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Dear Examining Authority,
I am writing on behalf of my mother, Mrs Gay Tollemache, , to ask for some
clarification about the proposed works close to .
I first raised concerns on my mother’s behalf by email in July 2025. Then, when registering to have our say in November
2025, I explained that we had received no direct correspondence relating to  and that a Section 56 notice dated
10 October 2025 had been addressed to my mother in error at . Tollemache Hall is a separate
property; my mother owns , which is occupied by a long-term tenant.
As part of my November registration, I asked for a clear, site-specific explanation of how the proposed works might affect

. I was subsequently registered as an Interested Party under reference F 435.
Since then, I have tried to follow the examination documents and understand the position. I am not a planning or legal
expert and, given the enormous volume of material, I have used AI-assisted searches to help identify references to 

within the published documents, and then tried to check those references against the source material myself.
From what I can understand, the Land Rights Tracker contains a number of plots and interests described by reference to
land close to , including land west and east of the property. However, I have been unable to identify my mother,
Mrs Gay Tollemache, or the tenant, , in the relevant records.
I fully appreciate that I may have misunderstood or overlooked something within this very large and complex set of
documents, and there may be a straightforward explanation. I would therefore be grateful for clarification, given the
proximity and scale of the proposed works.
In particular, could the Applicant please clarify:
Does any part of  fall within, border, or otherwise come within the area affected by the proposed works?
Do the Applicant’s records identify my mother as the owner of  and  as the long-term tenant?
Could the Applicant clarify why the Section 56 notice dated 10 October 2025 was addressed to my mother at Tollemache
Hall rather than ?
Could any of the proposed works affect , including access to the property, construction traffic, temporary use of
nearby land or future maintenance access?
Could the Applicant please identify, in simple terms, the plot numbers and proposed works closest to , so that my
mother, the tenant and I can properly understand what is proposed in the immediate area?
My concern is simply that, despite having raised this before and having tried to follow the published documents, I still
cannot establish with confidence how  may be affected.
I would be grateful if the Examining Authority could ask the Applicant to provide a clear response. 
For ease of reference, I attach my July 2025 email, which shows the concerns raised at that time, together with the
Section 56 notice dated 10 October 2025.
Yours faithfully,
�J�u�l�i�e�t� �L�y�o�n�-�S�m�i�t�h (�o�n� �b�e�h�a�l�f� �o�f� �M�r�s� �G�a�y� �T�o�l�l�e�m�a�c�h�e (� �n� �I�P�8� �4�R�X� �-�  (�I�n�t�e�r�e�s�t�e�d� �P�a�r�t�y� �R�e�f�e�r�e�n�c�e�:



From: G Tollemache
Subject: OBJECTION – Norwich to Tilbury – 

Date: 30 July 2025 at 09:02
To: norwich-to-tilbury@nationalgrid.com

Dear National Grid / Planning Inspectorate,

I am writing on behalf of my mother, the landlord of ), to object to the proposed line of pylons and the likely substation
near  as part of the Norwich to Tilbury project. I’ve attached map images having reviewed links to the consultation
documents from National Grid’s own official website, which show the location near  where a new 50‑metre “super pylon” would be
placed.

 Why we object

1. The proposed route is highly damaging and poorly justified.
The planned line of super pylons would cut directly through the heart of Offton village, including the area known locally as “the valley.” It
passes just metres from the ancient woodland of Middle Wood and would destroy valuable woodland, farmland and long‑established
countryside.

It is difficult to understand why this route has been chosen. It appears to be both the most environmentally damaging and disruptive option,
as well as one of the most expensive in terms of long‑term impact.

2. Permanent loss of trees and hedgerows.
Section B of your own consultation documents shows a 50‑metre pylon planned near  and refers to significant tree and hedgerow
removal. There is no clear guarantee of correct replanting, and no one appears to be taking full responsibility or accountability for restoring
the landscape once it is gone?

3. Access and disruption.
The proposed construction and maintenance access would cause major problems for Offton and surrounding villages. The local roads are
not built for heavy traffic of this type and would be severely damaged. Access into and out of the village would be restricted for years,
causing significant disruption and distress to residents.

4. Better alternatives exist.
National Grid’s own reports show that offshore cables and underground systems can deliver the same energy connections with far less
damage to land and wildlife. Your own consultation documents confirm that part of the route nearby, from Holly Road to the Church, is
being considered for undergrounding. If that is possible there, it should be possible here too, where the impact on land, nature and people
would be just as severe.

This is also some of the UK’s best arable soil, officially classified as top‑grade agricultural land. Digging it up for pylons and access roads
contradicts national goals on protecting the UK’s best and most versatile farmland and ensuring long‑term food security.

5. Lack of meaningful consultation.
National Grid’s statutory consultation process so far raises concerns about accessibility, transparency, and whether public feedback is
genuinely incorporated into decision‑making. This calls into question the extent to which community interests are being considered.  (We to
date have not received any paperwork on this application). 

6. Pylons may not be cheaper over time.
Although overhead pylons may seem cheaper at first, National Grid’s own analysis shows that underground HVDC cables and offshore
grid links can offer equal or lower lifetime costs. It also seems hard to believe that building massive pylons and permanent access roads
through some of the UK’s best arable soil really costs less than running a single cable offshore along the coast. Your own offshore projects
show that undersea HVDC cables are a viable and cost‑effective alternative, especially over long distances like this route to Tilbury.

 A personal note

This land is not just a field on a map.
For centuries, this land has been farmed and protected with care. My late father spent over 40 years here — planting trees, caring for the
soil, and shaping it for future generations. His work was not only farming but protecting the area for the wider community: for those who
farm, walk the footpaths and ride the bridleways.

For National Grid to tear through it with pylons and a substation would not only be damaging — it would be a deep loss to those who care
for and provide for the land, the environment and the community.

Please consider the real human cost of this proposal.

 What we ask

Cancel the proposed pylons and substation near 

Reconsider underground or offshore alternatives that would avoid this damage.

Listen to local voices and protect the legacy of those who’ve cared for this land for generations.

To the best of our knowledge all of the information in this objection comes directly from maps and reports published on National Grid’s own
official website and consultation documents.

Thank you for your time and consideration and we look forward to hearing back from you. 

Yours faithfully,

Juliet Lyon-Smith 

Sent on behalf of Mrs Gay Tollemache - (registered  



SKM_C251i25072413150.pdf




































	1 - Juliet-Lyon-Smith-land-rights-tracker-S273EC012.pdf
	2 - OBJECTION  Norwich to Tilbury  IP8 4RXBulls Ash.pdf
	3 - SKM_C251i25072413150.pdf
	4 - Interested Party Reference_ F818D8435National Grid letter Oct 2025.pdf



