brook Road will reduce visibility
but their removal would cause unacceptable harm.

The OH lines between TB056 and TBO057 and the route of the haul road will cross
PRoW(FP15) that link to Aldham Hall Wood creating further loss of amenity.

Detailed Commentary on Sheet 8:

TBO058 is situated 150m north of Brook House and close to PRoW FP12, that runs from
Brook Road adjoining Brook House, west towards Church House Wood (see below). To
the north of TB058 lies Crapes Fruit Farm, a one hundred year old traditional orchard
with a nationally significant range of apple varieties. , This is a unique, 15 acre, Traditional
Orchard (Priority Habitat)with some trees planted as long ago as 1922, by the present
owner's grandfather. It specialises in heritage fruit, and lesser-known varieties of: apples,
medlars, cherties, quince and plums. With unchanged land-use over such a long period, it
has also become a haven for much wildlife, including newts, slow worms and grass snakes.
Between TB058 and TB059 the OH lines and haul road will cross FP12 causing a
detrimental effect on the amenity of the PRoW for walkers. TB059 is sited within30m of
the point where FP12 turns north, adversely affecting views across to Church House Wood
from FP13.

Church House Wood an Ancient Woodland (another Natural England Priority Habitat)
is an ancient woodland renowned for becoming carpeted with bluebells in Spring, with
sweet chestnut, cherry and mature elms surviving in the southeast corner closest to the line
of the pylons. The haul road is insensitively routed only 20-30m from the edge of the
wood, affecting the margins and the Draft Order Limit almost touches the outer edge of
the wood. This will inevitably cause lasting damage to flora and fauna in this locality.
Furthermore, the DOL and haul road between TB059 and the Marks Tey to Sudbury
Branch Line appears to require the removal of two significant and ancient oaks
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immediately SE of Church House Wood that stand in open fields on the line of former
tield boundaries.

TBO060 is situated within a gently sloping pasture that falls towards the Roman River,
adversely affecting the amenity of the Gatehouse, adjoining the level crossing on
Bridleway20 , linking to the A120 at Marks Tey and a well used recreational route. The
section of OH line and proposed routing of the haul road between TB060 and TB061, is
one of the most damaging to the landscape and environment within the whole Parish.

Between 2009 and 2019, Colchester Natural History Society and Essex Wildlife Trust
carried out an extensive study of the Roman River. The final report, "The Roman River
Valley Living Landscape report” [https://www.cnhs.uk/roman-river-report | found that:

The Roman Raver Valley Living Landscape contains one of the densest concentrations of designated sites
in Essex and encompasses most of the original Roman River Conservation Zone. Rich in wildlife, it
supports a variety of nationally threatened habitats which are in turn home to numerous species, both
common and rare."”

The Roman River Corridor is currently in consideration by Colchester City Council for the
Local Plan, under the Local Nature Recovery Strategy (Environment Act 2021).

The gentle slopes of the Roman River Valley stretching from Great Tey to Marks Tey are
not only an attractive and unusual landscape in this part of North Essex but at most times
of the year have few if any buildings or modern incursions (apart from the railway line) to
interrupt the view. When viewed from the bridges and level crossings on PRoW (FP20,

FP22 and FP 8) the intrusion caused by Pylons TB060 to TB064 will be detrimental to the
visual amenity and cause significant harm to this important piece of open countryside.

In particular, from the south side of the bridge immediately west of Church House Farm
on FP22, which sits at about 42-43m asl, and looking south/south east across the valley
the unspoilt view will be interrupted by no less than five pylons. [This was verified using
the National Grid digitised visualisation at the Consultation events held in May 2024].

The section of haul road between TB060 and TB061 will destroy BW20 at a particularly
sensitive point where it drops down to the bridge that crosses the Roman River, taking out
extensive vegetation and mature trees, including wild hops and spindleberry. Immediately
south of this point the BW becomes a green lane with a spinney on its east side that
provides another habitat for bluebells in the spring, with only limited access for farm
traffic. FP18 will pass directly under the OH lines that will be most intimidating.

The last pylon in the Parish is TB061 which is situated on rising ground from the river,
making it prominent in views across the Roman River Valley from the north.

Summary of individual Pylon harm to the village of Aldham Essex

This analysis demonstrates the harm the National Grid (Norwich to Tilbury) proposal will
have on attractive landscape across the Parish, on natural habitats, on flora and fauna and
on recreational and visual amenity for residents and visitors. This impact will be repeated
across the whole length of this proposed scheme and cannot be mitigated simply by
altering the alignment, as this will cause different but similar harm wherever it is placed.
What this, and other assessments in parishes along the route, highlight is that it is the
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wrong solution for Aldham, Essex, East Anglia and the country as a whole. The harm and
damage it will cause to the natural environment in the short, medium and long term in our
view outweighs any benefit. It is a 20th century solution for a 21st century problem and
needs to be replaced by cutting edge technology, such as HVDC, preferably under the sea,
that meet national priorities whilst minimising environmental harm to interests of
acknowledged importance.

The small Parish of Aldham is being asked to accommodate 12 pylons (2.7% of the total)
across two sensitive landscapes in the form of the Colne Valley and Roman River Valley,
which will cause demonstrable harm to landscape, habitats and ecology. Even if the
damage could be argued to be temporary it will take decades to repair and many features
will be lost permanently to make way for construction.

The alignment of the pylons at the entrance to Ford Street Conservation Area across the
Ford Street Hill is insensitive and will cause demonstrable harm to the setting of the
Conservation Area, exacerbated by the damage from works to facilitate construction.

The alignment and siting of pylons across Green Lane and Brook Road to the east and
south of the main village will create an ugly encirclement and an intrusive gateway to the
village from both these directions.

The impact on habitat, landscape and residential amenity will be devastating during the 4-
5 years of construction and in the long term from the visual intrusion from the pylons
themselves.

It is facile to suggest that these impacts can be mitigated, nor is it practical to suggest
changes or modifications to the alignment. This would just be tinkering and shifting the
problem somewhere else. The reality is that any solution that involves OH lines and pylons
will cause lasting harm and is unnecessary given proven technologies for under-sea cabling,
or even improved and less intrusive undergrounding such as High Voltage Direct Current
(HVDC) that National Grid themselves have acknowledged has a lower lifetime cost than
pylons and OH lines

Section Cand D :
Question8 Do you have any comments on the following within Section C and D

Part 2

Babergh Tendring Colchester?

B1.

Landscape (Pylon Impact):

The combination of ancient landscape with historic buildings and a high density of listed
properties was identified for Aldham in the first consultation as a key constraint for the
Project. This was covered in Section K D13 of the Preliminary Routing and Siting Study
April 2022 as follows:
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“There is a large and scattered group of listed buildings between Aldham and Little
Tey, mostly listed at Grade 1I but also including three Grade II* buildings and the
Grade I listed Church of St James, Little Tey.”

We acknowledge that changes have been made to the original dark purple indicative route,
but the village remains adversely impacted by the proposals. However, East Anglia is
mostly flat, which makes screening very difficult. We believe the Holford Rules have not
been fully met on a number of points:

Rule 2 - Avoid smaller areas of high amenity value, or scientific interests by
deviation, provided that this can be done without using too many angle
towers: Fordstreet is a Conservation area and the pylon route will unquestionably
harm the environs of this part of the village. The views, settings and context of
the conservation area will be clearly impacted and adversely altered. Additionally,
the listed building complex at Aldham Hall will be adversely affected by the
directional change of pylon TB 58, which will be of a denser structure to withstand
the change of direction.

Rule 3 - Other things being equal, choose the most direct line, with no sharp
changes of direction and thus with fewer angle towers: Pylons near Aldham
Hall will be highly visible as it is in open farmland with few trees and no hedges to
partially shield the structures.

Rule 4 - Choose tree and hill backgrounds in preference to sky backgrounds
wherever possible; and when the line has to cross a ridge, secure this opaque
background as long as possible and cross obliquely when a dip in the ridge
provides an opportunity. Where it does not, cross directly, preferably
between belts of trees: The Norwich to Tilbury proposals run parallel to the
coastline meaning the pylons naturally have to traverse many river valleys. Aldham
sits on the ridge between the River Colne and the Roman River. It is impossible
to avoid crossing this ridge as you cut across Essex, and it leaves the pylons and
overhead lines making an imposing and daunting and unavoidable impact, which
cause harm to our village.

Rule 5 - Prefer moderately open valleys with woods where the apparent
height of towers will be reduced, and views of the line will be broken by
trees: While we accept that the route through Aldham does follow the valleys and
crosses obliquely, the trees we have will be unable to mask pylons of 45 to 50 high.
It is not just pylons that are the issue for the residents of Aldham, it is the fact
these are massive pylons and totally out of keeping with our rural landscape. At
100 feet, Aldham Church spire is cleatly visible above the trees planted around it
158 years ago. No amount of tree planting will screen these proposed pylons. The
present open landscapes provide wonderful, unimpeded views for miles. Pylons
would wreck those views and industrialise for ever countryside vistas, which have
been the same and known by our ancestors in some places for centuries. They
have a history that fits with the ancient farms and houses that have grown within
them.

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES - Residential Areas: Avoid routeing close to
residential areas as far as possible on grounds of general amenity. The main
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grouping of residential properties is around Aldham Church in Hardings Close and
Hines Close, and the roads leading to the Church.

In light of the above, Aldham Parish Council submits that as NG is unable to follow or
comply with the Holford Rules, then it should take the Project offshore. We again assert
that this Project is destructive and unnecessary, and its prosecution by NG is irrational and
thereby unreasonable. Aldham Parish Council, for and on behalf of all of the residents of
the village of Aldham in Colchester in Essex, want and demand an integrated offshore grid
in the North Sea, because it has been shown by National Grid ESO that this approach
saves £2bn of taxpayers money and reduces the overall infrastructure need by 50%.
Aldham Parish Council hereby support, endorse and adopt wutatis mutandis the submission
of the Essex Suffolk Norfolk Pylons Action Group.

Alternative Tower Designs:

The Holford Rules also state that “additional to adopting appropriate routeing, evalnate where
appropriate the use of alternative tower designs now available where these would be advantageons visually,
and where the extra cost can be justified.” Those residents of Aldham who attended the
consultation events were not convinced that the alternative pylons being touted were
actually better than those originally proposed by NG. The T pylons benefit from a lower
height, but we need to hear more on their drawbacks. For example, how many pylons
would be required in Aldham if T pylons are used? Would their construction require a
permanent access road to be left across our landscape? Would their footings require
significantly more concrete to secure them? Can reports from Somerset that the T pylons
there are noisier be refuted and is there evidence to confirm this? Residents report that
these questions could not be answered at the Consultation meetings attended by
Councillors at Copdock Witham and Langham.

Construction impacts:

Aldham Parish Council is deeply concerned over the damage and destruction that
construction of the proposed infrastructure will have on our community and landscape.
The 100m wide swathe to build the route will leave an irreversible scar across the village.
We believe this will harm the landscape, damage biodiversity, damage water quality, and
increase both air and noise pollution during construction. Access points to the haul road
will have a major impact on those close by. Reports from current construction in Necton
Norfolk demonstrate the impact of such large-scale construction and also the traffic chaos
it is causing.

Air quality: In Aldham Parish Council response in December 2022 to the EAI Scoping
Report for East Anglia Green Pylon proposals we stated air quality should be scoped in.
The scale of the land included in the red line area in this consultation has increased the
proximity to dwellings so concerns on air quality have increased. Data from National Grid
already has Aldham with poor air quality — possibly due to the A12 so there is no scope
for further deterioration.

Noise and vibration. The maps and plans in PEIR Vol II (25/27), Figure 14.1, Map 15/25.
illustrate the high number of residential properties and a good number of community
buildings that will be adversely affected by both the noise and vibration resulting from the
pylon construction. The maps in particular clearly highlight the significant density of
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properties and therefore people that will be negatively impacted by this onshore overhead
line route.

Haul roads and construction: For years Aldham Parish Council have campaigned for
weight and speed restrictions to reduce traffic impacts - we are only ever frustrated by a
brickwall of inaction from the Highways Authority. Similarly concerns over the safety of
the road due to potholes and the lack of pavements continues to be an ever present topic
raised at parish council meetings. The significant and harmful construction phase will
makes things even worse for residents. The proposals include details from National Grid
(Vol 111, Technical Appendices 4 of 4. Preliminary Construction Effects. Table A 16.3.1
(A1124 Halstead Rd is referred to on p 678).indicating HGV use will increase to 495
vehicles a day on the A1124 during the construction phase, a doubling of current traffic
levels. This is unacceptable and unnecessary if other route options had been properly
considered and assessed.

Those landowners affected by the haul roads are shocked at the scale of what is proposed
and the damage that will be done to create this new highway. The need for a 100m wide
area for the road, the drainage and the storage of top and subsoil moved will create a
massive scar across of village. Given the high proportion of retirees in the village few will
live to see this damage regenerate.

Aldham Parish Council also request that any splays to access the haul roads to the highway
network are sited and constructed to minimise damage to hedgerows and trees. The current
proposals are simply bulldozing anything in the way with little regard for environmental
damage.

Overall we believe the proposed Project is in conflict with the National Planning
Policy Framework (“the NPPEF”). Paragraph 174 of the NPPF stipulates that “planning
policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by protecting and
enhancing valued landscapes”. The proposal for 12 giant pylons across a 4.7km stretch of our
village will have an undeniably detrimental impact on a huge area of valued countryside
and will in no way ‘enhance’ the landscape. The proposal is therefore a direct contradiction
of planning policy. Also, paragraph 30 of NPPF states developments should be “visually
attractive as a result of good architecture”. The first steel lattice pylon was erected in 1928.
Design and technology have evolved significantly since this time, yet this Project
completely disregards these advances. Offshore is the only sensible alternative.
Aldham Parish Council also notes that in stark contrast to the Norwich to Tilbury proposal
NG are currently removing pylons in other areas to restore ‘Britain’s natural beauty’ and
‘minimise the visual impact on the local landscape’. This is clear evidence that steel lattice
pylons are inappropriate and constitute unsustainable development. Moreover, the
implementation of the Project would damage businesses and tourism, as a result of the
harm done to the countryside and footpaths, deterring visitors, painters and leisure seekers.

Design and Development:

NG stubbornly refuses to engage on the integrated offshore grid option, having chosen to
present an expensive and half-baked ‘on shore offshore’ option from Norwich to Tilbury
instead. NG does not intend to wait for the implementation and proposals from the
Offshore Co-ordination Support Scheme (“the OCSS”). It intends to proceed with the
existing Project regardless. Backchecking and review has been limited only to onshore
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routing. There is no evidence that backchecking has included backchecking offshore
options.

Cost benefit ratios: The ‘Hiorns report for Essex, Norfolk and Suffolk county councils
exposed serious holes in the needs case for this major overhead line, citing overestimation
of the urgency of connection. The report also showed feasible offshore solutions could
accommodate the extra power flows at much lower costs than previously quoted. The new
ESO East Anglia network study also shows a HVDC underground line from Norwich to
Tilbury to be another viable alternative. Aldham Parish Council urge that the Norwich to
Tilbury line should now be paused for review whilst need, timings and alternative solutions
are investigated more thoroughly. An offshore solution (a second subsealink) or HVDC
undergrounding is strongly preferred to the proposed overhead line.

Biodiversity:

The Parish contains 10 Natural England Priority Habitats, five of which are affected by
the proposed OH lines. Holford Rule 1 is “avoid altogether, if possible, the major areas of highest
amenity value’. These damaging proposals from NG clearly fail to meet Holford Rule 1.

Norfolk, Essex and Suffolk have an approximate total population of 3.5 million with many

more millions who visit to enjoy the open unspoilt countryside. Aldham provides part of
that unspoilt countryside. In addition to the network of 23 public rights of way, which
include a long stretch of the Essex Way, our village has the Woodland Trust-owned Hoe
wood with permissive access in addition to a number of County Wildlife Sites and Natural
England Priority Habitats. The proposed pylon scheme will pass through and be highly
visible from our high amenity countryside with many public rights of way impacted.

In addition, East Anglia is a known migratory route for birds of passage in Spring and
Autumn. There are swallows and martins nesting in the area, and also whitethroat,
blackcap, cuckoo, and willow warbler as summer visitors. Bird strike against Pylon wires
is a well-known cause of bird death, which is another reason to go offshore, to avoid the
harm of pylons. In particular the proposed pylons for Aldham dissect the flight path of
birds flying from the River Colne estuary and the various RSPB and Abertton bird
sanctuary to the River Colne flood plains of Aldham and Earles Colne. Pylons Ref. No.
TB 055: TB 056 and TB 057 will certainly cause death to geese, swans and other birds that
fly in a V formation. Aldham is also at the northern edge of the migration route of the
Turtle Dove and the current proposals will negatively impact on co-ordinated action to
improve and encourage habitat for nesting Turtle Doves between Aldham residents and
the RSPB as part of Operation Turtle Dove

We again assert that the Project is destructive and unnecessary, and its prosecution by NG
is irrational and thereby unreasonable. Aldham Parish Council, for and on behalf of all of
the residents of the village of Aldham in Colchester in Essex, want and demand an
integrated offshore grid in the North Sea, because it has been shown by National Grid
ESO that this approach saves £2bn of taxpayers money and reduces the overall
infrastructure need by 50%. Aldham Parish Council hereby support, endorse and adopt
mutatis mutandis the submission of the Essex Suffolk Norfolk Pylons Action Group.

We also note that The Electricity Act (1989) requires NG, when formulating proposals for
new lines and other works, to “have regard to the desirability of preserving natural beanty, of
conserving flora, fauna, and geological or physiographical features of special interest and of protecting sites,
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buildings and objects of architectural, historic or archaeological interest; and shall do what [it] reasonably
can to mitigate any effect which the proposals would have on the natural beauty of the countryside or on any
such flora, fauna, features, sites, buildings or objects.” 'The desirability of conserving ‘natural
beauty’ is not confined to nationally designated landscapes and that our village most
certainly has its own special and cherished natural beauty that should be conserved.

Wildlife Impacts. While landowners have been promised copies of the ecological surveys
conducted by National Grid these have not been forthcoming. Formal survey of the parish
has been conducted by a number of organisations including the RSPB and as part of the
Breeding Bird Survey on behalf of the British Trust for Ornithology, RSPB and the Joint
Nature and Conservation Committee. 17 species on the Red list of conservation concern
have been recorded in areas affected by the pylon route including: Turtle dove, Cuckoo,
Swift, Lapwing, Herring gull, Skylark, Starling, Fieldfare, Spotted fly catcher, Nightingale,
House Sparrow, Yellow Wagtail, Greenfinch, Linnet Redpoll and Yellow Hammer. All
these species will be harmed by the pylons and the work associated with their construction.

Heritage:

This is a hugely significant aspect for Aldham. Of the 225 listed buildings along the entire
length of the scoping corridor Aldham has a disproportional 19, or some 8%, of the
buildings NG have identified in the Scoping Report, yet the 4.7km of corridor in our village
(out of 180 total) is only 2.0% of the route length. In addition, there are a further 20 listed
buildings in the village just outside the scoping corridor. This includes several Grade 1
Listed properties and the Conservation Area of Fordstreet. We are clearly most
disproportionately affected.

Our Grade 1 Listed church is the tallest building in the village at 100 feet (30m) including
the weather cock. The 12 proposed pylons are all to be 50% taller than this, which would
dwarf the spire and be thoroughly incongruous and out of place. The church and
surrounding trees have been in place since 1855, and the trees still do not ‘screen’ it. So
how could trees be expected to hide 50m pylons?

Colchester has a limited number of protected lanes that are an important feature in our
landscape. They continue to have an articulating role, providing insights into past
communities and their activities through direct experience of a lane’s historic fabric. Foxes
Lane (COLLANE10) runs toward the eastern boundary of Aldham and has a Group Value
Association score of 2, as the lane has direct association with one or more historic
settlements or other significant heritage assets of broadly the same date. For aesthetic
value it scores a 2, as the lane has a variety of aesthetic features or forms/alignment and /
or a significant view. The proximity of the pylons will clearly harm the status of this
protected lane and any construction vehicles must avoid using this route.

Furthermore, Natural England Inventory lists 10 Priority Habitats in Aldham, and the
National Heritage List for England shows 34 Listed Buildings in Aldham while the whole
of Ford Street is a Conservation Area. The proposed pylons would cause harm to all of
these assets, not only by altering their environment and habitats and agriculture, but by
destroying the centuries-old historic settings of these places.

Climate Resilience:
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Pylons are often wrecked in extreme storms, due to climate change, resulting recently in
part of Scotland being without power for weeks. They are susceptible to fire, as well as
weather conditions. At the other end of the scale, the electricity supply cut out in Sicily on
27 July 2023, due to underground cables failing in the extreme and lengthy heatwave.
Extremes of weather are not limited to Scotland and Sicily, even in East Anglia we have
had hurricane force storms and a 40 degree heat record in 2022. Due to climate change,
these events need to be factored into our choices. To go offshore would alleviate these
problems.

Business / Agriculture:

Arable farming is the main land use with some horticulture and livestock production.
Construction impacts will be considerable causing disruption for several years. However,
the post construction impacts of Pylons will occur in perpetuity. Future cropping is likely
to be very different to current agricultural practices. New crops are emerging and the role
of tree planting will increase. Pylons and overhead lines will prevent these being planted.

The NFU also supports the thousands of people who want an offshore grid, in underlining
that pylons are far from the ideal answer from the farmers’ point of view, and each farmer
will have different needs both logistically and monetarily. The cost of farmer
compensation in an area like ours will be vast and if we secure an integrated offshore grid,
then none of that would have to be paid. Nor would it have to be paid to communities or
landowners. Going off shore is less costly and incur less delay.

Climate change also means irrigation is increasingly needed for cropping. Moving
pipework and irrigators beneath pylons is a safety risk. The efficient use of water is also
hindered if straight lines are interrupted by pylons or access roads. More efficient spray
boom irrigators certainly cannot work around pylons.

Several businesses in the village are based on tourism and leisure where the scenic nature
of the village is key. These include boating, garden centres, cafes, Maize mazes, sunflower
and pumpkin patches, and occasional hosting of forest schools” weddings, music events
and other occasional exhibitions and walks. There is a renowned apple shop at Crapes
farm while two of the farms also host shoots. Glamping and tourist accommodation are
also available. All of these are present in our small village and all are predicated on the
natural beauty and special character of the area and all will be harmed by the proposed
pylons.

Public Rights of Way (PRoW): Aldham has an impressive 22 Public Rights of Way which
includes one bridleway and a section of the Long Distance path The Essex Way. Other
sections of the PRoW network in Aldham have been recognised and named ( Millers Drift)
in recognition of their special nature. The PRoW network has been on increasing value to
residents both during Covid19 lockdown and as a result of rat running on the road
network. There are limited pavements in the village centre and in Fordstreet but no
pavements linking the two parts of the village or the village to neighbouring villages. There
is no pavement to Marks Tey with its rail station and superior bus connections. Our roads
are affected by rat running during A12 repairs A120 blockages (these are notoriously
frequent) and will be again by the planned A12 widening scheme from National Highways.
The Pylon proposals will close 8 out of the 19 footpaths, some 42% of paths. More
damaging is that this represents over 52% of PRoW distance in the village some 7235 m
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out of the total 13636 m of PRoW. The pylons will be visible from EVERY one of the 19
PRoWs in the village so all 19 will be harmed and suffer a loss of amenity.

Social and Health Impacts:

Many residents have raised concerns over the health impacts of living close to pylons.
There is a wealth of conflicting studies regarding the risk of cancer and childhood
leukaemia caused by living close to the electromagnetic fields generated by high voltage
cables. With the alternative offshore option available, we question why NG are prepared
to expose our village to this risk. In the absence of such guidance many have argued that
the Treasury Green Book rules should be used to balance economic social and
environmental impacts and Aldham Parish Council would support this.

Section C and D
Question 9: Do you have any further comments on our current proposals within this

section?

Al.

A2

Aldham Parish Council again asserts here that the Project is destructive and unnecessary,
and its prosecution by NG is irrational and thereby unreasonable. Aldham Parish Council,
for and on behalf of all of the residents of the village of Aldham in Colchester in Essex,
want and demand an integrated offshore grid in the North Sea, because it has been shown
by National Grid ESO that this approach saves £2bn of taxpayers money and reduces the
overall infrastructure need by 50%. Aldham Parish Council hereby support, endorse and
adopt mutatis mutandis the submission of the Essex Suffolk Norfolk Pylons Action Group

Mitigation measures: While we are deeply unhappy with the pylons only option being
provided by the consultation we also feel we should comment , with out prejudice , on a
number of mitigation measures we would like to discuss and agree with National Grid if
Aldham is forced to host this harmful infrastructure. Details of mitigation measures were
not adequately covered in the consultation so we have outstanding queries on the
following:

Pylon design T pylons have been installed in Hinckley Point Somerset to lessen the
impact on the landscape. T pylons benefit from a lower height and a smaller footprint but
we need to hear more on their drawbacks. These details were not to be found at the
consultation events so it is not yet possible to say if they are a viable mitigation if a sub sea
route is not adopted. Concerns we have over T pylons include:

e How many pylons would be required in Aldham if T pylons are used?

e Would their construction require a permanent access road to be left across our
landscape? And if so why — surely other ways to deliver maintenance could be found?

e Would their footings require significantly more concrete to secure them?
e Would they provide adequate height to cross the Marks Tey to Sudbury railway line
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e What length of T Pylons would be considered — we have heard arguments both on
aesthetics and for engineering reasons that T pylons and lattice Pylons are not to be
mixed?

e (Can reports from Somerset that the T pylons there are noisier be refuted and do you
have evidence to confirm this?

Aldham residents would like to have detailed responses to these queries before we could
understand and comment on their impact on our village.

Pylon positions. We note the preferred route in the original purple swath overhead line
route alignment was changed in Consultation 2. We have also read the review of routing
options provided in this consultation in the document Design Development Report. That
reviewed the comments made in Consultation 2. Considerable work had been done by
National Grid to review alternative routes to both West and East of Aldham and this is
welcome.

The details determining which route should be adopted describe a number of drawbacks
of the alternative West and East routes around Aldham. #7z: Visual effects are anticipated on
both alignments; Both alignhment options would also have landscape effects. The alignments would
conflict with landform; ecological effects are anticipated on both alignments; and both alignments
are likely to result in effects to all grades of listed buildings.

Section 4.151 of the Design Development Report concludes “on balance given the longer
alighment and increased heritage effects these alternatives were less preferred”. Aldham Parish
Council believes that all these arguments are applicable to the preferred route being consulted on.
This is a clear illustration that there are significant harm from Over Headlines irrespective of the
route taken. This is why an off shore route must be properly considered. Undergrounding is an
alternative that should also be reviewed in particular HVDC.

Screening and landscaping. The most iconic building in the River Colne valley is
Chappel Viaduct the 32 arches made of over 6 million bricks that opened 175 years ago.
The most iconic building in Aldham is the Grade 1 listed Parish church that was completed
in 1855. The viaduct is 75 feet high the church spire is 100 foot high; despite 170 years of
growth both are still very visible. The 12 pylons will be at least double the height of the
viaduct. Screening and landscaping will not conceal the pylons during the lifetime of the
majority of Aldham residents, if ever.

If damaging pylons are forced upon our village we will wish to have meaningful discussions
with National Grid on what screening and landscaping they feel is possible.

HVDC undergrounding HVDC undergrounding and/or offshore. HVDC cables offer
huge advantages over AC. In the March 2024 ESO Review, an option which included
HVDC undergrounding all the way from Norwich to Tilbury scored very highly. Another
takes power via HVDC cables from Norwich to Tilbury by sea, with an offshore platform
for Five Estuaries and North Falls. Both must be very seriously considered. There is simply
no need to build pylons. Aldham Parish Council wished to see National Grid fully consider
the option of HVDC if they will not consider a meaningful integrated offshore option.

Existing network. Has the existing network been fully upgraded using latest technologies

such as TS Conductors and Magic Balls. This would provide additional time to fully
develop a meaningful coordinated offshore grid.
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Community benefits: The consultation last year (closed 15 June 2023) and associated
Government response in November 2023 gave a broad indication of what is being
considered. As yet there is no firm guidance and no statutory requirements. Aldham Parish
Council supports any Community Benefits to be made Statutory and payments to be
mandatory. This should apply to both direct benefits to individuals and wider Community
benefits. We note the consultation option preferred in the Government response was for
direct benefits up to £10,000 per household within 300m of the infrastructure and for
Community wide benefits up to £200,000 per KM of overhead lines. The lack of clarity
over “up to” is alarming to Aldham residents. However we also note the tiny cost per UK
house hold bill such figures would give - £2 or £3 per house per year so we would expect
payments to be no less than those quoted. Aldham residents do not agree with National
Grid CEO John Pettigrew who has stated communities should accept infrastructure as
part of our civic duty. National Grid are not a public utility but a listed company with a
value in excess of £42bn. Communities like Aldham expect to be treated fairly if NG
impose pylons across our village. This also applies to landowners who face easements
being taken at very outdated prices.

Section 9 General Considerations
Question 18: : Is there anything you would like us to consider as we finalise our

proposals?

Al.

Aldham Parish Council needs to see a fully costed offshore route option presented. We
know that pylons will harm our village irrevocably. Different pylon designs all come with
different challenges that will all be detrimental. For example, T pylons are less able to go
around bends, require closer spacing, require more concrete in the footings and there is a
major question around needing to leave access routes to them all across our village. The
impact of the proposed lattice pylons on our community is easier to imagine and we can
see no benefits at all to our village.

Section 10 Our Consultation

Question 19: Please let us know how you heard about this consultation.

Al.

Aldham Parish Council hosted a village meeting on 7 May 2024 to gather views of
residents. Around 70 people attended. Communications from National Grid their agents
Fisher German and Terra Quest have been numerous so people were aware of the
consultation. However the range and large volume of correspondence on the proposals
has left many people confused — the land interest surveys in particular have been intrusive
and unnecessary at this time. At a village meeting last year on 15 August, around 33% of
those present reported they had not received written notification of Consultation 2. Given
the short duration of the consultation this will restrict the number of people from Aldham
making a response. This is an unacceptable flaw in the process.
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Question 20: Please rate the information we have published in terms of how clearly it was

presented and how easy it was to understand.

Al.

No more than average overall, but the volume of consultation material is significant and
unreasonable to expect lay people to cope with the necessary research and write-up
required for our responses, in such a short time. Earlier consultations were also hampered
by being expected to respond zuter alia to associated consultations on Community Benefits,
National Planning Policy Statements, the Electricity Network Commissioners Report and
Consultation on NSIP. This it is too demanding for voluntary, time-pressed members of
the Aldham Parish Council. The capacity to handle this level of input is exacerbated by
the initial shortness of time allowed which was then compounded by the 2024 election
extension which was after our village meetings and the timetable we had rushed to work
towards for our agreed response. See below for further comments on the impact of the
election 2024.

Question 21: If you attended one of our public consultation events, how did you find it?

Al.

The locations were all a long way from Aldham and not easy to access by public transport.
Bad, small sighage and sometimes limited parking affected some venues. Aldham residents
not only struggled to find a venue, but also a car park and had to pay for it. Timings were
not ideal for those working or with family commitments. The material presented did not
include a full range of options to consider, so we believe it does not meet the Gunning
Principles for consultation (see below are comments question 23)

Question 22: If you attended one of our public consultation events, how did you find it?

The webinar we had booked into was cancelled due to the election 2024. The replacement
event (on 11 July 2024) occurred after our scheduled Parish Council Meeting so was too
late to be of value to Councillors.

Question 23: Do you have further comments about our materials, consultation process or

any suggestions for how we can improve our consultation?

Al.

Like consultations 1, and 2 this Statutory Consultation appears to be predetermined and
the staff at the events are only able to comment on the single option being presented ze.
pylons. This falls foul of the Gunning Principles, where meaningful options should be
presented at a formative stage to allow the consultation to gather views on them and to
enable NG to come to the correct conclusion.  We are also disappointed that the NG
Offshore Option is not a coordinated offshore ring but a strange hybrid with power
coming onshore to Norwich main before going back out to sea. This is clearly not efficient
and without a costed integrated offshore grid in the North Sea option there is insufficient
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information to give ‘intelligent consideration’. The old pylon runs and substation at
Bradwell should also have been brought into the discussion, but have not been mentioned.

Given the lasting impact of the proposals the 8 week consultation over both the non
statutory and statutory consultations is notacceptable. The delayed spring farm workload
and Easter and half term holidays inevitably limited the number of people who were able
to find the time to visit drop-in events and respond to the third deficient consultation that
we have been faced with. In addition, last year, at the village meeting on 15 August 2023,
a number of those present reported that the online consultation response form was
difficult to use and material was lost if they took a break from submitting the form to
gather information. This has frustrated many and resulted in some being unable to
complete the form. At the current time few comments have been received to allow us to
comment on the on-line questionnaire this time

Wider policy considerations:

The Hiorns report for Essex, Norfolk and Suffolk County Councils exposed serious holes
in the needs case for this major overhead line, citing overestimation of the urgency of
connection. We believe this justifies halting work on the Norwich to Tilbury scheme: The
report also showed feasible offshore solutions could accommodate the extra power flows
at much lower costs than previously quoted.

The ESO East Anglia network study ( March 2024) also shows a HVDC underground
line from Norwich to Tilbury to be another viable alternative. The Norwich to Tilbury line
should now be paused for review whilst need, timings and alternative solutions are
investigated more thoroughly. An offshore solution (a second subsea link) or HVDC
undergrounding is strongly preferred to the proposed overhead line.

The Winser report underlines the need for better strategic planning: Whilst the recent
government focus on strategic planning of the grid is most welcome, more ambition is
required, especially in securing greater offshore co-ordination, if the volume of
infrastructure (and hence the impact footprint) is to be reduced by half, as previously
predicted by ESO. This must occur at pace as the Centralised Strategic Network Plan
(CSNP) is further developed. The CSNP must frontload more rigorous environmental
assessments (SEA) to provide a more holistic analysis of onshore and offshore options.
To provide better balancing of environmental and community constraints, the CSNP must
be opened up to inputs from wider environmental and community stakeholders.

National Policy Statements should not include a starting presumption of overhead lines.
Why would one presume a pylon when the vast majority of new power is offshore? Pylons
are hugely unpopular, old-fashioned and extremely damaging to communities, heritage,
businesses and the environment. The NPS's should be amended to state. "The most
appropriate technology for each situation should be selected applying Treasury Green
Book guidance in the selection of alternatives."

Election 2024 and political instability

Aldham Parish Council notes and shares the concerns many of the Prospective
Parliamentary candidates have raised prior to the 2024 election. We are also alarmed by
some of the disregard that has been shown to rural communities in the willingness by some
parties to commit to delivery of infrastructure at any cost. But the underlying frustration
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remains with the lack of strategic planning by Government — there have been 6 Secretaries
of State for BEIS / DESNZ in the past 3 years. The Winser Report also highlighted this
lack of strategic thinking and we therefore believe the Norwich To Tilbury proposals
should be paused until a meaningful strategic assessment and plan can be developed.

5. ALDHAM PARISH COUNCIL Conclusions:

5.1.  Anintegrated offshore grid brings environmental, social and system benefits. We should
not accept the legally deficient and flawed approach being taken by NG. In fact, the needs-
case set out by NG is self-fulfilling: there is only a need to reinforce across boundaries in
this region because NG have elected to bring the power on shore here in the first place.
Setting that aside, existing capacity is more than sufficient for all future predicated
scenarios.

5.2. Aldham Parish Council have reviewed this as well as we can in the limited time and
expertise at our disposal. As drafted, this Project would change our village for ever, so we
are disappointed that the offshore under sea route has not been properly assessed by NG.
We recognise wind power from the North Sea must be transmitted to consumers, but this
should be via a coordinated offshore grid. Such a grid has been shown by NG ESO (in
2020) not only to be deliverable but hugely beneficial. 50% less infrastructure will be
required for a coordinated grid than the current piecemeal approach. That results in cost
savings to consumers of /2billion and benefits to the environment and communities.

5.3.  Aldham Parish Council is gravely concerned that NG are using the scale of the project (the
largest in a lifetime?), the ongoing energy crisis and geopolitical instability, and the
complexity of the DCO process to steamroller this Project through. The recent Winsor
Report rightly highlights a woeful lack of strategic planning and due process over recent
decades that has led to the current pressure on communities like Aldham. Our village
should not be irreversibly damaged due to past inaction. The lack of decisions then should
not lead to wrong decisions now. If we are serious about green energy, then we must
deliver it with green infrastructure and that means including a fully costed integrated
offshore grid option in the consultation.

5.4.  We conclude as we started by saying again that the Project is destructive and unnecessary,
and its prosecution by NG is irrational and thereby unreasonable. Aldham Parish Council,
for and on behalf of all of the residents of the village of Aldham in Colchester in Essex,
want and demand an integrated offshore grid in the North Sea, because it has been shown
by National Grid ESO that this approach saves £2bn of taxpayers money and reduces the
overall infrastructure need by 50%. Aldham Parish Council hereby support, endorse and
adopt mutatis mutandis the submission of the Essex Suffolk Norfolk Pylons Action Group
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Submission respondent details:

Submitted this xx day of July 2024
by the ALDHAM PARISH COUNCIL
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for and on behalf of all of the residents of the village of Aldham.
Email contact via
clerk@aldhamparishcouncil.gov.uk

Attachments: Opinions of Lord Banner KC latest responses to be included when
received?

BACKPAGE LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK
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Ancient Tree Inventory
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