APPLICATION BY NATIONAL GRID ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION PLC
FOR
A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
PURSUANT TO SECTION 37 PLANNING ACT 2008
FOR
THE NORWICH TO TILBURY ELECTRIC LINE ABOVE GROUND

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE: EN020027

DEADLINE 8: 4™ AUGUST 2026

On behalf:
Interested Party Reference Number: || NENEGNGgGGEGEGEGEGEEEE

DEADLINE 8: (CLOSING) WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS OF ARU WRITTLE

INTRODUCTION

These are the Written Submissions of “ARU Writtle” (being the collective trading name and trademark
for the entities: Anglia Ruskin University (“ARU”) and Writtle College Limited (“WCL”)) for Deadline 8 in
the Examination by the Examining Authority (“ExA”) of the application, reference EN020027, for a
development consent order (“DCO”) for a nationally significant infrastructure project (“NSIP”) within
section 14(1)(b) of the Planning Act 2008 (“PA 2008”), on the draft terms of the DCO submitted in August
2025 (“the dDCO”) by National Grid (“NGET”), for the “installation of an electric line above ground” across
East Anglia between Norwich and Tilbury (“the Scheme”). For the purposes of these submissions,

references to ARU include WCL.

The Examination is required by section 98(1) of the PA 2008 to conclude on the 10t August 2026 at the
end of the 6 month statutory period provided for the evaluation of the facts, opinions and unsworn

assertions submitted in that Period.

These Deadline 8 Submissions should be read with those of ARU Writtle for Deadline 6 at [REP6-134]
because those at [REP6-134] remain substantively unanswered and unrebutted in fact or law by either

NGET or UKPN. For convenience, the Law is set out in Appendix A hereto.
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4. These Deadline 8 Written Submissions derive from CAH 3, respond to the asserted Response of NGET in

its [REP7-481], and are supported by the further expert and sworn evidence of ARU Writtle in the:

a)
b)
c)

d)

Witness Statement of | 2nd Exhibits;
Third Witness Statement of |l 2nd Exhibits including Plans 1 and 2 referred to herein;

Third Witness Statement of_ and Exhibits;

Third Technical Note of | of KMC Transport Planning.

5. ARU draws particular attention to the empiric and uncontestable facts that:

a)

b)

d)

On the 29™ August 2025, NGET applied for development consent for an overhead electricity
transmission line that would affect numerous landowners, including ARU Writtle and UKPN, and

require the repositioning of UKPN distribution lines;

The Application for development consent by NGET included as part of the Application proposed
powers under Part 5 for the compulsory acquisition of land and rights: i) including in relation to
ARU Writtle, an operational Educational Establishment providing Equine Further and Higher
Education to children (aged 16-18) and students (aged 18+) and by means of a herd of .90 horses
over land including paddock areas; but ii) excluding UKPN land. The Application did not include
proposed powers under Part 5 to acquire UKPN land but instead included proposed powers for
“UKPN” itself to compulsorily acquire rights over land (including that of ARU Writtle) in advance

of their need,;
on the 24" June 2026, the ExA held an Issue Specific Hearing (“ISH”) entitled “CAH3”;

at CAH 3 NGET affirmed to the ExA that in fact it did not actually need (nor require) Plot 8/42 of

the ARU land, and undertook to the ExA to classify that Plot as “Class 8” land. “Class 8” land is the
name given by NGET to land inside of the red outlined area of its draft DCO that: i) has no colour;

and ii) to which the Articles of the dDCO are “N/A” or “not applicable”;
at CAH 3 UKPN affirmed that in fact:

i) only in November 2025 had UKPN agreed a design development agreement with NGET;

ii) only after that development agreement has UKPN begun from March 2026 to engage with
€.200 affected landowners in relation to UKPN works on their land identified in the draft DCO
of NGET.

iii) necessarily given (ii), UKPN was not at the date of CAH 3 in a position to know whether or not

it needed compulsory powers, nor on 29" August 2025 and nor could NGET have then known.
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10.

11.

Parliament brought into force the Planning Act 2008 (“PA 2008”) for the purpose of authorizing “Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Projects” (“NSIPs”) by means of consent for a statutory instrument, i.e. a law.
The authorization of such a law does not prejudge the compulsory acquisition of land as integral to such
a law. Instead, by means of section 120(7) the PA 2008, Parliament has specifically and expressly
subjugated (“are subject to”) the consent provisions and requirements for the “development”

components of the NSIP in sections 120(3)-(6) to the following provisions that include section 122.

Section 122(1) clearly states:

1) An order granting development consent may include provision authorising the compulsory
acquisition of land only if the Secretary of State is satisfied that the conditions in subsections (2)
and (3) are met.

Section 122, and in particular section 122(1) is a statutory provision for the protection of private land
interests and so the Supreme Court has held in Sainsburys’ [2011] 1 AC 437 at paragraph 11 that:

11... “42. The attribution by Blackstone, of caution to the legislature in exercising its power over private
property, is reflected in what has been called a presumption, in the interpretation of statutes,
against an intention to interfere with vested property rights ...

“43. The terminology of ‘presumption’ is linked to that of ‘legislative intention’. As a practical

matter it means that, where a statute is capable of more than one construction, that

construction will be chosen which interferes least with private property rights.”
The section 122(1) term “satisfied” requires an evaluation of the evidence. By section 90(1) of the PA 2008
“examination of the application is to take the form of consideration of written representations about the
application.” Thus, the evaluation is of written material. In this Application, NGET has provided written
material and no sworn witness evidence nor detailed expert evidence in respect of the impact of its project
on ARU land. NGET relies on an “environmental impact assessment” statement prepared for regulatory
EIA purposes and not for the purposes of compulsory acquisition of rights under section 122 of the PA
2008, and on generalized terms of “mitigation measures” that collapse into the sole discretion of a future

contractor.

By contrast, ARU has submitted particular, expert, sworn and researched evidence that remains

unrebutted.

In Prest (1982) 81 LGR 193, the Court of Appeal held that:

“In any case, ... where the scales are evenly balanced — for or against compulsory acquisition then the
decision — by whomsoever it is made — should come down against compulsory acquisition. | regard it
as a principle of our constitutional law that no citizen is to be deprived of his land by any public authority
against his will, unless it is expressly authorised by Parliament and the public interest decisively so
demands... If there is any reasonable doubt on the matter, the balance must be resolved in favour of the
citizen”, and ““The taking of a person's land against his will is a serious invasion of his proprietary rights.
The use of statutory authority for the destruction of those rights requires to be most carefully
scrutinised. The courts must be vigilant to see to it that that authority is not abused. It must not be used
unless it is clear...”.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

On the basis of the ARU evidence, NGET cannot show decisively any case for Part V powers over ARU land.
That absence of evidenced justification for the proposed Part V powers is affirmed by the evidence on the

draft terms of the DCO proposed by NGET itself.

Further, in line with the Court of Appeal in Prest and in Chilton [1987] 1 WLR 872 where the Court of
Appeal described “the taking of a person's land against his will is a serious invasion of his proprietary
rights” and as “draconian powers”. Parliament has provided under section 5 of the PA 2008 the means by
which to provide its affirmed guidance at national level for NSIPs, and for the use of compulsory acquisition

powers.

Pursuant to section 5, the Secretary of State has secured affirmation of National Policy Statements (“NPS”)

“EN-1" and “EN-5" of November 2023. Whilst updated, the relevant terms of these NPSs remain the same.

III

It is correct that the guidance in EN-1 identifies electricity infrastructure as “critical” and as “urgently
needed” and that paragraph 4.1.3 states: “Given the level and urgency of need for infrastructure of the

types covered by the energy NPSs set out in Part 3 of this NPS, the Secretary of State will start with a

presumption in favour of granting consent to applications for energy NSIPs” and that “That presumption

applies unless any more specific and relevant policies set out in the relevant NPSs clearly indicate that
consent should be refused.” It is also correct that paragraph 4.1.4 of the guidance states: “The
presumption is also subject to the provisions of the Planning Act 2008 referred to at paragraph 1.1.4 of
this NPS”. Paragraph 1.1.4 includes that: “the Secretary of State must decide an application for energy

infrastructure in accordance with the relevant NPSs...”.
NPS EN-5 is also national guidance for NSIPs. Paragraph 1.1.5 states:

1.1.5 As identified in EN-1, government has concluded that there is a critical national priority (CNP) for
the provision of nationally significant low carbon infrastructure. This includes: for electricity grid
infrastructure, all power lines in scope of EN-5 including network reinforcement and upgrade works, and
associated infrastructure such as substations. This is not limited to those associated specifically with a
particular generation technology, as all new grid projects will contribute towards greater efficiency in
constructing, operating and connecting low carbon infrastructure to the National Electricity
Transmission System. These are viewed by the government as being CNP infrastructure and should be
progressed as quickly as possible.

EN-5 also states in paragraph 2.6.3 also in relation to grid infrastructure, CNPs and urgent need:
2.6.3 As a last resort, where it does not succeed in reaching the agreement that it requires, the network

company may, as part of its application to the Secretary of State, seek to acquire rights compulsorily
over the land in question by means of a provision in the DCO.

On its correct lawful construction, in the context of the same EN-5 expressly recognizing that power lines
within the scope of EN-5 are “a critical national priority”, and that these be progressed “as quickly as
possible”, nevertheless and even then, the Secretary of State has ensured the draconian powers of

compulsory acquisition are used only as a “last resort” and Parliament itself has affirmed the same by
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19.

20.

21.

22.

authorizing designation of EN-5 as an NPS. The phrase “last resort” cannot be made by NGET (nor UKPN)
to say “first resort” or “in parallel” or “in tandem” or “twin-tracking”. As in Tesco, this is not the world of

Humpty Dumpty.

Applying Tesco [2012] UKSC 13 applied by Stonehenge [2021] EWHC 2161 (Admin) to the Planning Act

2008, on its ordinary construction, the phrase “last resort” informs the scope and content of the phrase

“where it does not succeed in reaching...”. The Oxford Dictionary (6™ Edition) defines the ordinary meaning

of “last” to mean after all others in a series; at the end; as the final thing to be ... considered”. “Last”

cannot mean “first”. “Last” cannot mean “before” the conclusion of “the end” or “before the final thing ...
to be considered”. Further, paragraph 2.6.3 was demonstrably included in an NPS by the Secretary of State

and affirmed by Parliament as a national interest protection for the private property of third parties. See

Chilton.

An applicant — even for a CNP and even one that is urgent and necessary in the national public interest —
faces and must comply with the protection afforded also in the national interest by the clear and
unambiguous terms of paragraph 2.6.3 of EN-5. Since paragraph 2.6.3 logically precedes the actual making
of an application, then this cannot be a matter of “balancing” competing terms of different NPSs. In law,
EN-5 paragraph 2.6.3 creates a national interest bar to the inclusion of Part V powers in its DCO in the
absence of NGET having first demonstrated as a matter of chronological fact that it cannot reach an
agreement with each landowner before it makes its Application. Since “last resort” means “last resort”,
NGET is not entitled to itself inhibit reaching agreement in some way to as to procure an apparent position
by which to assert that it has included (when in fact it has not) as a “last resort” CPO powers in Part V of
its draft DCO as part of its Application. If that were so, then any applicant could have any kind of discussion,
meaningless or otherwise, with a landowner on the day preceding an application was made and
automatically satisfy paragraph 2.6.3. But that approach would denude Parliament’s clear protection of

“last resort” and is demonstrably plainly wrong. Here, NGET has applied for Part V powers as a first resort.

In this Application, there remains no evidence that NGET discussed, meaningfully or otherwise, its

proposed requirements with ARU before the 29t August 2025 or had concluded requirements in express

terms before that date for ARU to consider whether or not to reject or accept the same. Equally, there
remains no evidence that NGET discussed or had concluded express terms with UKPN before the 29t
August 2025, nor that UKPN discussed its proposed requirements with ARU before the 29t August 2025

and set out final terms.

The actual inclusion by NGET on the 29" August 2025 of Part V powers as part of its Application was, and
remains: in basic fundamental breach of EN-5, paragraph 2.6.3; in basic fundamental breach of compulsory

purchase principles and law; and remains a fundamental legal flaw permeating NGET’s Application. It
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23.

24,

25.

26.

appears that NGET has artificially conflated or meshed the EN-1 “presumption” in favour of consenting

the development elements of the NSIP with the compulsory purchase elements that require “need” and

the “compelling case” in the public interest, with the result that NGET has sought to, and seeks to,
circumvent or short circuit the clear and unambiguous terms of guidance paragraph 2.6.3, and more
importantly, of law in sections 120(7) and 122(1)-(3) of the PA 2008. But, it remains trite law that guidance
cannot override law, and the Supreme Court has endorsed in Sainsburys’ [2011] 1 AC 437, that Prest

remains good law today.

Furthermore, the inclusion by NGET on the 29t August 2025 of Part V powers in favour of UKPN, in the
evident knowledge then possessed by NGET that it had not at that date agreed a development agreement
with UKPN in respect of the proposed incursion by NGET over UKPN distribution lines, evidences a most
cynical regard by NGET in seeking the use of compulsory powers, and like cynicism for other affected
landowners. This is because it is correct that NGET’s superimposition of its proposed transmission lines
over UKPN's distribution lines engenders a need for UKPN to move its lines. But the logically prior step is
that NGET needs to acquire rights over UKPN’s land interests first in order to execute its transmission lines.
Instead of concluding terms with UKPN to acquire the necessary land interest from UKPN, NGET jumped
the gun and transferred that burden to the affected landowner by including in the NGET Application
powers of compulsory acquisition in favour of UKPN to itself exercise over affected landowners, and in
advance also of UKPN itself even knowing whether or not UKPN would need itself to have such compulsory

acquisition powers. See CAH 3.

ARU Writtle respectfully submits that NGET should not be authorized to profit from its recurring and
fundamental breach of basic compulsory purchase principles, nor of EN-5, paragraph 2.6.3, nor of the clear
cut terms of sections 120(7) and 122(1)-(3). Inclusion of Part V powers in respect of affected landowners,
and in particular of the land of ARU Writtle, would be to permit NGET to profit from its cynical breach and

is unlawful.

This does not equate to the NSIP being not able to be authorized in respect of its development elements.
Rather, as has been submitted at Deadline 6 in [REP6-134], this particular NSIP is inherently actually
segmented in nature being comprised, as it is, of a series of pylons between each of which would be
suspended cables. Therefore, the absence of any concluded agreement at any stage could not preclude
construction elsewhere along the NSIP but could affect solely the particular cable stretch between very
particular pylons. In respect of ARU Writtle, that situation is indicated by the Pylon TB164 to TB166

locations in Works No. 17.

It is evident that, whilst NGET remains in fundamental breach of basic compulsory acquisition principles,

NGET has been able to reach concluded agreements with some affected landowners (most recently,
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27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

executed terms have bene agreed with Cadent Gas). This indicates a lack of resource by NGET (and by
UKPN) and that affording each increased time to start meaningful discussions and positively demonstrate
express terms, would assist NGET and UKPN at this time. The PA 2008 contemplates under section 153
and Schedule 6 the medication of a order that has been granted and so enables application at a later date
for inclusion of powers like those in Part V of the draft DCO as a “last resort” at a time after which NGET

(and UKPN) can lawfully show such resort.
In that context, ARU Writtle further responds as follows.
ARU WRITTLE

ARU Writtle is a nationally recognised Educational Establishment that offers world-class Equine Education
in Further and Higher Education to children (aged 16-18) and students (aged 18 upwards) including by
means of a herd of some 90 horses over land comprised of open air paddocks whose ground surface is
suitable for horses to traverse, and that straddles Cow Watering Lane highway that is daily regularly
crossed and recrossed by children, students, colleagues and horses as part of normal academic daily life

as the Equine Facility.

It remains imperative that ARU Writtle maintains its safe operation of its Equine Facility for its students,

staff and animals.

Because ARU Writtle also acts in the public interest as a public education provider, it recognises that a
different party — NGET - seeks in the public interest to provide a new transmission line and a line that
would be routed by NGET to oversail in part the educational paddock land of ARU and whose construction
would result in diverted traffic changing the subsisting safety baseline of the highway. Thus, ARU Writtle
continues to ensure the simultaneous safe operation of its Facility whilst seeking to facilitate the situation

of the overhead lines and without the need for Part V powers in the Application DCO applying to it.

In the absence of any, or any meaningful discussions, let alone terms having been proposed by either
NGET or UKPN until Spring 2026 by NGET, and only most recently on the 16 July 2026 with UKPN shortly
the conclusion of the 6 month Examination Period on the 10 August 2026, the absence of the application
of the mind of NGET or UKPN to ARU Writtle’s situation, and the clear slothful progress of NGET and UKPN
in the face of and notwithstanding EN-5 explaining that electricity NSIPs be advanced as quickly as
possible, ARU Writtle has itself organized with NGET and UKPN such meetings as have been held. None of
these has produced a concluded situation to date of Deadline 8 on 4™ August 2026 and NGET’s words
remain no more than empty, easy phrases. This situation itself further evidences the real need to protect

ARU Writtle in respect of the proposed transmission lines and their construction.
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32.

33.

34.

35.

For example, NGET’s assertion at the CAH 3 that it would uncolour the land in Plot 8/42 because it then
properly recognised (tardily) that it had no need for that route through ARU’s teaching facility and has
recognised that it can avoid causing significant disruption to children, students, horses, and colleagues,
and also the need to ensure relevant child safety certification of contractors driving through the main
concourse route of a school. Yet, as at Deadline 8, it remains the case that the Section F, Sheet 8 Land
Plans have only been amended to include a “Class 8” (uncoloured) in their key simultaneously with Plot
8/42 remaining coloured yellow. For the reasons set out in the Witness Statement of G
and updated by the Witness Statement of |l ARU reiterates that all references to “8/42” be
simply deleted from the draft DCO and Book of Reference in line with the relevant pages Exhibited to

those Witness Statements.
PROTECTIVE PROVISIONS

In the context of section 122 of the PA 2008, section 120(7) makes sections 120(3) to (6) “subject to”
subsequent sections of Chapter 1 of Part 7 including section 122. Section 120(3) provides for “Provisions”
and Schedule 5, Part 1, paragraph 1 provides for: “The acquisition of land, compulsorily or by agreement”

and paragraph 10 provides for: “The protection of the property or interests of any person.” This indicates

on its correct construction that a section 120(3) “provision” under paragraph 10 (and not a Requirement
under section 120(2)) is the correct means by which to ensure the protection of ARU Writtle’s ongoing

operation.

The Government Guidance at PPG Paragraph 003 Reference 1D 04-003-20240430 addresses Requirements

and Protective Provisions: (Emphasis added)

It is standard practice for Schedule 1 to the DCO to set out the precise description of the authorised
development and any associated development as numbered works, while Schedule 2 commonly sets
out all the requirements attached to the DCO. Other Schedules will typically cover closure and
alterations to streets, rights of way, and protective provisions to cover the interests of affected
statutory undertakers.

Paragraph 012, Reference ID 04-012-20240430 provides for Protective Provisions. The PPG aligns with the
PA 2008 in that the PPG also is not confined to such Provisions for statutory bodies. Instead, the PPG

provides:

Protective provisions can be included as Schedules to the DCO where a NSIP may affect other assets.
They are usually agreed with key statutory undertakers, such as utility companies, but may also need to
be agreed with other bodies.

Applicants should expect to agree the form of protective provisions with the relevant parties for inclusion
in the draft DCO prior to submitting the application for development consent. Where agreement on
protective provisions has not been reached during the pre-application stage, applicants should include
their preferred drafting taking into account the standard protective provisions commonly used by the
relevant party (usually statutory undertakers) and endorsed in recent DCO decisions...
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36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Examining Authorities are expected to ensure that the final form of a recommended DCO contains
protective provisions which are bespoke to the application under consideration.

PPG Paragraph 017 Reference ID 04-017-20240430 provides for Requirements and includes:

Section 120 of the Planning Act provides that a DCO may impose requirements in connection with the
development for which consent is granted. Such requirements may correspond with conditions which
could have been imposed on the grant of planning permission under the Town and Country Planning Act
1990. In this regard, the relevant paragraphs of the National Planning Policy Framework and
associated Planning Practice Guidance concerning conditions will generally apply. Requirements should
therefore be precise, enforceable, necessary, relevant to the development, relevant to planning and
reasonable in all other respects.

ARU Writtle has proposed in its Deadline 6 [REP6-134] Written Submissions a number of terms set out as
proposed “Protective Provisions” by which to ensure the Protection of the ARU Education Establishment.
These could be drawn by the ExA as Requirements or Protective Provisions but, because they relate to
affected land, ARU has advanced them initially as Protective Provisions. ARU Writtle further accepts that
the evidence of it advancing such Protective Provisions itself evidences that it remains a volunteer to
agreeing the proposed development over some of its land but is ensuring how the development may be
situated to ensure ongoing safe operation of the Equine Facility and its ongoing provision of Education to

students going forwards.

The logically prior proposed Protective Provision that flows from NGET’s flagrant, cynical and fundamental
breach of paragraph 2.6.3 of NPS EN-5 requirement to only seek compulsory purchase powers as a “last

resort”, and to preclude NGET from profiting from its own breach, is simply:
For the Protection of ARU Writtle

For the protection of ARU Writtle, Part V of the Order may not apply to the ARU land.

Section 153 and Schedule 6 of the PA 2008 accommodate the modification of a consented Order (on a
future application) to apply Part V to ARU land as a “last resort” if ARU withdraws (before an Order is

consented) its consent evidenced in the express terms of its proposed Protective Provisions stated below.

The other Protective Provisions have been set out in the ARU Deadline 6 [REP6-134] Written Submission
and the ExA and Secretary of State are referred to their terms, and their evidenced justification, as refined

and amplified by further expert detailed evidence in this Deadline 8 Submission.

The other proposed Protective Provisions fall to be considered also in the context of the foregoing
Protective Provision by which Part V would be disapplied to ARU land as required by paragraph 2.6.3 of
NPS EN-5 and Prest. Dependent on the ExA Recommendations, the following Provision operate as

voluntary consents of ARU to particular matters and may require resulting refinement.

For convenience, the then terms at Deadline 6 were as follows:
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43.

44,

45.

a) the NGET Micro-Siting Gateway Provision

For the protection of ARU Writtle, in relation to any electrical transmission line in Works No.17, Part V
of the development consent order cannot apply to the extent of Fields 4, 5, 6 and 7 in Plot 8/37 and Plot
8/29) situated to the South of the footpath running East [at grid reference [insert]] from Newney Green

Lane.

b) the Eastern Power Networks plc Micro-Siting Below Ground Gateway Provision

For the protection of ARU Writtle, Part V of the development consent order cannot apply to the extent

of Fields 8, Park 1 and Park 2 (identified as Plot 8/27 and Plot 8/33 and Plot 8/36).

Eastern Power Networks plc may below a depth of 1m beneath the ground surface level of the said Plots
install and keep an electrical distribution line inside of the Order Limits as they relate to ARU Writtle,

unless otherwise agreed in writing by ARU Writtle.

a) the Scaffolding Provision

For the protection of ARU Writtle, in relation to the construction of Works No.17, Part V of the
development consent order cannot apply to the extent of Fields 4, 5, 6 and 7 (identified as Plot 8/29,
Plot 8/37 and Plot 8/38).

b) the ARU Safe Crossing Provision

For the protection of ARU Writtle, no diversion of traffic along Cow Watering Lane can occur without
suitable traffic safety measures being agreed with Essex County Council and carried out by the

Applicant.
ARU Writtle further submits as follows in relation to each provision.
a) The NGET Micro-Siting Gateway Provision

It remains important at the outset to recall that NGET has applied for an NSIP in the form of an
authorization for a “Rochdale” Envelope” whose outermost volumetric parameters are stated in express
terms to enable the encompassing in three-dimensions of a line of tall pylons with transmission cables

between each pylon, and along a route demarcated at ground level by notional “Order limits.

It is correct that the “Rochdale” Envelope provides flexibility to the developer as it allows future detail of
the interior of the Envelope to be worked out in due course, and in this Application when a Main
Contractor is appointed. In itself, the “Rochdale” Envelope is a useful tool for a developer in providing to

it flexibility. But, in the context of seeking compulsory acquisition powers, the flexibility inherently

connotes actual ambiguity. That is, the “Rochdale” Envelope approach manifests an inherent structural
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46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

flaw to securing section 122 PA 2008 compulsory acquisition powers: the Envelope is necessarily internally
ambiguous and thereby is particularly vulnerable to common law evidential requirements in Prest.
Consequently, a promoter relying on the Envelope requires to show particular actual evidence of need to

overcome that flaw. In this matter, NGET advances no such evidence and has not rebutted ARU evidence.

Importantly, NGET is not itself today in a position to know where its pylons may be or may not be situated
in fact nor the alignment in fact of the resulting overhead cables between each pylon, somewhere within
the “Rochdale” Envelope unless and until the detailed design in future has been fixed. The ExA and

Secretary of State cannot be in a better position than NGET itself in the current absence of knowledge of

detailed locations.

Further, NGET has reinforced the degree of flexibility it seeks by insisting on “Order limits” as part of its
draft DCO and an express power to situate “anywhere” inside the Order limits the pylons and the cables
between them. Therefore, for practical purposes, one must notionally exclude from sight the purple lines
and “x” marks of pylons indicated on the Works Plans because they mean nothing in the face of Article
5(1). Importantly, it is the orange dashed lines of the Order limits that define the spatial envelope
anywhere inside of which pylons and overhead cables would be authorized to be situated. In essence,
NGET cannot actually evidence that any of its overhead cables will or will not traverse Plot 8/29 unless

and until detailed design is concluded in future.

The consenting Department has published a Code in respect of the recognised phenomena of
“microshocks” to both people and animals — in particular horses — and that adverse consequences may
occur. The Code operates to ensure that that phenomena does not actually occur in relation to school
land. The Code ensures that non-occurrence by describing that it is “normal” good routing practice to
“avoid” school land. If and only if that land cannot be avoided, then and only then does the Code provide
to minimize the occurrence of the phenomena by ensuring that overhead cables are raised higher above
ground level than they may normally be. This increased elevation does not prevent the occurrence of the
phenomena but reduces its actual occurrence to a level regarded as acceptable in relation to human

beings in schools, in particular children.

ARU Writtle has submitted extensive, detailed and expert evidence in relation to the result of the actual
occurrence of the microshock phenomena inside the paddock land over which part of the “Rochdale”
Envelope of space for the NSIP is proposed in the Lands Plans and Works Plans to be situated. That

evidence remains in fact wholly unrebutted either by NGET (or UKPN in respect of its distribution cables).

NGET has sensed the proximity of the wall to its back and instead relies on the Code guidance to elevate
the proposed oversailing cables. But, as above where it also descends into the world of Humpty Dumpty

referred to in the Tesco case, so too NGET asserts that it is entitled to merely increase the height of the
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51.

52.

53.

54.

cables as a complete answer to ARU’s proposal to situate the proposed cables farther West inside the
“Rochdale” Envelope. The Code expressly provides the increased cable elevation arises only if routing of
a new cable over a school is “unavoidable”. Because NGET has proposed a “Rochdale” Envelope for its
NSIP and admits that detailed design remains to be done, and Article 5(1) authorizes the alignment of the
new cables “anywhere” inside the Envelope, it is evidentially impossible for NGET to show that routing of
new cables over the ARU school paddocks immediately East of Newney Green Lane is actually
“unavoidable”. Indeed, only by NGET itself predetermining the final design of the NSIP cable line inside
those paddock areas and turning a blind eye to its own proposed Article 5(1) powers, could NGET show
the oversailing of that paddock areas was actually “unavoidable”. But NGET cannot convert its “Rochdale”
Envelope into a detail design scheme as and when it want to or has it submitted a Change Request to that
effect. Further, in its Deadline 7 Response [REP7-481], NGET asserts at page F5 that the ARU Protective

Provision “would predetermine the final alighment by excluding particular paddock areas from the Part V

powers”. With respect to the Applicant, the NGET underlined assertion is wholly divorced from reality,
seeks to obfuscate the practical solution it proposes, and is surprising for the promoter of an NSIP to
descend to such desperate assertions. Again, this approach by NGET evidences the basis for the real need

for Protective Provisions for ARU Writtle.

In response to the NGET assertion, as ARU further explains in the sworn and expert Witness Statement of
I Chartered Rural Surveyor, and its Exhibited Plans 1 and 2, attached to this Deadline 8 Written
Submission, ARU has not and is not in fact “predetermine[ing] the final alignment” of the pylons locations
of Works No. 17, nor of the cable alignment in the vicinity of ARU Writtle, nor the line of the NSIP between

Norwich and Tilbury.

The proposed Protective Provision described in that further Witness Statement and described in the Plans
1 and 2 results to maintain, to reduce extent of but to not remove, the flexibility of the spatial envelope
of the “Rochdale” Envelope applied for in the terms of the draft DCO to ensure the Code’s good practice
for routing of new overhead cables can be adhered to. Indeed, adherence by NGET to the Code should be

a given — but surprisingly it is not.

The proposed Protective Provision is illustrated in Plans 1 and 2 and has been further refined for simplicity
with a like outcome as before: the proposed Protective Provision results to preclude new overhead cables

from oversailing ARU Writtle school land paddocks 37 and 38. See Plan 1.

The proposed Protective Provision secures the outcome by creating a notional line between two actual
and permanent Ordnance Grid reference coordinates shown on Plan 1. The Western coordinate
corresponds to the junction of the fence of the North boundary of paddock number 38 with the fence on

the Eastern side of Newney Green Lane, situated at the Southern tip of a small woodland North of that
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55.

56.

57.

58.

coordinate. The Eastern coordinate corresponds to the location of a gate in the same fence but on the
North side of school paddock 36 and where it lets not the permanent footpath situated on the North side
of the fence. A line shown in red has been struck between the two coordinates each demarcated by an

aw.,n

X

The proposed Protective Provision ensures that no new overhead cable can pass through that red line
between the two coordinates each demarcated by an “x”. In this way, the phenomena recognised by the
Code and evidenced in particular in respect of its outcome in the location of ARU, is properly avoided and
simultaneously ensures adherence to the Code by NGET (where it currently resists “good routing

practice”).

It can be seen from Plan 2 that the application of the two coordinates to the green coloured land of the

Land Plans, Section F, Sheet 8, in the vicinity of ARU Writtle, results to not close but to reduce the available

space inside the “Rochdale” Envelope to a still flexible volume inside that Envelope situated as between
coordinate reference TL 6584 0685 (to the East) and the Westernmost edge of the “Order limit” to the
North-West of that particular coordinate. Given that the draft DCO is based on and seeks authorization
for a “Rochdale” Envelope, and that NGET itself seeks under Article 5(1) a power to situate its new
overhead lines “anywhere” within the Order limits, and these limits lie farther West than coordinate
reference TL 6584 0685, it is impossible for ARU to “predetermine” the “final alignment” of either cables
or pylons. Rather, ARU is merely providing a lesser amount of flexible space through which overhead

cables can be strung on such alignment as detailed design may demonstrate in the future.

As a public interest body itself, ARU Writtle recognises that its proposed Protective Provision cannot
preclude oversailing of some of its school land, in particular, the Westernmost side of paddock 39 shown
on Plan 1. But, as has been referred to above, ARU is not seeking to prevent the NSIP being constructed
but to ensure the ongoing safe operation of its Educational Establishment whilst facilitating how the new
cables are situated. Consequently, ARU Writtle recognises and accepts that oversailing of part of paddock
39 would then be “unavoidable” under the Code and so require the increased elevation of new cables in

that location and which increased elevation NGET has already agreed to in its previous Submissions.
The terms of the proposed Protective Provision (regardless of Part V) can be distilled to:
For the Protection of ARU Writtle

For the protection of ARU Writtle, in relation to any electrical transmission line in Works No.17, and
otherwise provided for in the Order, no overhead transmission cable may cross the notional line between

by Grid Reference coordinates TL6584 0685 and TL 6604 0690.
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60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

Contrary to the assertion of NGET in its [REP7-481], page F4-F5, the proposed Protective Provision is
evidentially justified, aligns with the public interested expressed by the Code’s “good routing practice”,

and remains unrebutted by NGET evidence.

Applying Prest and basic principles of law in relation to the compulsory acquisition of land, it cannot be
said that the evidence shows at all, let alone in a clear cut or decisively, that there is a need for overhead
cables to depart from good routing practice nor to oversail school land to result in microshocks to horses
and consequential injury and harm to students and horses. The evidence of the flexibility in the “Rochdale”
Envelope, and in the evidence of Article 5(1) to situate the development “anywhere” within the Envelope
shows that there is no actual need to oversail paddocks 37 and 38. It is manifestly proportionate to impose
such a protective provision. These Submissions apply with like effect to the means of a Requirement to

produce the same outcome on the same terms and for the same reasons.
b) the Eastern Power Networks plc Micro-Siting Below Ground Gateway Provision

As has been referred to above, it is clear that NGET’s new transmission lines will impact on UKPN’s
distribution lines but that instead of its compulsorily acquiring the land interests of UKPN, NGET has
proposed before a development agreement, and before the start of engagement by UKPN with any
affected land owner, the inclusion of compulsory acquisition powers under Part V of its Application on 29"

August 2025.

For the first time, on the 16™ July 2026, shortly before the closure of the Examination Period on the 10"
August 2026, UKPN representatives attended a site meeting at ARU Writtle in the location of paddocks 39
and 40 on Plan 1 referred to above. That Plan shows a stream. It can be seen from Plan 2 that the

geographical extent of the land envisaged for the UKPN works would straddle the stream.

The Third Witness Statement of |||} I Ccscribes the meeting of the 16™ July 2026. It is
clear that UKPN had read and accepted the detailed expert evidence of ARU Writtle in relation to the Code
phenomena of microshocks resulting from below ground electricity cables and the real potential for harm

to (and potential death of) horses stepping into remade ground after the occurrence of ground works.

The Third Witness Statement of ||} I <idcnces that UKPN accepted the need to not
disturb the ground surface of paddocks 39 and 40 in the location of the Plots shown on the Land Plans
(see Plan 2). It is also noteworthy that UKPN also conveyed to ARU the actual agreement of NGET that
direct horizontal drilling be used to secure the repositioning of UKPN distribution lines displaced by NGET’s
new transmission lines and simultaneously avoid ground surface disturbance of paddock areas traversed
by horses. Indeed, UKPN itself volunteered that the placement below ground at least 0.2m would avoid

microshocks (including to horses) but UKPN would check the depth to ensure that result.

Page 14 of 38



65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

Itis also noteworthy that UKPN identified that the actual existence of the stream would result in the need
to reposition the displaced distribution lines by means of horizontally drilling. That is, the actual need for
the drilling arose from the site inspection by experienced engineers observing the presence of the stream

and how it must be properly traversed by a repositioned distribution line.

It follows that the relevant party — “UKPN” — is evidenced to agree and accept the proposed Protective

Provision.

By reference for convenience to the said Plan 2, the terms of that proposed Protective Provision can be
distilled as follows (and for completeness would include the terms in square brackets if in some way Part

V powers to lawfully apply to ARU Writtle land, and otherwise not include those bracketed terms):

For the Protection of ARU Writtle in relation to UKPN works

[Save as otherwise provided for hereinbelow, for the protection of ARU Writtle, Part V of the Order
cannot apply to UKPN works in relation to Plots 8/27, 8/33 and 8/36.]

UKPN works for distribution lines may be executed in Plots 8/27, 8/33 and 8/36 not otherwise than by
means of horizontal directional drilling at a depth of not less than 1m below ground surface level
(unless such depth be agreed otherwise in writing between the land owner and UKPN), and may be

maintained at such depth.

The proposed Protective Provision for “horizontal directional drilling” has been both agreed on the 16%
July 2026 by NGET in relation to the UKPN works on ARU land, and also advised by UKPN engineers as

being essential because of the presence of a stream.

Further, NGET proposes the same “horizontal directional drilling” technique elsewhere in its Application.
Thus, at page 65 and 89 of EN020027-004593-7.2 Outline Code of Construction Practice - Revision G, in
[REP7-322], NGET most recently provides at https://nsip-

documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-004593-

7.2%200utline%20Code%200f%20Construction%20Practice Revision%20G%20-%20Clean%20Version.

pdf
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Commitment Commitment Project Phase Relevant Commitment  Delivery A d Ci
Reference Aspect / Securing Supporting Date and Details
Topic Mechanism Documentation
consequences for sensitive archaeological deposits will be
assessed. The nature and scope of any mitigation or
remediation will be agreed with the Environment Agency
and/or other appropriate stakeholders, including Historic
England.

GH12 The provision of a @fillifig fluid breakout method statement, To be confirmed by Prior to Contaminated Requirement4 Prior to ES Chapter 9: To be confirmed
where horizontal directional drilling is proposed at trenchless the Main Warks Land, Geology commencement Contaminated by the Main
locations, will be developed by the Main Works and of relevant Land, Geology and Works
Contractor(s) and discussed with the Environment Agency Hydrogeology construction Hydrogeology Contractor(s) if
and will be informed by sufficient appropriate ground (document Project is
investigation and will include: reference 6.9) consented
» Detailed and appropriate design of all trenchless (Revision B)

crossings including demonstration of a suitable drilling Outline AMS-OWSI
profile and depth to mitigate the risk of breakout (document
» Description of drilling procedure and demonstration of reference 7.5)
(Revision C).

suitability, including removal of borehole cuttings during
drilling

Annular pressure monitoring

Regular walkovers of the drill path to check for visible
evidence of breakouts

Measures to limit the volume of the drilling fluid loss
Measures to contain the lost drilling fluid

Measures to remove the lost drilling fluid

Measures to seal the area of the breakout

Measures to provide any remediation, if appropriate
Assessment of the pollution potential of any additives
required and a permit or exclusion obtained as required
Drilling clay breakout in areas of archaeclogical
preservation in situ will be managed following
methodology defined in the Outline AMS-OWSI
(document refence 7.5) (Revision C)

.

« s 8 s 0 8 e

70. In particular, at page 65 and Page 89 (Glossary just for full iteration) provide for “horizontal directional

drilling”:

Rl R R 1 il e s s

Horizontal directional  Trenchless method for the installation of pipes, in a shallow arc using a

drilling surface-launched @rilling rig. In particular, it applies to large-scale
crossings in which a fluid filled pilot bore is drilled without rotating the
drill string, and this is then enlarged by a washover pipe and back
reamer to the size required for the product pipe.

71. Further, the 7.3 Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan (Tracked) (Final Issue F) [REP7-339]

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020027-004598-

7.3%200utline%20Construction%20Traffics20Management%20Plan_Revision%20F_Tracked%20Chan

ges%20Version.pdf also references drilling on page 5, paragraph 1.5.1: (Emphasis added)

“1.5.1 Both the River Stour and the River Waveney intersect the Project alignment, and the underground

cables will need to cross underneath both of these. A trenchless construction method will be applied for

both crossings. Trenchless installation may be required in areas where open trench is not feasible, for

example where the alignment crosses an existing railway line, or other drivers such as for environmental

mitigation. The environmental cable would be installed using a drilling or boring method (or a suitable

alternative method) to pass beneath features. Trenchless crossing is detailed in Chapter 4 of the

Environmental Statement (document reference 6.4).”

72. lastly, it is also noted in Table 5.1 Non-Primary Access Routes Construction Movements — “Directional

Drilling for the cabled sections. HGV (tractor trailer/ low loader)/ LGV (Site Vehicle 4x4)” (Page 32)
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73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

Contrary to the assertion of NGET in its [REP7-481], pages F6-F8, the proposed Protective Provision is
evidentially necessary, justified, aligns with the agreement of NGET with UKPN for the same, and remains

unrebutted by NGET evidence.

Applying Prest and basic principles of law in relation to the compulsory acquisition of land, it cannot be
said that the evidence shows at all, let alone in a clear cut or decisively, that there is a need for displaced
distribution cables to traverse a stream (and simultaneously avoid disruption of paddock ground surfaces
and microshocks to horses and school children) and consequential injury and harm to students and horses.
The evidence of the flexibility in the “Rochdale” Envelope, and in the evidence of Article 5(1) to situate the
development “anywhere” within the Envelope shows that there is no actual need for UKPN works to
oversail ARU land as they can be situated below ground. NGET evidences that it adopts horizontal drilling
to enable crossing of streams by new cables and UKPN’s engineers adopt the same approach. It is
manifestly proportionate to impose such a protective provision. These Submissions apply with like effect
to the means of a Requirement to produce the same outcome on the same terms and for the same

reasons.
c) the Scaffolding Provision

As has been referred to above, NGET proposes a “Rochdale” Envelope form of DCO on terms under Article
5(1) that would authorize NGET to situate the actual location of the pylons, including TB166, 165 and 164
“anywhere” inside the spatial dimensions of the parameters of the Envelope. Those spatial dimensions

overlaps with paddocks 37-39 of ARU Writtle where horses from its 90 strong herd live and work.

In corresponding manner to the yet to be determined position of the oversailing cables, the draft DCO
includes proposed powers enabling placement of two walls of scaffolding on each side of Newney Green
Lane with netting between them a distance above the highway surface, also within the Envelope, and as
evidenced by the indicative EIA Plan Document Reference 6.4.F1 to be located On the Eastern side of the
Lane) on ARU paddocks 37 and 38 (as identified on Plan 1 and 2 referred to above), in the Southern part

of Plot 8/29 and also on Plot 8/37 adjacent to Newney Green Lane.

But, importantly, Article 49(1)(b) sought by NGT provides: (Emphasis added)

1) ... the undertaker may at any time for the purposes of the authorised development or for purposes
ancillary to the construction or maintenance of the authorised development—
b) prohibit use of roads by through traffic and/or requlate the direction of vehicular movements in
the manner specified in Part 2 of Schedule 13 (traffic requlation orders) on the roads specified in
column (2) and along the lengths and between the points specified in column (3) in the manner
specified in column (4) of that Part of that Schedule; ...

2) Without limiting the scope of the specific powers conferred by paragraph (1) ...
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79.

80.

81.

82.

5) Any prohibition, restriction or other provision made by the undertaker under paragraph (1), (2) or

(3)—
a) has effect as if duly made by—

i) the traffic authority in whose area the road is situated as a traffic regulation order under
the 1984 Act; ...
and the instrument by which it is effected may specify savings and exemptions (in addition to
those
mentioned in Schedule 13 (traffic requlation orders)) to which the prohibition, restriction or other
provision is subject; and
b) is deemed to be a traffic order for the purposes of Schedule 7 to the Traffic Management Act
2004(a) (road traffic contraventions subject to civil enforcement).

6) Any prohibition, restriction or other provision made under paragraphs (1) or (2) of this article may
at any time be suspended, varied or revoked by the undertaker from time to time by subsequent
exercise of the powers conferred by paragraphs (1) and (2).

The desire of NGET to situate scaffolding on ARU land will in future correspond to the final location of the
new oversailing cables coupled with the desire of NGET to not exercise the express terms of the Article
49(1)(b) Traffic Regulation power expressly requested by NGET in its draft DCO to “prohibit vehicular
access” for such any and all temporary periods, and on such terms, as NGET may choose under Article
49(1)(b) along any part of the blue coloured highway(s) on the Traffic Regulation Plans that includes, in
Section F, Sheet 8, part of Newney Green Lane and in particular, and in particular the part that is adjacent
to the West side of ARU Writtle and its paddocks 37, 38 and 39. See Plan 2.

ARU Writtle has submitted expert and particular evidence in relation to the outcome and dangerous
consequences for the ARU horse herd of ground surface compression by the weight of scaffolding and its
recovery to a quality where it can be safely traversed by horses. That evidence remains unrebutted by

NGET.

The result of the proposed Protective Provision in (a) above would be to exclude any need (theoretical or
actual) for scaffolding to be situated on the ground surface of paddocks 37 and 38 because the overhead
lines would be precluded from oversailing those paddocks by that Provision and the red line shown on
Plans 1 and 2 between Grid coordinates TL65840685 and TL66040690. The proposed Protective Provision
in (a) maintains flexibility inside the “Rochdale” Envelope through which space can be situated new

transmission cables on such varied alignment as the Envelope with that limitation applied provides for.

Therefore, the Scaffolding Protective Provision theoretically can be regarded as a parallel provision to that

in (a) above whilst also applying (theoretically) to the oversailing of the Western part of paddock 39.

In the event that the proposed Protective Provision in (a) is properly Recommended by the ExA and

properly applied by the Secretary of State, as the common law in Prest requires (in law) and the Code of
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84.
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86.

87.

his Department requires (in fact), then the Scaffolding Protective Provision (theoretically) would operate

only in respect of the limited extent of the Lane immediately West of paddock 39.

ARU refers the ExA to the expert evidence ofjjj . of KMC Transport Planning, and who himself
is experienced in the practical application of DCO provisions relating to traffic management after the grant

of a DCO.

The evidence of the actual proposed availability to NGET of its proposed Article 49(1)(b) of its own draft
Order for a nationally significant project and the specific Traffic Regulation Order that is “deemed” by
Article 49 to result and as if made by the local highway authority and on such terms as NGET itself may
specify, precludes the need to erect scaffolding adjacent to Newney Green Lane to protect passing vehicles
below from cables being erected above that highway. That Traffic Regulation Order would authorize
prohibiting all vehicular traffic along Newney Green Lane highway coloured blue, including the extent
identified in EIA Plan Document Ref. 6.4.F1, that is adjacent to ARU Land and adjacent to the part of ARU
land coloured yellow to show scaffolding on ARU land. It is axiomatic that the prohibition of vehicular
traffic on Newney Green Lane would obviate the actual need to protect the highway from cables being

strung above the same highway as there could be no actual traffic to protect.

It remains most remarkable that NGET cannot recognise in its own draft DCO that it has requested a
“specific power” by which to convert for a temporary period as long, or as recurring as it wants to, such
part of Newney Green Lane ground surface level into part of its construction site inside the “Rochdale”
Envelope on which then closed road to place cables before they are raised; and simultaneously NGET
asserts that it needs to construct (at further cost) a scaffolding and netting ‘folly’ to protect the passage
of non-existence vehicle traffic barred by NGET’s own Article 49(1)(b) Traffic Regulation Order power along

that same closed part. Indeed, it beggars belief.

It remains more remarkable that NGET in its [REP7-481] at page F9-F12 relies on an extrinsic local
“permitting” scheme made for local highway purposes notwithstanding that the draft DCO sought by NGET
for a national project includes powers to prohibit the very cause of the scaffolding desire. Indeed, it too

beggars belief.

In essence, the actual evidence today of Article 49(1)(b) itself as a proposed power precludes the
theoretical or potential need for any scaffolding to be situated on ARU land, in particular, paddocks 37
and 38. At most, scaffolding theoretically might be required to enable hauling of new cables above the

small woodland to the immediate West of paddock 39 shown on Plan 1 and Plan 2.
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88. By reference for convenience to the said Plan 2, the terms of that proposed Protective Provision can be

distilled as follows:

For the Protection of ARU Writtle

For the protection of ARU Writtle, in respect of the construction of Works No.17, no scaffolding-related
works may occur over ARU land south of the notional line between Grid Reference coordinates TL6584
0685 and TL 6604 0690.

89. Contrary to the assertion of NGET in its [REP7-481], pages F9-F12, the proposed Protective Provision is
evidentially necessary, justified, aligns with the inclusion by NGET of the specific power under Article
49(1)(b) and Schedule 13, Part 2, the extent of Newey Green Lane for “prohibition of vehicular access”
adjacent to ARU paddocks 37 and 38. As |l has aiudged today in his Technical Note 3, it is also
proportionate to close the Lane for such period under Article 49(1)(b) as NGET may in due course properly

ajudge it necessary to string up cable between pylons TB166-164 when it has appointed a Main Contractor.

90. The assertion by NGET in [REP7-481], pages F11-12 that a local permitting scheme is even relevant in this
Application is misconceived. If correct, then the asserted relevance by NGET of the local scheme would
render otiose the provisions of Article 49(1)(b). Further, unless NGET deletes Article 49(1)(b) from its draft
DCO, then it remains evidence of an alternative by which the theoretical need for scaffolding on ARU land

is precluded.

91. Applying Prest and basic principles of law in relation to the compulsory acquisition of land, it cannot be
said that the evidence shows at all, let alone in a clear cut or decisively, that there is a need for any
scaffolding to be placed on ARU land to protect Newney Green Lane whilst it is closed to vehicular traffic.
Further, the evidence of the flexibility in the “Rochdale” Envelope, and in the evidence of Article 49(1) to

situate the development “anywhere” within the Envelope shows that there is no actual need for

scaffolding on ARU paddocks 37 and 38. It is manifestly proportionate to impose such a protective
provision. These Submissions apply with like effect to the means of a Requirement to produce the same

outcome on the same terms and for the same reasons.
d) the ARU Safe Crossing Requirement

92. The ARU Education Establishment is bisected by the highway of Cow Watering Lane. See Plan 2. ARU has
submitted sworn and expert evidence describing the regular daily crossing and recrossing by children (16-
18), students (aged 18 years and upwards), colleagues and horses of that Lane to the East of the entrance

to the Campus buildings. The evidence remains unrebutted by NGET.

93. By dint of Article 16(1) and Schedule 8, Part 1, a diversion is provided for in the draft DCO when Newney

Green Lane is temporarily closed between points SM-F-028 and 029 on Section F, Sheet 8. The diverted
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95.
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98.

traffic is not encompassed by the Outline Traffic Management Plan whose terms apply to PARS (which the
Lane and Cow Watering Lane are not). NGET asserts in [REP7-481], pages F11-12 reliance on the future
appointment of a Main Contractor and the exercise of this discretion to consider what to do or not to do.
The assertion by NGET is misconceived and surprising as it sanctions the creation of a foreseeably
dangerous state of affairs for ARU vulnerable road users that, at most, NGET merely asserts or hopes will

not occur in the face of contrary expert evidence from ARU.

NGET has submitted no expert highways nor expert safety evidence nor evidence of a DMRB GG104 Safety
Risk Assessment by which to show that the existing safe crossing and recrossing by ARU animals and
human beings would remain safe in the event of the introduction of new traffic and that is not familiar

with the particular conditions of Cow Watering Lane.

ARU refers the ExA to the expert evidence of ||} . of KMC Transport Planning, and who himself
is experienced in the practical application of DCO provisions relating to traffic management after the grant
of a DCO. He has advised that an express framework requires to be stated in the terms of the draft DCO,

by means of a Requirement, to ensure the safe diversion of traffic.

By reference for convenience to the said evidence of i} raragraph 2.2.10, the proposed Protective

Provision can be distilled to a Proposed Requirement (regardless of Part V) as follows:

The undertaker may not exercise powers under Article 16 in relation to any diversion along Cow Watering
Lane without each time having carried out before a Safety Risk Assessment of highway use of that Lane

including:

a) Timing of the temporary closure.

b) Length of the temporary closure;

c) Level of and type of traffic that will reroute along the diversion; and

d) Likely crossing activities occurring at ARU Writtle during that time of the diversion;

and executing the requirements of that Assessment in the exercise of the said powers.

The current proposed Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan includes no provisions nor express
terms ensuring the evidenced risks are avoided, in particular because the Lane is not a “PAR” to which
particular safeguards apply. Nor is there a provision or requirement ensuring the safe crossing of the Lane

on clear terms.

The reliance by NGET on an assumption of future decision makers acting “competently” was rejected and
overtaken over two decades ago by the Court of Appeal in the case of Smith v Secretary of State for the

Environment, Transport and the Regions [2003] Env LR 32, at paragraph 33: (Emphasis added)
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33. In my view it is a further important principle that when consideration is being given to the impact on
the environment in the context of a planning decision, it is permissible for the decision maker to
contemplate the likely decisions that others will take in relation to details where those others have the
interests of the environment as one of their objectives. The decision maker is not however entitled to
leave the assessment of likely impact to a future occasion simply because he contemplates that the
future decision maker will act competently. Constraints must be placed on the planning permission
within which future details can be worked out, and the decision maker must form a view about the likely
details and their impact on the environment.

99. The proposed Requirement ensures that a dangerous state of affairs will not result from the decisions of
the Secretary of State or NGET in due course because the framework accommodates the assessment of

risk to vulnerable road users.

100. Contrary to the assertion of NGET in its [REP7-481], pages F11-12, the proposed Requirement is
evidentially necessary, justified, and evidently proportionate. It also results to ensure an actual mitigation
measure on which NGET relies in its EIA but that on close analysis of the evidence remains absent. See

Smith.
CONCLUSIONS

101. Dueto NGET remaining wedded to its asserted need, ARU Writtle has been driven to Object to NGET’s
draft development consent order, flawed by inclusion of the unnecessary Plot 8/42 and Part V powers for
“UKPN”, and to incur substantial costs. As at 24" June 2026, ARU is a partly successful Objector for the

purposes of the PA 2008 and section 122 and the ExA must advise the SoS of the same.

102. That NGET has misunderstood the law of CPO and the basic obligation that CPO is a remedy of “last”
and can never be a “first” resort, misdirected itself in relation to its own evidence of fact that operates
against it, and the resiled on 24™ June 2026 from its (strongly but) asserted position in its [REP2-029] of
April 2026 (only some two months earlier) evidences that the ExA pay particularly close scrutiny to the

NGET assertions.

103.  The inclusion of Part V powers over ARU land remains unable by NGET to be evidenced as necessary
for the purposes of section 122(2)(a) and (b) and there can be no subsequent compelling case for the
imposition of Part V powers in relation to the ARU land because of the fundamental breach of paragraph

2.6.8 of NPS EN-5, and of basic principles of compulsory acquisition common law. See Prest.

104.  Regrettably for NGET, the presence of a “presumption” in NPS EN-1, or classification of the NSIP as a
CNP or as urgently necessary in NPS EN-5, cannot circumvent the statutory requirements of law in section
122 of the Planning Act 2008 nor long-established common law protections. Such a presumption or urgent

need or CNP categorization cannot in law equate to a compelling need for the purposes of section 122(3).
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Such an asserted importance by NGET is excluded by section 120(7) that expressly subjugates section

120(3)-(6) to the provisions of section 122.

105. ARU has proposed Protective Provisions and a Requirement by which to ensure the ongoing safe
operation of ARU Educational Facility at the same time as facilitating how the proposed overhead

transmissions lines may be lawfully constructed and installed.

106.  As was said in Prest, and never was it more apposite than in this particular application in light of CAH

3:

The use of statutory authority for the destruction of those rights requires to be most carefully

scrutinised.

4t August 2026
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LAW

APPENDIX A

Electricity Act 1989

107.  The Electricity Act 1989 (“EA 1989”) regulates the licensing, transmission and distribution of electricity

as well as providing for compulsory purchase of land by a licensed party.

108. By section 3A:

1)

The principal objective of the Secretary of State and the Gas and Electricity Markets Authority (in
this Act referred to as “the Authority”) in carrying out their respective functions under this Part is
to protect the interests of existing and future consumers in relation to electricity conveyed by
distribution systems or transmission systems...

109. By section 4, the EA 1898 prohibits a party who is not licensed from transmitting or distributing

electricity as follows: (Emphasis added)

1)

2)
3)

3A)

3B)

4)

5)

A person who —

a) generates electricity for the purpose of giving a supply to any premises or enabling a supply
to be so given;

b) participates in the transmission of electricity for that purpose;

bb) distributes electricity for that purpose;

c)

d)

e)

/)

shall be quilty of an offence unless he is authorised to do so by a licence.

No proceedings shall be instituted in England and Wales in respect of an offence under this section

except by or on behalf of the Secretary of State or the Authority; ...

In subsection (1)(b) above, the reference to a person who participates in the transmission of

electricity is to a person who—

b) makes available for use for the purposes of a transmission system by means of which the

transmission of electricity takes place anything which forms part of it...

For the purposes of subsection (3A)(b), a person shall not be regarded as making something

available just because he consents to its being made available by another...

In this Part, unless the context otherwise requires—
“distribute” , in relation to electricity, means distribute by means of a distribution system, that
is to say, a system which consists (wholly or mainly) of low voltage lines and electrical plant and
is used for conveying electricity to any premises or to any other distribution system; ...
“transmission”, in relation to electricity, means transmission by means of a transmission
system;
“transmission system” means a system which—

a) consists (wholly or mainly) of high voltage lines and electrical plant, and

b) is used for conveying electricity from a generating station to a substation, from one

generating station to another or from one substation to another.
In this section— ...
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110.

111.

112.

113.

“system” means a system the whole or a part of which is at a relevant place; ...

By section 6:

1)

6)

The Authority may grant any of the following licences—

a) a licence authorising a person to generate electricity for the purpose of giving a supply to
any premises or enabling a supply to be so given (“a generation licence”);

b) a licence authorising a person to participate in the transmission of electricity for that
purpose (‘a transmission licence’);

c) a licence authorising a person to distribute electricity for that purpose (“a distribution
licence”);...

A transmission licence may authorise the holder to participate in the transmission of electricity in

any area, or only in an area specified in the licence....

By section 10:

1)

2)

Subject to subsection (2) below, Schedule 3 to this Act (which provides for the compulsory

acquisition of land) and Schedule 4 to this Act (which confers other powers and makes other

provision) shall have effect—

a) in relation to the holder of a transmission licence or of an electricity system operator licence ;
and

b) to the extent that his licence so provides, in relation to an electricity distributor or any other
licence holder;

and references in those Schedules to a licence holder shall be construed accordingly.

Where any provision of either of the Schedules mentioned in subsection (1) above is applied to a

licence holder by his licence, it shall have effect subject to such restrictions, exceptions and

conditions as may be included in the licence for the purpose of qualifying that provision as so

applied or any power or right conferred by or under it...

Within Schedule 3, paragraph 1 provides:

1)

2)

Subject to paragraph 2 below, the Secretary of State may authorise a licence holder to purchase
compulsorily any land required for any purpose connected with the carrying on of the activities
which he is authorised by his licence to carry on.

In this paragraph and paragraph 2 below “land” includes any right over land (other than, in
Scotland, a right to abstract, divert and use water); and the power of the Secretary of State under
this paragraph includes power to authorise the acquisition of rights over land by creating new
rights as well as acquiring existing ones.

Paragraph 2 provides:

1)

2)

No order shall be made under paragraph 1 above authorising the compulsory purchase of land

belonging to another licence holder except with the consent of the Authority.

The Authority shall not give their consent under this paragraph if —

a) the land is being used by the licence holder to whom it belongs for the purposes of an
installation necessary for the carrying on of the activities which he is authorised by his
licence to carry on; or

b) it appears to the Authority that the land will be so used and that the use will commence,
or any necessary planning permission or consent under section 36 or 37 of this Act will be
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114.

3)
4)

5)

applied for, within the period of five years beginning with the date of the application for his
consent.

A consent under this paragraph which is not acted on within the period of six months beginning
with the day on which it is granted shall cease to have effect at the end of that period.

In this paragraph —

“the Planning Act” means the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 or the Town and Country
Planning (Scotland) Act 1997

“planning permission” means a planning permission granted under Part Ill of the Planning Act.

Paragraph 4 provides:

Where a licence holder has acquired any land by virtue of paragraph 1 above, he shall not dispose of
that land or of any interest in or right over it except with the consent of the Authority.

Planning Act 2008

115.

116.

117.

1)
2)
3)

118.

The Planning Act 2008 regulates the grant of development consent.

Within Part 2, by section 5:

1)

2)

3)

4)

The Secretary of State may designate a statement as a national policy statement for the purposes
of this Act if the statement—
a) is issued by the Secretary of State, and
b) sets out national policy in relation to one or more specified descriptions of development.
In this Act “national policy statement” means a statement designated under subsection (1) as a
national policy statement for the purposes of this Act.
Before designating a statement as a national policy statement for the purposes of this Act the
Secretary of State must carry out an appraisal of the sustainability of the policy set out in the
statement.
A statement may be designated as a national policy statement for the purposes of this Act only if
the consultation and publicity requirements set out in section 7, and the parliamentary
requirements set out in section 9, have been complied with in relation to it and—
a) the consideration period for the statement has expired without the House of Commons
resolving during that period that the statement should not be proceeded with, or

b) the statement has been approved by resolution of the House of Commons—

i) after being laid before Parliament under section 9(8), and

ii) before the end of the consideration period...

By section 9, Parliamentary requirements:

This section sets out the parliamentary requirements referred to in sections 5(4) and 6(7).
The Secretary of State must lay the proposal before Parliament.
In this section “the proposal” means—

a) the statement that the Secretary of State proposes to designate as a national policy
statement for the purposes of this Act,
b) (as the case may be) the proposed amendment...

Within Part 3, by section 14:
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1) In this Act “nationally significant infrastructure project” means a project which consists of any of
the following—
b) the installation of an electric line above ground; ...

2) Subsection (1) is subject to sections 15 to 30A ...

119. By section 16, a definition of “electric lines” is provided. In particular:

3) The installation of an electric line above ground is not within section 14(1)(b)—

a) if the nominal voltage of the line is expected to be less than 132 kilovolts,
aa) if the length of the line (when installed) will be less than two kilometres,
ab) if

i) the line will replace an existing line, ...

120.  Within Part 4, by section 31: (Emphasis added)

Consent under this Act (“development consent”) is required for development to the extent that the
development is or forms part of a nationally significant infrastructure project.

121. By section 33:

1) To the extent that development consent is required for development, none of the following is
required to be obtained for the development or given in relation to it—
a) planning permission; ...
b) consent under section 36 or 37 of the Electricity Act 1989 (c. 29) (construction etc. of
generating stations and installation of overhead lines); ...

122.  Within Part 5, by section 37: (Emphasis added)

1) An order granting development consent may be made only if an application is made for it.
2) An_application for an order granting development consent must be made to the Secretary of
State...

123.  Within Part 6, by section 90: (Emphasis applied)

1) The Examining authority's examination of the application is to take the form of consideration of
written representations about the application...

124. By section 91:

1) Subsections (2) and (3) apply where the Examining authority decides that it is necessary for the
Examining authority's examination of the application to include the consideration of oral
representations about a particular issue made at a hearing in order to ensure—

a) adequate examination of the issue, or
b) that an interested party has a fair chance to put the party's case.

2) The Examining authority must cause a hearing to be held for the purpose of receiving oral

representations about the issue...

125. By section 98: (Emphasis added)
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126.

127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

1)
2)

3)

The Examining authority is under a duty to complete the Examining authority's examination of the
application by the end of the period of 6 months beginning with the day after the start day.

The start day is the day on which the meeting required by section 88 is held or, if that meeting is
held on two or more days, the later or latest of those days.

The Examining authority is under a duty to make its report under section 74(2)(b) or 83(1)(b) by
the end of the period of 3 months beginning with —

a) the deadline for completion of its examination of the application ...

By section 99:

When the Examining authority has completed its examination of the application, it must inform each of
the interested parties of that fact.

Within Part 7, Chapter 1, by section 120: (Emphasis added)

1)

2)

3)
4)

5)

6)

7)

An order granting development consent may impose requirements in connection with the

development for which consent is granted.

The requirements may in particular include —

a) requirements corresponding to conditions which could have been imposed on the grant of any
permission, consent or authorisation, or the giving of any notice, which (but for section 33(1))
would have been required for the development;

b) requirements to obtain the approval of the Secretary of State or any other person, so far as
not within paragraph (a)...

An order granting development consent may make provision relating to, or to matters ancillary

to, the development for which consent is granted.

The provision that may be made under subsection (3) includes in particular provision for or relating

to any of the matters listed in Part 1 of Schedule 5.

An order granting development consent may—

¢) include any provision that appears to the Secretary of State to be necessary or expedient for

giving full effect to any other provision of the order;...

In subsection (5) “statutory provision” means a provision of an Act or of an instrument made
under an Act.

Subsections (3) to (6) are subject to subsection (8) and the following provisions of this Chapter.

By Part 1 of Schedule 5, The Matters, paragraph 1 provides: (Emphasis added)

The acquisition of land, compulsorily or by agreement.

Paragraph 6 provides:

Keeping electric lines installed above ground.

Paragraph 10 provides: (Emphasis added)

The protection of the property or interests of any person.

Within Part 7, Chapter 1, by section 122:
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132.

133.

134.

135.

1)

2)

3)

An order granting development consent may include provision authorising the compulsory
acquisition of land only if the Secretary of State is satisfied that the conditions in subsections (2)
and (3) are met.

The condition is that the land—

a) is required for the development to which the development consent relates,

b) is required to facilitate or is incidental to that development, or

c)

The condition is that there is a compelling case in the public interest for the land to be acquired
compulsorily.

Within Chapter 2, by section 153:

Schedule 6 (changes to, and revocation of, orders granting development consent) has effect.

Within Schedule 6, paragraph 1 provides:

1)
2)

3)
4)

5)
6)

This paragraph applies for the purposes of this Schedule.

“The applicant”, in relation to a development consent order, means the person who applied for
the order.

“A successor in title of the applicant” means a person who—

a) derives title to the land from the applicant (whether directly or indirectly), and

b) has an interest in the land.

“Development consent order” means an order granting development consent.
“The land”, in relation to a development consent order, means the land to which the order relates
or any part of that land.

By paragraph 2:

1)

2)

The Secretary of State may make a change to a development consent order if the Secretary of
State is satisfied that the change is not material. This is subject to sub-paragraph (13)...

In deciding whether a change is material, the Secretary of State must have regard to the effect of
the change, together with any previous changes made under this paragraph, on the development
consent order as originally made.

By paragraph 3: (Emphasis added)

1)
2)

3)

6)

The Secretary of State may by order make a change to, or revoke, a development consent order.
The power conferred by sub-paragraph (1) may be exercised only in accordance with—
a) the following provisions of this paragraph, and
b) paragraphs 4 and 5.
The power may be exercised without an application being made if the Secretary of State is

satisfied that—
a) the development consent order contains a significant error, and
b) it would not be appropriate for the error to be corrected by means of the power conferred

by paragraph 1 of Schedule 4 or paragraph 2 of this Schedule...
If a development consent order is changed or revoked in the exercise of the power conferred
by paragraph 3(1), the Secretary of State must give notice of the change or revocation to such
persons as may be prescribed...
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136.

By paragraph 5: (Emphasis added)

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)
6)
7)

This paragraph applies in relation to the power conferred by paragraph 3(1) to make a change

to, or revoke, a development consent order.

The power may not be exercised after the end of the period of 4 years beginning with the date on

which the relevant development was substantially completed.

Sub-paragraph (2) does not prevent the exercise of the power—

a) inrelation to requirements imposed by the development consent order in connection with the
relevant development, or

b) to revoke the development consent order.

The power includes power—

a) to require the removal or alteration of buildings or works;

b) to require the discontinuance of a use of land;

c) toimpose specified requirements in connection with the continuance of a use of land;

d) toimpose new requirements in connection with the relevant development;

e) toremove or alter existing requirements...

“The relevant development” is the development for which consent is granted by the development
consent order.
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137.

138.

139.

Case Law
The creation of a dangerous state of affairs by the planning Authority Liability

In Section F of its Written Submissions, ARU has referred previously to the relevant case law in relation
to the various matters including liability for personal injury resulting from the exercise of discretion under
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and refers the ExA and the Secretary of State to the same. NGET

disputes that law. Therefore, for convenience, ARU set out the salient aspects of that liability.

In Health and Safety Executive v Thames Trains Limited [2003] EWCA Civ 720, the Court of Appeal
affirmed the principle in Kane — that a planning authority was not immune from a negligence action
resulting from its decision. In Thames Trains, the Court of Appeal considered a situation where two trains
had collided partly due to a faultly signal. The Claimant sought contribution for damages from defendant
which had statutory powers of inspection and supervision through Railway Inspectorate. The Court
dismissed the appeal because, absent clear words, HSE no statutory duty giving rise to a private right of
action by passengers on trains under the Railways and Other Transport Systems (Approval of Works, Plant
and Equipment) Regulations 1994 . The Court did not suggest that Kane was wrong but instead considered

how it applied:

24. The pleading includes allegations of conduct whereby it is alleged that the HSE assumed
responsibility by their actual involvement in the design or positioning of SN109, or the safety of the track
outside Paddington generally; the allegation is also that the HSE permitted an unsafe signalling system,
not simply that they did nothing. It is arguable that the Stovin v Wise double condition requirement does
not apply outside the discretionary non-exercise of a power case. As to the first condition “irrationality”
in Kane v New Forest DC [2002] 1 WLR312 the Court of Appeal distinguished Stovin v Wise holding that
where a planning authority had “permitted” or “required” the construction of a foreseeably dangerous
footpath, or if they assumed responsibility for the removal of the danger, they were arguably liable for
the personal injury of the person who was injured. Irrationality was not the test. Furthermore
in Kane there was no suggestion that the second limb of |||} } | NEEEEE ictum wos applicable...

48. In Kane v. New Forest District Council [2002] 1 WLR 312, a local planning authority which permitted
or_required the construction of a foreseeably dangerous footpath were held to have assumed
responsibility to those, including the claimant, who might wish to use the footpath to see that it was not
open until the danger was removed. The court considered and distinguished Stovin v. Wise . On the facts
of that case, the defendants were not immune from a claim in negligence because they were exercising
a statutory function under planning legislation.

More recently, in Brown v South West Lakes Trust [2022] EWCA Civ 18, the Court of Appeal considered
section 1(1)(a) of the Occupiers Liability Act 1984. It cited Kane and affirmed the approach of its earlier

decision in Kane as follows: (Emphasis added)

47. 1 also agree with | thot the pleading in this case did not contain some of the detail that
might be expected in a claim for misfeasance on the part of a highway authority, for example by
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specifying the angle of the bend, and by specifying the angle recommended by prevailing standards.
That, however, is a different thing from saying that the claim did not disclose a reasonable cause of
action and that the claim did not have a real prospect of success. If the council (or its predecessor in title
to whose liabilities it had succeeded) constructed a highway with a bend which was more acute than
that _recommended by prevailing standards for reasonable, prudent and competent builders of
highways, and the acuteness of the bend was a cause of ||l oss of control and accident, then
the claim made by |l .cnd his children might have a real prospect of success, even if there would
be an inevitable and substantial reduction for contributory negligence on the part of || - This is
because such a claim against the council as the highway authority would be for misfeasance in
negligently creating a danger, rather than an impermissible claim against a highway authority for
nonfeasance. In these circumstances in my judgment the judge was wrong to strike out the particulars
of claim against the council and to give reverse summary judgment for the council.

Compulsory Acquisition and the Correct Approach in Law

140. InSection F of its Written Submissions, ARU has referred previously to the relevant case law in relation
to the various matters including compulsory acquisition of land and refers the ExA and the Secretary of

State to the same.

141. It is common ground with NGET as the Applicant that the Secretary of State was entitled in law to
grant up to as much of (or less than) the development as had been applied for. See Kent County Council v

Secretary of State for the Environment (1977) 33 P&CR 70 at 76.

142.  Importantly, however, NGET as the Applicant disputes the law in respect of compulsory purchase. In
essence, in respect of both spheres, NGET sets itself at odds with the High Court and Court of Appeal
judgments in respect of compulsory acquisition of land whereas ARU aligns itself with those judgments.
Therefore, ARU sets out below for convenience for the ExA and Secretary of State particular parts of

Section F that have emerged as highly relevant as at Deadline 6 (7" July 2026).

143.  Statutory provisions dealing with the calculation of compensation and interest were intended by
Parliament to protect the owner or occupier who was being dispossessed, the statutory provisions in issue
were to be construed in favour of the owner or occupier. See Chilton v Telford Development Corporation
[1987] 1 WLR 872 in which the Court of Appeal followed its then recent decision in Prest. In particular, as
at 1987, where there was a choice in relation to the construction of a statutory provision, that choice is

required by the common law to be construed in favour of the land owner:

So one is left here with a provision which has on its face an open-ended power granted to the acquiring
authority to act or not to act. It may at least be questioned whether that was entirely the intention of
Parliament in enacting what are essentially provisions for the protection of an owner or occupier who is
subjected to the necessary, but nevertheless draconian, powers of the acquiring authority to dispossess
him of his title and occupation of his land.
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For my part, in approaching the construction of these statutory provisions | have two concepts in mind:
first, to give to this part of the legislation, if it is open to do so, a purposive construction, bearing in mind
the general considerations and need for these provisions. Secondly, to bear in mind that it is a statute
which is depriving the citizen of his rights in property and his title, and the right to enjoy occupation of
his lands, or perhaps somebody else's lands...

... choosing between the two alternative approaches to this legislation, and | hope fairly recognising the
lacuna which exists for practical purposes in the day-to-day carrying out of these exercises, | adopt the
construction which is favourable to the owner and occupier of the land, because these sections, although
incidentally dealing with calculation of compensation and interest, were primarily enacted for the
protection of such a person...

144. That remains the correct approach as recently as 2011 when the Supreme Court applied the same in
its determining the correct approach to the construction of statutory terms relating to the development
of land in circumstances of compulsory purchase for development immediately after a compulsory
purchase order had been confirmed. See R(oao Sainsbury’s Supermarkets Ltd) Wolverhampton City Council

[2011] 1 AC 437.. The Supreme Court held:

11. Recently, in the High Court of Australia, |l soid in R & R Fazzolari Pty Ltd v Parramatta City
Council [2009] HCA 12, paras 40, 42, 43:
“40. Private property rights, although subject to compulsory acquisition by statute, have long
been hedged about by the common law with protections. These protections are not absolute but
take the form of interpretative approaches where statutes are said to affect such rights.”
“4q2. The attribution by Blackstone, of caution to the legislature in exercising its power over private
property, is reflected in what has been called a presumption, in the interpretation of statutes,
against an intention to interfere with vested property rights ...
“43. The terminology of ‘presumption’ is linked to that of ‘legislative intention’. As a practical
matter it means that, where a statute is capable of more than one construction, that
construction will be chosen which interferes least with private property rights.”

145.  NGET disagrees with the Court of Appeal in 1987 and with the Supreme Court in 2011. By contrast,
ARU agrees with both the Court of Appeal in 1987 and with the Supreme Court in 2011 and respectfully

invites the ExA, and in turn, the Secretary of State to also agree with those Courts in respect of their lawful

judgments.

146. The Supreme Court in Sainsbury’s Supermarkets Ltd also underscored the common law obligation on
the ExA (and the Secretary of State) to be “most carefully scrutinized” the evidence asserted (not by the

landowner but) by the acquiring authority by affirming in 2011 the Prest case:

10. In Prest v Secretary of State for Wales (1982) 81 LGR 193, ...
said, at pp 211-212:
“The taking of a person's land against his will is a serious invasion of his proprietary rights. The use
of statutory authority for the destruction of those rights requires to be most carefully scrutinised.
The courts must be vigilant to see to it that that authority is not abused. It must not be used unless it
is clear that the Secretary of State has allowed those rights to be violated by a decision based upon
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the right legal principles, adequate evidence and proper consideration of the factor which sways his
mind into confirmation of the order sought.”

147.  In respect of any ambiguity in relation to the evidence asserted by the Applicant, the Supreme Court

also affirmed Prest:

10. In Prest v Secretary of State for Wales (1982) 81 LGR 193, 198 | s¢/°
“ regard it as a principle of our constitutional law that no citizen is to be deprived of his land by any
public authority against his will, unless it is expressly authorised by Parliament and the public interest
decisively so demands ...”

148. The part of Prest cited above by the Supreme Court derives from a wider passage held by the Court of
Appeal (and applied in Chiltern by that Court in the following year (1987)). That is, in ||| SN NN
held:

These findings give rise to several points of law.
The use of compulsory purchase powers

The first is fundamental. To what extent is the Secretary of State entitled to use compulsory powers to
acquire the land of a private individual? It is clear that no Minister or public authority can acquire any
land compulsorily except the power to do so be given by Parliament: and Parliament only grants it, or
should only grant it, when it is necessary in the public interest. In any case, therefore, where the scales
are evenly balanced — for or against compulsory acquisition then the decision — by whomsoever it is
made — should come down against compulsory acquisition. | regard it as a principle of our constitutional
law that no citizen is to be deprived of his land by any public authority against his will, unless it is
expressly authorised by Parliament and the public interest decisively so demands: and then only on the
condition that proper compensation is paid, see Attorney-General v. De Keyser's Royal Hotel Ltd. (1920)
A.C. 508. If there is any reasonable doubt on the matter, the balance must be resolved in favour of the
citizen. This principle was well applied by ||} I » Brown v. Secretary of State for the
Environment (1978) P. & C.R. 285, where there were alternative sites available to the local authority,
including one owned by them. He said (at page 291):
“It seems to me that there is a very long and respectable tradition for the view that an authority
that seeks to dispossess a citizen of his land must do so by showing that it is necessary ... If, in fact,
the acquiring authority is itself in possession of other suitable land other land that is wholly suitable
for that purpose — then it seems to me that no reasonable Secretary of State faced with that fact
could come to the conclusion that it was necessary for the authority to acquire other land
compulsorily for precisely the same purpose.”

149. It remains plain as a pike staff that since 1986, the law has and continues some decades later to
require: “where the scales are evenly balanced — for or against compulsory acquisition then the decision
— by whomsoever it is made — should come down against compulsory acquisition “ and if there is “any
reasonable doubt on the matter, the balance must be resolved in favour of the citizen”. That is, where
there is an evidenced doubt — or ambiguity — the common law requires that ambiguity to be resolved in

favour of the citizen. This is yet another example of the public law equivalent of the private law concept
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of ‘contra proferentum’ approach being applied in the public law sphere of compulsory acquisition but

applied to the evaluation of evidence (as it is to the construction of statutes).

150. The “interpretation of planning policy is a matter for the court”. In the decision of the Supreme Court

in Tesco Stores Ltd. v Dundee City Council [2012] UKSC 13 , |} I he'd:

18... As in other areas of administrative law, the policies which it sets out are designed to secure
consistency and direction in the exercise of discretionary powers, while allowing a measure of flexibility
to be retained. Those considerations point away from the view that the meaning of the plan is in
principle a matter which each planning authority is entitled to determine from time to time as it
pleases, within the limits of rationality. On the contrary, these considerations suggest that in principle,
in this area of public administration as in others (as discussed, for example, in R (Raissi) v Secretary of
State for the Home Department ), policy statements should be interpreted objectively in accordance
with the language used, read as always in its proper context.
19. That is not to say that such statements should be construed as if they were statutory or contractual
provisions. Although a development plan has a legal status and legal effects, it is not analogous in its
nature or purpose to a statute or a contract. As has often been observed, development plans are full
of broad statements of policy, many of which may be mutually irreconcilable, so that in a particular
case one must give way to another. In addition, many of the provisions of development plans are
framed in language whose application to a given set of facts requires the exercise of judgment. Such
matters fall within the jurisdiction of planning authorities, and their exercise of their judgment can only
be challenged on the ground that it is irrational or perverse ( Tesco Stores Ltd v Secretary of State for
the Environment and ors, per ||} BB » 780)- Nevertheless, planning authorities do not live in
the world of Humpty Dumpty: they cannot make the development plan mean whatever they would like
it to mean.
20. The principal authority referred to in relation to this matter was the judgment of || i R v
Derbyshire County Council, ex |l (p 290). Properly understood, however, what was said there is
not inconsistent with the approach which I have described. In the passage in question, ||l stoted
‘If there is a dispute about the meaning of the words included in a policy document which a
planning authority is bound to take into account, it is of course for the court to determine as a
matter of law what the words are capable of meaning. If the decision maker attaches a meaning
to the words they are not properly capable of bearing, then it will have made an error of law, and
it will have failed properly to understand the policy.’ ...

151.  Tesco was applied in the sphere of the Planning Act 2008 in R(on the application of Save Stonehenge
World Heritage Site Limited) v Secretary of State for Transport [2021] EWHC 2161 (Admin), at Appendix 1,

paragraph 1(f): (Emphasis added)

The interpretation of planning policy is a matter for the court. In R (Scarisbrick v Secretary of State for
Communities and Local Government [2017] EWCA Civ 787, the Court of Appeal considered the
interpretation of national policy statement for nationally significant hazardous waste infrastructure
under the Planning Act 2008 . See paragraphs 5-S. || (with whom the other Lord Justices
agreed) held:
"19. The court's general approach to the interpretation of planning policy is well established and
clear (see the decision of the Supreme Court in Tesco Stores Ltd. v Dundee City Council [2012] UKSC
13, in particular the judgment of | ot paragraphs 17 to 19). The same approach applies
both to development plan policy and statements of government policy (see the judgment of i}
I / Suffolk Coastal District Council v Hopkins Homes Ltd. and Richborough Estates
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Partnership LLP v Cheshire East Borough Council [2017] UKSC 37, at paragraphs 22 to 26 ).
Statements of policy are to be interpreted objectively in accordance with the lanquage used, read
in_its proper context (see paragraph 18 of ||} jud9ment in Tesco Stores v Dundee City
Council ). The author of a planning policy is not free to interpret the policy so as to give it whatever
meaning he might choose in a particular case. The interpretation of planning policy is, in the end,
a matter for the court (see paragraph 18 of | judgment in Tesco v Dundee City
Council). But the role of the court should not be overstated. Even when dispute arises over the
interpretation of policy, it may not be decisive in the outcome of the proceedings. It is always
important to distinguish issues of the interpretation of policy, which are appropriate for judicial
analysis, from issues of planning judgment in the application of that policy, which are for the
decision-maker, whose exercise of planning judgment is subject only to review on public law
grounds (see paragraphs 24 to 26 of || /ucoment in Suffolk Coastal District
Council ). It is not suggested that those basic principles are inapplicable to the NPS —
notwithstanding the particular statutory framework within which it was prepared and is to be
used in decision making."
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FireWire | first

FireWire /'faio, waia/ noun. 1.20.
[oriGIN from FIRE noun + WiRE noun.
compuriv. (Proprietary name for) a standard high-speed
data connector for connecting different kinds of digital
device; the international standard governing this.

firework /' faswazk/ noun. mis.
|ORIGIN from FIRE noun + WoRK noun.|

»1 1 A combustible or explosive composition for use in
war; a machine charged with such a composition. Now
rare or obsolete. M16,

2 A device producing spectacular effects by the use of
combustibles; a rocket, squib, etc.; in pl. & tsing., a colour-
ful and spectacular display of such devices. ue.

Times Crowds gathered to ooh and aah at the riverboat proces-
sion and fireworks.
13 A set arrangement of such devices, forming a pictorial
orornamental design. L16-118.

4 In pl. A display of wit, passion, anger, etc. 1i7.

Today Ward was appointed manager of York City . . with the
brief to produce a few fireworks on the pitch

»{II 5 Work done by, in, or with fire. Only in 17,
6 A place where fuel is obtained; an apparatus for
working with fire. Only in17.
m fireworker noun t(a) an artillery officer or other person who is
concerned with explosives in war; (b) a person who makes fire-
works: E17.
firing /' taarm/ noun. LME.
[oriGin from FIRE verb + -ING'.)
1 The action of setting something on fire. tMe. *b The
action of catching fire. rare, e, *c The ignition of the
fuel in a cylinder of an internal-combustion engine. 119

m‘how meetings led. . to the firing and pulling
down of houses.

2 Material for a fire, fuel. us.
3 The discharging of a firearm etc. £16. *b sew-rivoive. The
ringing of all the bells in a peal at once. us.

R. BEaTson Night coming on, the firing on both sides ceased.

4 rarriery. Cauterizing. m17.

5 The sudden drying and death of the leaves of a plant.
uz.

6 The action of subjecting something to heat or fire;
baking, curing, us.

7 The action of supplying a furnace, boiler, etc. with fire
or fuel. na.

— coms.: firing line the front line of troops in a battle; fig. the fore-
front in any conflict: firing party a firing squad; firing point
(a) the temperature at which a flammable oil is liable to spontan-
eous combustion; (b) in target shooting, the position from which
the shots are fired; firing squad a group of soldiers detailed to
fire a salute at a military funeral or to shoot a condemned
person; firing step a board or ledge in a trench on which a
soldier stands to fire.

firk /fa:k/ verb. Also ferk.

[oricin Old English fercian, feercian, prob. from fier: see FaRe noun.]

1 verb trans. Bring, carry, conduct, OE-LME.

2 ta verb refl. & intrans. Urge oneself forward; move
quickly, hasten. me-u16. *b verb intrans. Move about
briskly: dance, frisk about, fidget. obsolete exc. Scot. & dial.
6.

3 verb trans. Urge, press hard; drive, drive away. Now only
foll. by off, out, up. LME.

4 verbtrans. Beat, whip, trounce. orch, m16.

-'\ poor rogue soundly firked at the post.

5 verb trans. Cheat, rob; get (money, a living) by cheating.
E17-E18.

- As from poor clients lawyers firk money.
u firker noun m7.

firkin /'fa:kin/ noun. LmE.
[oRIGIN Prob. from Middle Dutch dim. of vierde fourth: see -kin.]
1 Asmall cask for liquids, fish, butter, etc., originally con-
taining a quarter of a barrel. LME.
2 Aunit of capacity equal to half a kilderkin. Lme.

firlot /'fa:lot/ noun. Scot, Now rare or obsolete. 115.
[oriGin Anglo-Latin firlota, ferlota, ferthelota (13) prob. from Old
Norse [jordi hlotr fourth part: see FOURTH, LOT noun.]
(A container used as) a measure of capacity for corn etc.
equal to a quarter of a boll.

firm /form/ noun. ure.
[oriGIN Spanish & (in senses 2, 3) Italian firma, from medieval Latin
(cf. Farm noun), from Latin firmare strengthen, (in late Latin)
confirm by one’s signature, from firmus Firm adjective.]

11 One’s autograph signature. L16-m18.

2 The name under which the business of a commercial

enterprise is transacted. M18-mM19,
Trading under the firm of ‘Grant & Co.’

3 A partnership or company for carrying on a business; a
group of people working together, orig. (derog.) to further
their own interests; a (criminal) organization or gang; a
group of hospital doctors and their assistants, 118,

Vressiey was the working-member of the Foreign

The house was. ., decorated by the
atts and Company.

Ofhc

newly founc 1°m o1

b but, d dog, f few, g get. h he, j yes, k cat, | leg, m

long firm a group of swindlers obtaining goods without paying.
old firm collog. the or an established and reliable partnership: (O-
F-)a name for Celtic and Rangers Football Clubs.

firm /fo:m/ adjective & adverb. M.
[oricin Old French & mod. French ferme from Latin firmus.]

> A adjective. 1 Securely fixed; not easily moved; steady,
stable. mE.

OED Try whether the postis firm in the ground. H,\I]

the knots which you wished to be firm would come untied.
ifirm land dry land, solid earth; the mainland; terra firma. on
firm ground: see GROUND noun.

2 Not shaking or wavering; steady or controlled (esp. in
motion). LME.

ed man, would that thy knees were firm As is
thy purpos _He took my hand in his large firm
grasp.

3 Fixed, settled, established; (of a decree, law, etc.)
immutable; (of an offer) not liable to cancellation after
acceptance. LMe. b Assured, secure (as a possession
etc.). LMe-wm18, »ic Certain, sure; valid. LME-117.

[ spite of some misunderstandings. the old alli-
ance remained firm.

4 Of a person, personal attribute, or action: not easily

moved or swayed; steadfast; unwavering; resolute, deter-
mined. LME.

| am the count', replied he, in a firm tone.
e firm with her ., Assert your right to a little privacy.
"hey remained firm in the Catholic faith suffering
persecution . . and like misfortunes

5 Of solid or compact structure or texture; resistant to
pressure or impact; hard, sound, undecayed. LME.

subsoil is firm enough to take the weight of a
. U. BenTLey He had a firm, well-disciplined body.

bombing
16 Healthy, robust. Cf. INFIRM adjective. L16-118.

Pope Lamented youth! in life’s firm bloom he fell.

7 Of a price, commodity, etc.. maintaining a level or

value. m19.
sold was still climbing and the Deutschmark
remained firm. while the dollar was on the retreat.

— coms.: firmware conpuriig a permanent form of software built
into certain kinds of computers.

» B adverb. Firmly; so as to be or remain firm. Now chiefly
in hold firm, stand firm. me.
m firmish adjective somewhat firm w19, firmly adverb (me.
firmness noun M16.

firm /fa:m/ verb. mE.

[oriGin Partly (either through French fermer or directly) from Latin
Jirmare (see FIRM noun); partly a new formation on Firm adjective.]
>1 verb trans. 1 fa Establish, confirm, encourage (a
person etc), ratify, settle, strengthen (an agreement,
title, etc.). Me-g19. *tb Make (a document) valid by seal,
signature, etc.; sign (one’s name). e16-117. »c Foll. by up:
make immutable or not liable to cancellation, confirm.

collog. L20.

- has firm'd it with an Awfull Nod. b Your
Father's hand, Firm'd with his Signet. ¢ Il firm
up the deal later.

2 Make firm or fast; fix securely (esp. plants in soil); hold
firmly. LME.
Practical Gardening Firm the plant well in but don’t over
compact the soil
3 Make compact or resistant to pressure; solidify. Also
foll. by up. ue.

oggic and spungie grounds are.. . firmed by fre-
quent ouer-flowing them with Fords.
> I verb intrans. 4 Become firm; (of prices etc.) stabilize,
improve after a decline. Also foll. by up. us.
Timber Trades Journal The Scandinavian market, . . weak over

recent months, is now showing signs of firming. R. Wituiams
The whoie picture was beginning to firm up in my mind

firmament /faxmam(a)nt/ noun. Now literary. ME.
[oriGin Old French & mod. French from Latin firmamentum, from
firmare: see FIRM adjective, -MENT. ]
1 The arch or vault of heaven with its clouds and stars;
the sky, the heavens. Also formerly, heaven as God’s
dwelling place. me.

m\ low bank of cloud . . was slowly mounting over
[ rmament, concealing the stars.

2 A celestial sphere in Ptolemaic astronomy, spec. that of
the fixed stars. ME-m17.

f3 Anything which strengthens or supports; a substra-
tum, a foundation. LMe-E18.

firmamental /fo:ma'ment(a)l/ adjective. M6,
[ORIGIN from FIRMAMENT + -AL'.]
1 Of or pertaining to the firmament. mis.
2 Of the nature of a supporting framework or substra-
tum. Now rare or obsolete. 117

970

firman /faman, f5'ma:m/ noun. Also farman /'fa:man,
fa'mazn/. £17.
[oRIGIN Persian firmdn = Sanskrit pramana (right) measure, stand-
ard, authority.]
An edict or order issued by an Ottoman or Middle
Eastern ruler or official, esp. a grant, licence, or permit

tfirmitude noun. m6-18.
Latin firmitudo, from firmus FIRM adjective: see -TUDE.]
. solidity, strength, resolution.

firmity noun. Lme-£1s.
[oriGIN Old French & mod. French fermet¢, formed as Firm adjective,
Later refashioned after Latin firmitas: see -irv.]
Firmness, solidity, stability; allegiance.

ifirmless adjective. poet. 116-m13.
[oriGin from FIRm adjective + -LESS.]
Unsteady, shifting.

firn /fion/ noun. me.
|oriGIN German from Old High German firni old, rel. to Old Saxon
fern past, forn formerly, Old Norse forn ancient (Swedish forn
former).]
=NEVE.

firry /'to:ri/ adjective. £19,
[oRrIGIN from FIR +-¥.]
Having many firs; of or pertaining to the fir.

first /fa:sv adjective, adverb, & noun (ordinel numeral).

[oricin Old English fir{e)st = OId Frisian ferast, -est, ferst, Old High
German furist (furisto prince, whence German First), Old Norse
fyrstr, from Germanic superl., from Indo-European base also of
Latin primus, Greek protos, Sanskrit prathama.]

» A adjective. 1 Preceding all others in time, order, series,
succession, etc.; earliest in occurrence, existence, etc.;
basic; that is number one in a series; (represented by 1st).
ot. *b Occurring or presenting itself next after a given
point of time (expressed or implied). E17.

ach of the six first lines of the lliad might lose two
syllables. .. whose first wite had died

. .married a second lare in li | thought of the
firstsheep [ ever remember sel ril
evening. . the big trees in fir Memories from
my first two vears. ‘or the first few years of his
working li he had had to work every second Saturday.

b I shall get back to London by the first train.
first conjugation, first declension, etc.
2 Foremost or most advanced in position. oE.

QED The first horse in the race.

3 Foremost in rank, importance, or excellence. me. *b In
official titles: having precedence over all others. mi8.
F_uurage. a General's first Quality. Fi was
told a great deal about "the first people in
b first cellist, first lieutenant. First Lord of the Treasury, First Sea
Lord, first violin, etc.
» B odverb. 1 Before anyone or anything else, in time,
rank, serial order, etc. o€, *fb Originally. oe-£18.
fter greeting Rosemary and her mother he
waited for them to speak first. Proverb: First come, first served.
2 Before another specified or implied thing, time, event,
etc.; as the first point in a topic, argument, etc., in the
first place. me. *b In preference to something else;
rather; more likely. LmE.
tis impossible for the priest to remit the sins
of any unless they are first remitted by Christ. |. BucHan She
could scarcely refuse to give him breakfast first. e

. slipped off first one shoe and then the other:
Die? He'll bribe a gaoler or break prison first.
3 For the first time, then and not earlier. me.
-'ll.‘. surveyed people up and down when first making
their acquaintance, G. GREenE In this story of . . Hunca-Munca
.the unmistakable Potter style first appears.
4 ellipt. Travelling first class. L19. ]
»C nounI 1 The first person or thing of a category, series,
etc., identified contextually, as day of the month, (follow-
ing a proper name) person, esp. monarch or pope, of the
specified name, base in baseball, etc. mE.

OED He is always the first to find fault. S, BECKeTT [ was stopped
by asecond policeman, similarin all respects to the first.

2 The first part, the beginning. LmE.

all be able to stem the first of the flood.
was wrong from the first It was wrong to

begin with.
3 ueratory. The tincture first mentioned in a blazon. M16.
»II 4 gen. A person who or thing which is first. u16.
5 music. The highest part of a duet, trio, etc. t18.
6 Inpl. Goods of the best quality. e19. )
7 (A person having) a place in the first class of an examin-
ation; (the winner of) first place in a race etc. m19.
m'n gain a First, a Schelarship, . . seemed as difficult as
alng some great height. |. DioioN She took all the jumping
firsts at the . . horse show.
8 A first-class compartment, carriage, or section, on a

train etc. 20, )
9 A first edition (of a book). £20.

man, n no, p pen, r red, s sit, t top, v van, w we, z zoo, [ she, 3 vision, § thin, d this, y ring, || chip, d3 jar
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10 = first gear below. E20. )

11 The first known or discovered example of a thing; a
first instance or occurrence, esp. of something notable.
M20.

'I'm sorry about that, Paul,’ That made another
first: they had not used Christian names before.

— PHRASES ETC.: after first brush: see BrUsH noun® 1. at first at the
beginning. at first blush: see gLusH noun 1. at first brush: see
BRUSH noun? 1. at the first blush: see 8LUsH noun 1. come in first
win a race. double first: see poUBLE adjective & adverb. feet first
(@) with the feet in front; (b) collog. in a coffin, dead. first and
foremost first(ly) and most important(ly). first and last taking
one thing with another, all in all, from start to finish. first in,
first out (a) (of a system of accounting) in which the goods first
acquired by a company are valued as though they are the first to
be sold; (b] compunnc (designating or pertaining to) a procedure in
which the item removed from a buffer, queue, etc., is always the
one that has been in the longest. first of all before anyone or
anything else, firstly. first off collog. (orig. US) at first, 1o begin
with. first or last sooner or later. first past the post (designat-
ing) the winner of an election by virtue of receiving the most
votes though perhaps not having an absolute majority. first up
collog. first of all, at the first attempt. first-wicket partnership: see
wickeT 3b. from first to last throughout. from the first from
the beginning, for the first time: see FOR preposition. head first
with the head in front. in the first flight: see FUGHT noun’. in the
first instance: see INSTANCE noun. in the first place first, firstly;
to begin with. of the first head: see HEAD noun. of the first order
[French du premier ordre] outstanding, excellent. of the first
water: see WATER noun 10b. on first blush, on the first blush: see
BLUSH noun 1. the first the beginning; even one elementary thing
(about).

— SPECIAL COLLOCATIONS & coms.; (As ordinal) Forming compound
ordinal numerals with multiples of ten, as forty-first (41st), five-
thousand-and-first (5001st), etc. (As adjective.) first aid help
given to an injured person (until medical treatment is available):
first-aid post, a place where first aid is available. first-aider a
person trained or skilled in first aid. first base: see BASE noun'.
first blood: see BLoOD noun. first blush: see BLUSH noun 1.
firstborn adjective & noun (a) odjective that is born first, eldest;
() noun one’s first or eldest child. first brush: see BRUSH noun® 1.
First Cause: see cAusE noun. first chop: see cop noun®. first coat a
first layer of paint etc. first comer a first or earliest arrival. First
Consul: see consuL 2. first cost = prime cost s.v. PRIME adjective.
first cousin: see cousin noun 1. first cross the crossing of two
pure breeds; an offspring of such a cross. first day (a) Sunday,
esp. among the Society of Friends; (b) the first day of issue of
stamps etc.; ( first-day cover: sec COVER noun’). first degree spec.
{a) the least serious category of burn; (b) the most serious cat-
egory of crime [pn‘ndpn? in'the first degree: see PRINCIPAL noun
2a). first-degree adjective (a) (of a burn) affecting only the epider-
mis; (b) US (of murder) premeditated and without mitigating cir-
cumstances. first derivative: see DERIVATIVE noun 3. first edition
the first printed form in which a book etc. is published; the
whole number of copies in this form; one copy in this form. first
finger the finger next to the thumb. first floor the floor imme-
diately above the ground floor; N. Amer. the ground floor. First
Folio see Fouo noun. first-foot noun & verb (chiefly Scot.) (a) noun
the first person to cross the threshold in the New Year: (b) verb
intrans, be such a person; go on a round of visits as a New Year
begins (chiefly as first-footing verbal noun). first-footer a person
who first-foots or goes first-footing. first fruits (a) the first prod-
ucts of agriculture for the season, esp. as offered to God, fig. the
first results of work etc.; (b) hist. a payment to a superior by the
new holder of an office, esp. an ecclesiastical office. first gear
the lowest or bottom forward gear in a motor vehicle, bicycle,
etc. first-generation adjective (of a computer) distinguished by
the use of vacuum tubes and belonging essentially to the period
1945-55. first good: see GooD noun. first INTENTION first lady the
most important lady; US spec. the wife of the President, or
another appointed woman acting as hostess for him. first
language one’s native language. first lesson: see LESSON noun 2.
first uEuTenant. first light the time when light first appears in
the morning. first line (orig. muray) the line of fighting forces or
fig. the group of people who are most advanced or of the highest
quality. First Lord of the Treasury: see TREASURY. first love (the
emotion felt) the first time one falls in love; the person with
whom one falls in love for the first time; one's favourite occupa-
tion, possession, etc. first mover. first name a person’s personal
given or Christian name, as opp. to his or her surname (on first-
name terms, sufficiently friendly to address each other by first
names). first-name verb trans. address by first name, be on first-
name terms with. First Nation (in Canada) an indigenous
American Indian community officially recognized as an adminis-
trative unit, or functioning as such. first night the first public
performance of a play etc. first-nighter a person who attends a
first night or first nights. first offender an offender against the
Jaw against whom no previous conviction is recorded. first
officer (a) the mate on a merchant ship; (b) the second in
command to the captain on an aircraft. first person: see PERSON
noun. first position (a) music the lowest possible position of the
hand on the fingerboard of a stringed instrument; (b} sALLT a dis-
position of the body in which the legs are together with heels
touching, and the toes are turned out at a right angle. first post:
see pOST noun®. first quarter: see QUARTER noun 7b. first reading
the first of three successive occasions on which a bill must have
been presented to a legislature before it becomes law, permit-
ting its introduction. first refusal: see REFUSAL 2. first responder
N. Amer. a person whose job entails being the first on the scene of
an emergency, e.g. a firefighter or police officer, first school a
primary school intended for children between a'ges of s and
8 or g. First Sea Lord: see SEA. First Secretary: sec SECRETARY noun.
first sergeant US the highest ranking non-conimissioned officer
in a company. first sound. see sOUND noun. first storey: see
sToRrey noun. first strike an aggressive attack with nuclear
weapons before their use by the enemy. first string: see STRING
noun. first thing {a) the most elementary or rudimentary thing
(freq. in not know the first thing about). () adverb (coliog.) before
anything else; (c) first things first, the most important things
before any others. first-time buyer a person seeking to buy a

a cat, a: arm, & bed, o her, 1 sit, i cosy, i see, o hot,

home who has not previously owned one and so has none to sell.
first-timer a person who does or is something for the first time.
First War = First World War s.v. WORLD. first water: see WATER
noun 10. First World (a) hist. the US and USSR; (b) the developed
countries apart from the (former) Communist bloc. First World
War: see WORLD noun.

u firstness noun LME.

first class /fa:s(0) 'klas; as adjective also 'Tars(U)klazs! noun
phr. adjective, & adverb. As adjective & adverb usu. first-
class. 118.

[oRriGIN from FIRST adjective + cLASS noun.]

» A noun phr. The first (usu. the highest) of a series of
classes into which people or things are grouped; a set of
people or things grouped together as better than others:
the best accommodation in a train, boat, aircraft, etc;
mail given preferential treatment: a compartment of a
train etc. offering the best accommodation; (a person
with) a place in the highest division of an examination
list. 118.

» B adjective. Belonging to, achieving, travelling by, etc.,
the first class; of the best quality, very good; of the
highest order. M19.

0 d to develop into a first-class crisis.
bas of the university intake, with a
Wrst-class degree. Himes 1he price of the first class stamp has
remained at 17p since September 1984.
— comB.: first-classman a person with a first-class degree.

» € adverb. By first-class accommodation in a train, boat,
aircraft, etc.; by first-class mail: collog. excellently. 119.

first hand /fa:sthand; as adjective also ‘fa:sthand/ noun phr.,
adjective, & adverb. As adjective & adverb (now usu.) first-
hand. ms.
[oRIGIN from FIRST adjective + HAND noun.]

» A noun phr. at first hand, directly from the first source,
without intermediate agency. M18.

» B adjective. Of or pertaining to the first source, original;
coming direct from the first source, derived from per
sonal experience. Mis.

InA TAYLOR She had no first-hand knowledge of the subject.

» C adverb. Directly from the first source, at first hand. m19.

wwwfictionpress.com She knew first-hand how dangerous Ellen’s
temper could be.

firstling /'fa:s(1)ln/ noun & adjective. M16.
[oRiGIN from FIRST adjective +-LING'.]

» A noun. The first product or result of something; the first
offspring of a season. Usu. in pl. m16.

» B attrib. or as adjective. That is the first product or result;
firstborn. E17.

firstly / fa:s()li/ adverb. mie.
|oriGIN from FIRST adjective + -Lv*.]

As the first point in a topic, argument, etc.; in the first
place,

first-rate /fa:s(U)'ren; as adjective also ‘fais(Urei/  noun,
adjective, & adverb, Also (usual form in sense A.1) first rate.
M17.

[oriGIn from FIRST adjective + RATE noun*.]

» A noun. 1 hist. The highest of the rates or classes by
which warships were distinguished according to the
number of guns they carried. mM17.

2 A warship of the first rate (hist); a person or thing of the
highest class or rank (now rare). 117.

» B adjective. 1 hist. Of a warship: of the first rate. n7.

2 Of the highest class or excellence; extremely good,
excellent. collog. m18.

-s long as France remained a first-rate power,
rmisfortune was to be a merely first-rate painter
inan age of geniuses

» C adverb. Excellently, very well. collog. M19.

mmu‘ro looking first-rate’ ‘And you, Sicily evidently
agrees you',

m first-rater noun a first-rate person or thing 19,

firth /f2:0/ noun'. Chiefly N. English poet. Now rare or obsolete.
LME.
[oriGIN Metath. var. of FRITH noun.]
A (hunting) forest; a coppice, a small wood.

firth /f2:0/ noun®, Orig. Scot. LME.
|oricin Old Norse fipror Floro: cf. FRITH noun.]
An arm of the sea; a river estuary.

fisc /fisk/ noun. Also (scots taw) fisk. L16.
[oRiGIN French, or Latin Fiscus rush-basket, purse, treasury.]

1 hist. Orig. the private treasury of the Roman emperors,
later developing into a public treasury but retaining con-
siderable imperial control. 116, *b An exchequer. Now
rare. L16.

2 scors taw. The public treasury or Crown to which estates
lapse by escheat; the revenue to the Crown by escheat.
Formerly also, the right of the Crown to the estate of a
rebel. obsolete exc. hist. 117.

fiscal /'isk(a)l/ adjective & noun. mi6.
[oricin French, or Latin fiscalis, from fiscus treasury: see FIsc.)

» A adjective. 1 Of or pertaining to a treasury. Now chiefly,
of or pertaining to governmental financial matters. M.

saw, A run, o put, w too. 3 ago, s My. av how, e day. av no.

first class | fish

2 Of or pertaining to financial matters in general. Chiefly
Us. m9.

— spEciAL coLLocaTIONS: fiscal agent a bank or trust company
appointed by a corporation etc. to act as its financial representa-
tive. fiscal drag economics (a deflationary effect on economic
growth caused by) the tendency of tax yields to increase at a
higher rate than inflation when tax allowances remain fixed.
fiscal engineer US a specialist in fiscal engineering. fiscal
engineering US management of the finances of a firm so as to
take maximum advantage of tax exemptions etc. fiscal year
{chiefly N. Amer) a financial year (for the US Government, begin-
ning 1 October (before 1976, 1]July)).

»B noun. 1 A legal official in any of various countries,
having the function of public prosecutor and (in the
Netherlands and formerly in Dutch Colonies) esp. con-
cerned with revenue. Formerly also, an official of the
treasury. m16. *b Scot. = procurator fiscal s.v. PROCURATOR
3. 116.

2 [Afrikaans fiskaal = public official (cf. sense 1), hangman, from the
birds' habit of impaling prey on thorns.] Any of a number of
largely black and white African shrikes of the genus
Lanius, spec. L. collaris. Freq. fiscal shrike, fiscal bird. Orig.
S, Afr. 8.

3 A stamp given as a receipt for a payment of tax etc. M19.

4 A fiscal year (specified by a following date). Chiefly US.
M20.

National Observer (US) Both houses . . approved a preliminary
budget resolution setting forth targets. . for fiscal 1977, which
begins Oct. 1.

u fiscality /fiskaliti/ noun (a) exclusive or excessive regard to
fiscal matters; (b) in pl., fiscal matters: £19. fiscally adverb from a
fiscal point of view m19.

Fischer-Tropsch /fif>'trop[/ noun. m20.
[oricin from) 1948), and H. Tropsch (1889-1935),
German chel 5
chemisTay. Used attrib. to designate a process which produces
hydrocarbons etc. through the catalytic hydrogenation of
carbon monoxide.

fiscus /'fiskos/ noun. P1. fisci /'fiskar. m17.
[oRIGIN Latin: see FIsc.]
=FIsC1,1b.

-t,oinetl silver dollars were lying idle in the Mexican
1SCUS.

fisgig noun & adjective var. of FIZciG noun’ & adjective.

fish /i]/ noun', P1. same, -es /-1z/.

[oriGin OId English fist = Old Frisian fisk, Old Saxon, 0ld High
German fisc (Dutch visch, German Fisch), Old Norse fiskr, Gothic fisks,
cogn. with Latin piscis, from Indo-European.]

1 Orig., any animal living exclusively in water (now only
as and elem. of comb., as crayfish, cuttlefish, jellyfish,
shellfish, and in cookery). Now, any of a large and varied
group of cold-blooded aquatic vertebrates possessing
gills and fins. ok *b In full tin fish. A torpedo. nautical
slang. £20. *¢ A dollar. U slang. E20.

m’(lllhl a hundred fish doyou?. . Would it be enough
’

angelfish, anglerfish. bluefish, catfish. codfish, dogfish. hagfish,
monkfish, etc.

2 (Usu. F-) In pl. The constellation and zodiacal sign
Pisces. OE.

I ¢! <ot you were born under the Fish
3 The flesh of fish, esp. as food (opp. flesh, fow). mE.
4 Usu. with preceding (derog.) acjective A person. collog.
M8,

-('I' family . . were cold fish to a man.

— PHRASES: a fish out of water a person not in accustomed or pre-
ferred surroundings. a nice kettle of fish, a pretty kettle of fish:
see KETTLE noun 1. be Foob for fishes. blind fish: sec BunD adjective.
bony fish: see sony adjective. cartiloginous fish: see carTI-
LAGINOUS 1. cry stinking fish: see sTnkiNG adjective. drink like a
fish drink (esp. alcohol) excessively. feed the fishes: see FEED
verb. fish and chips fried fish with fried chipped potatoes.
Flying Fish: see FLvinG ppl adjective. have other fish to fry have
more important business to attend to. kettle of fish: see KETTLE 1.
neither fish, nor flesh, nor good red herring of indefinite
character. queer fish: sce QuEER adjective & noun. royal fish
whales, porpoises, and sturgeon, if caught near the coast or cast
ashore belonging to the Crown, or in the Duchy of Cornwall to
the Prince of Wales. soup and fish: see soup noun. Southern Fish:
see SOUTHERN, stinking fish: see sTnkinG adjective. walking fish:
see WALKING ppl adjective. wet fish: see WeT adjective. ye gods and
little fishes: see Gob noun.

— comg.. fish basket (a) a basket for carrying fish; (b) US a creel for
catching fish; fishbowl a (usu. glass) bowl in which to keep live
(esp. ornamental) fish: fishcake a small cake of flaked or minced
fish and mashed potato, often coated in batter or breadcrumbs
and fried: fish-carver a knife for serving fish; fish-day (now arch.
or hist.) a day on which fish is eaten: a fast day; fish eagle any
eagle or other large bird of prey that feeds on fish; spec. any of
certain eagles of the genus Halietus; fish-eaters a knife and fork
for eating fish: fisheye noun & adjective (a) noun a variety of moon-
stone: a diamond, an imitation diamond: (b) adjective (of a lens)
wide-angled with a curved front; fish farm a place where fish
are bred for food; fish-farmer a person engaged in fish-farming;
fish-farming the breeding of fish for food: fish finger an
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lassy me /'lasi mi interjection. slang. wns,
[oRIGIN Perh. contr. of Lord save me.]
Expr. surprise.

last /lazsv noun'.
[oricin OId English last (masc., sense 1), List (fem., sense 2), lste
(sense 3) = Middle Low German lést(e, Dutch leest, Old High German
leist (German Leisten) a last, Old Norse leistr foot, sock, Gothic laists-
fnatp]rint, track, from Germanic base meaning ‘follow": cf. LasT
verb.

1 A footstep, a track, a trace. Latterly only in not a last,
nothing, not at all. 0E-u15.

12 Aboot. Only in ok.

3 A shoemaker's model of the foot, for shaping and

repairing boots and shoes. o€,
stick to one’s last refrain from meddling in matters one does
not understand.

last /la:sv/ noun?.
[oriGIN Old English hlst = OId Frisian hlest, Middle & mod. Low
German, Middle Dutch & mod. Dutch last, Old High German hlast
(German Last), from West Germanic base repr. also by Old Norse
hlass load, from Germanic base of LADE verb.]

1 Aload, aburden, a weight carried. OE-LME.

2 A commercial denomination of weight, ca pacity, or
quantity, varying for different kinds of goods and in dif:
ferent localities, e.g. 12 sacks of wool, 12 barrels of cod, 10
quarters of malt or grain. Me. »fb transf, A huge indefinite
number, LME-E18.

3 Aunitin the measurement of a ship's burden equal to 2
tons (occas. 1 ton). M17-118,

last /la:st/ noun?. absolete exc. hist. LOE.
[oriGIN Anglo-Latin lastum, lestum {Domesday Book lest), used for
LATHE noun’.)
= LATHE noun'. Also, an administrative assembly in Kent
(more fully last-court).

last /la:si/ noun®. M.
[oRiGIN from LasT verb'.]
1 Continuance, duration. Now rare. M.
2 Power of holding on or out; staying power. £17.

last /la:si/ verb?,

[oriGin Old English lstan, corresp. to Old Frisian lasta, 1dsta fulfil,
Old Saxon lestian execute, Old High German, German leisten afford,
yield, ]Gathic laistjan follow, from Germanic, from base also of LasT
noun’'.

1 verb trans, Orig., follow (a leader); pursue (a course, a
practice). Later, carry out (a command, a promise); pay
(tribute); maintain (peace). oE-115.

2 verb intrans. Of a state of things, a process, a period of
time: continue, endure, go on. ok. b With compl. pre-
position phr.: continue in a specified condition, course of
action, etc. ME-M17.

m‘e must have had a lot of wine because our lunch

asted long after everybody left. H. BALEy Ashort shar .
which would fast perhaps six months. b n
perpetual fight they needs must last Endl E ion
will be found.

3 a verb intrans. Hold out; continue fresh, unbroken,
unimpaired, effective, etc. Of a person (also foll. by out):
manage to continue in a post, a course of action, etc.:
remain alive. me. vb verb trans. & intrans. Of provisions,
resources, etc.: remain sufficient for the needs of (a
person etc.) throughout a period. ME. *c verb trans. Con-
tinue in vigour as long as or longer than (now usu. foll.
by out); hold out under or against. ME.

‘ee weel
rnered and stowed away enough
2 lifetim {e finished
ng it las enough cash

. 2
his cigarette slowly, mal
tolast for two or three months.

 last the pace: see pace noun'.
t4 verb intrans, Extend in space; reach, stretch. ME-L16.

last /la:st/ verb? trans. €17,
[ORIGIN from LAST noun'. |
Put (a boot or shoe) on a last.

last /la:sv adverb, adjective, & noun®,
[oriGIN Old English latost, (Northumbrian) letest, corresp. to Old
Frisian letast, lest, Old Saxon latst, last, letist (Dutch laatst, lest, Old
High German lazzdst, lez zist (German letzt), Old Norse latastr), from
Germanic superl. of base of LATE adjective, adverb: see -£sT". Latest is a
new formation on late.]

> A adverb. 1 After all others in a series; at the end. o,

Paul comes out last carrying an accordion.

2 On the occasion next before the present; most recently.

ME. vy

SHELLEY When did you see him la
days have passed since | last addr Ol

3 As'the final thing to be mentioned or considered; in the
last place, lastly. mE.

SHAKES. 2 Hen. IV First my fear, then my curtsy. last my speech

4 Inthe end, finally. m17.

Drypen Pleas'd with his Idol, he . . Adores; and last the Thing
ador'd, desires

@ cat, a: arm, £ bed, o her, 1 sit, i cosy. i see, b hot, o saw, A run, o put, u:

» B adjective. 1 Following all the others in time, order,
series, succession, or enumeration; subsequent to all
others in occurrence, existence, etc.; emphatic last in order
of likelihood, suitability, preference, etc. (With a car-
dinal numeral now placed before the numeral, exc.
when in sense ‘last-mentioned’, formerly usu. after the
numeral.) ME. *b Extreme or remotest in space or pos-
ition. Formerly also, rearmost. Now rare. LME.

— I's the last night we may be together, £, 0'NeiLL The
cockney seems about to challenge this last statement. E. Bowen
The Major was making his lastg rough the orchards
before shutting up the house. She was the last of a
clan which had been founded SOme centuries before. A, WiLson
The subject ol’hisW\ms the last thing that Bernard
wished to discuss. .. read the Oxford edition
from the first page to the last. Fast Forward Uncle Buck is the
last person you'd choose to look after the kids

2 spec. Belonging to the final stages, esp. of a person’s life
or the world's existence; relating to death or the end of
the world. mE.

- with his last breath, abjured the heresy.
noments of men who had died in hospital.

3 Occurring or presenting itself next before the present
or existing time; most recent, latest. (With a common
noun after the or (emphasizing recentness) this or these or
without article or demonstrative; with the name of a
month, of a day of the week, etc., placed before or (more
formally) after the noun.) LME.

Marvew Having writ to you lag t was half-past
three On Easter Tuesday last loward had fetched
it last time. M. Amis These last few I've had no time for

reading.

4 Remaining or arrived at after others have disappeared
or have been removed, exhausted, or spent; the only
remaining. LME.

he . would count the change to the last half:
vaited until the last man had left,

penny.|
5 Reaching its ultimate limit; attaining a degree beyond
which one cannot go; utmost, extreme. Now chiefly in of
the last importance. LME.

injury and insult

1ce In their naval WaTTare:

6 After which there is nothing to be done or said; final,
conclusive, definitive. Now only in last word below. m7.

'hatever shall be the last decision of the law.

the last excess of
. was of the last import-

» C absol. as noun. 1 After prepositions, esp. at: the last
point of time, the end (see phrs. below). Me.

2 The last person or thing of a category, series, etc.; the
one coming at the end of a series arranged in order of
rank or estimation, the lowest, (Foll. by of.) tme,

Pore Oh may some spark of your celestial five The last, the
meanest of your sons inspire. |. K. JEROME To give the lad time
between each lesson to forget what he learned at the last

3 spec. The last day or last moments of life; the end of life,
death. Chiefly with possess. LME.

] s he drew nigh his last his sufferings gave little
intervals of rest

4 The concluding, last remaining, or most recent partofa
thing; spec. (now N. Amer.) the last day of a month. m1s.

urin comes in .. and overhears the last of her prayer.
DyLaN THomAS She's down Lo the last of the elderflower wine,

5 With a demonstrative, relative, etc., adjective: the last-
mentioned person or thing. m1s.

Yith a Fireship and 3 Tenders, which last had not a
constant crew.

6 With possess. adjective: one’s last performance of a
certain act (implied by the verb). Esp. in breathe one's
last (sc. one's last breath). ue.

Aopison The swans . . now sung their last, and dy'd,

7 With a possess.: a person’s most recent letter, Now
chiefly in commercial use. 116.

By your last from Dublin | may guess this will find
you at Kilkenny.

8 The last mention or sight of a person or thing. Esp. in
hear the last of, see the last of. collog. ms.

— SPECIAL COLLOCATIONS, PHRASES, & coMB. (of adverb, adjective, &
noun): at last in the end, finally; after a long time, at length. at
long last eventually but only after much delay. at the last orch, =
at last above. at the long last (now rare or obsolete) = at long last
above. every last: sec every adjective 1. first and lost: see First
adverb. first or last: see FirsT adverb. four last things (mzotocy) the
four things (death, judgement, heaven, and hell) studied in
eschatology. from first to last: sec First noun. have the last laugh:
see LAUGH noun. if it’s the last thing I do (in emphasizing one's
intention or desire to do a thing) even if | die after doing that. fin
the last rare finally, in the end. in the last analysis: see ANALYSIS 1,
last across (the road) a children’s game in which the object is
to be the last to cross a road (or railway) in the path of an
approaching vehicle (or*train). last assize(s): see Assize noun 3.
last but not least last in order of mention or occurrence but not
of importance. last but one (the one) immediately preceding
the final or most recent. last but two (the) next but one before
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lassy me | lastly

the final or most recent. last day (a) (now dial.) yesterday:; (b) (Last
Day) the Day of Judgement. last days (a) the concluding period in
the life or history of a person etc.; (b} the period including and
immediately preceding the Last Judgement. last ditch: see oirch
noun. last-ditch adjective (of opposition, resistance, etc.) main-
tained to the end; (of an effort etc) made at the last minute in an
attempt to avert disaster. last end arch. & dial. the very end; esp. the
end of life, death. last evening yesterday evening. last gasp: see
Gasp noun, flast hand the finishing touches. last home the
grave. last honours: see HONOUR noun. last hurrah (orig. US) the
final act in a politician's career; tiansf. any final performance or
effort. last in, first out (a) (of a system of employment) in which
those most recently recruited are the first to be made redundant:
(b) (of a system of accounting) in which the goods most recently
acquired by a company are valued as though they are the first to
be sold; (c) compuring {designating or pertaining to) a procedure in
which the item removed from a buffer, queue, etc., is always the
one most recently added. Last Judgement: see JuDGEMENT 2. last
lap: see LAP noun’. last man cricker the batsman who goes in to bat
last. last minute the time immediately before a critical event.
last-minute adjective performed, occurring, bought, etc. at the
latest possible time. last moment = Jast minute above, last-
moment odjective = last-minute adjective above, last morning
yesterday morning. last name a surname. last night yesterday
night. last office(s): see oFrice noun 5. last of the Mohicans: see
Morican noun. tlast past (a) (with dates) = sense B.3 above; (b) (of
a period of time) extending to the present, {the) past (year etc.).
last post: see PoST noun®, last quarter: sec QUARTER noun 7b. last
resort: see RESORT noun. last rites, last sacraments (Rowman carvouc
CHURCH) the sacraments (the Eucharist and extreme unction)
administered to the dying. last sleep: see steep noun. last straw:
see STRAW noun. Last Supper: caten by Jesus and his disciples on
the eve of the Crucifixion. last thing (at night) as one’s final act
before going to bed. last things = four last things above. last
trump the trumpet call that some believe will wake the dead on
the Day of Judgement. last will and testament: see wiLL noun'.
last word (a) the final pronouncement on a subject, after which
there is nothing more to be said: have the last word, speak in
such a way as to close an argument; (b) (fig the finest, most
advanced, etc., example of its kind; the latest fashion. last words
a person's last recorded remark before dying; famous last
words, (an ironical comment on or rejoinder to} an overconfi-
dent or boastful assertion that may well be proved wrong by
events. on one’s last legs: see Lec noun, pay one's last respects:
see RESPECT noun. second last = last but one above. Seven Last
Words: see woro noun. the last rose: see Rose noun. third last =
last but two above. to the last up to the end; esp. up to the last
moment of life.

lastage /'la:stids/ noun. obsolete exc. hist. Lme.
[oRIGIN Anglo-Norman, Old French & mod. French lestage (medieval
Latin lestagium), from lest LAST noun?.]
1 A toll payable by traders attending fairs and markets.
LME.
t2 The ballast of a ship. LME-m18.
3 A payment for liberty to load a ship; a port duty levied
at so much per last of cargo. LM,

laster /'la:sto/ noun', 1.
[oRIGIN from LAST verb® + -Er'.]
A person who or thing which lasts; spec. (a) a fruit that
keeps well; (b) a person who has staying power.

laster /'la:sto/ noun®, s,
[ORIGIN from LAST noun’ or verb” + -Er'.]
A worker who shapes a boot or shoe by fixing the parts
smoothly on a last.

Lastex /'lasteks/ noun. Also I-. m2o.
[oRIGIN from E)LAST(1C + -ex (arbitrary ending).)
(Proprietary name for) an elastic yarn formed from a
combination of rubber or man-made elastomeric fibres
with silk, cotton, or rayon, used in the manufacture of
corsetry etc.

lasting /"la:sty/ noun'. me,
[oriGIN from LasT verb’ + -inG'.)
The action of LAsT verb’; continuance, duration, perman-
ence,

— come.: lasting power staying power.

lasting /la:suny/ adjective & noun?. m.
[oriGin from LAST verb' + -inG2.)

» A adjective. 1 Of long continuance, persistent; perman-
ent, enduring. In early use freq, everlasting. me.

_L;Ep & lasting 1I'I(‘n{i§i}ipx—w
nake a lasting impression on Solzhenitsyn.

2 Of a material substance: durable. Formerly, of provi-
sions, fruit, etc.: keeping well. ME.

I ok cloth is neither so lasting, nor of so good
adye as the Dutch.

3 Ofaracehorse: possessed of staying power. slang. g1,

» B absol. as noun. A durable kind of cloth; = EVERLASTING
noun 3. M18.
u lastingly adverb me. lastingness noun me.

lastly 'la:stli/ adverb, Lme.
[oRIGIN from LAST adjective + -1y?.]

1 At the end; finally. Now only, as the last in a series of
items, operations, points in a discourse, etc.; in conclu-
sion. LME,

jcoat was laid on
blackness; and fastly a third

12 Very lately, recently. L16-m17.
3 Decisively, once and for all. E-m17.

-+ then another coat for increased

too. 5 ago, a1 my, av how, e day, oo no, & hair, 1o near, » boy, va poor, e tire, aves sour
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1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

21

2.2

APPLICATION BY NATIONAL GRID ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION PLC
FOR
A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
PURSUANT TO SECTION 37 PLANNING ACT 2008
FOR
THE NORWICH TO TILBURY ELECTRIC LINE ABOVE GROUND

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE: EN020027
WITNESS STATEMENT

On behalf:
Interested Party Reference Number: NN

BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATION

My name i<

I am a Solicitor, Senior Associate at Birketts LLP and act for Anglia Ruskin University
(“ARU”). In my role, | advise ARU regarding legal matters including in relation to the
proposed National Grid (“NGET”) (Norwich To Tilbury) Order (the “Order”).

The facts and matters set out in this statement are within my own knowledge unless
otherwise stated, and | believe them to be true. Where | refer to information supplied by
others, the source of the information is identified; facts and matters derived from other
sources are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

There is now produced and shown to me a bundle of true copy documents marked
“Exhibit BY1”. All references to documents in this statement are to Exhibit BY1 unless
otherwise stated. References to tab numbers in this statement are to the respective tabs
in Exhibit BY1 in the format BY1/[x]

INTRODUCTION

This witness statement describes the position regarding the removal of Plot 8/42 from
the Book of Reference, the Draft DCO and alterations required to plans.

In the Third Witness Statement of |l S of ARU (also submitted
alongside this Witness Statement in advance of Deadline 8) she describes ARU’s
engagement with NGET and UKPN and the current position being taken by NGET in
respect of ARU Writtle in respect of the proposed development by NGET under the Order.
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23

24

3.1

3.2

3.3

41

My evidence should be read with the other witness statements and evidence submitted
by ARU, including the second witness statement of | 'coarding
ARU’s continued engagement with NGET to raise ARU’s concerns in respect of NGET’s
proposal for a new proposed access road through the ARU Writtle Campus and the
witness statement of | rcoarding the necessary deletions of Plot 8/42 from
the draft DCO, submitted at Deadline 6 by ARU [REP6-134].

It is without question that as currently drafted, the draft DCO would result in the
permanent entitlement in favour of NGET and others to pass through the Equine Centre
at ARU Writtle Campus. The amendments made to date and proposed to be made at
Deadline 8 by NGET are insufficient and incomplete.

24TH JUNE 2026 HEARING (CAH 3)

As set out more particularly in the witness statement of || [REP6-134] at
CAH 3 on 24" June 2026, NGET put on record that for the first time since it made its
application on the 29" August 2025 for its draft DCO) that they do not actually need to
access ARU Writtle through the Equine Centre. Instead they stated they will gain
access from the West of ARU Writtle via Newney Green. The real outcome of this
statement from NGET is that Plot 8/42 is not required to form part of the DCO.

NGETs position was affirmed in their deadline 6 submission document - 8.5.10
Applicant's Written Summary of Oral Submissions and Response to Action Points for
Compulsory Acquisition Hearing 3 [REP6-116] stating that “the Applicant no longer
requires access through the college from Cow Watering Lane (Plot 8/42)” and “the
Applicant confirmed that it would become Class 8 land”. NGET confirmed that the
land plans would be amended to show Plot 8/42 as shaded white rather than yellow,
reclassifying it to “Class 8 - Land not subject to powers of acquisition nor temporary use”.

The written post hearing update set out in [REP6-116] from NGET states “the Applicant
will seek to make all consequential amendments to the various documents relating to the
access route, including the Book of Reference and Land Plans, at Deadline 7.”

Surprisingly, that did not occur — Plot 8/42 remains coloured yellow, and the suggested
definitional changes to the scope of “Order land” remain incompletely thought through.
Logically, the references to “8/42” must be and evidently need to be, deleted as text in
order to align with the publicly stated statement of NGET at CAH3 that NGET does not
‘need” Plot 8/42.

ARU Writtle Deadline 6 Submission [REP6-134]

ARU Writtle set out, in summary, in their written post-hearing submissions; summaries of
and responses to oral submissions made at hearings held during week commencing 22
June 2026 [REP6-134] that following the above confirmation from NGET that plot 8/42 is
no longer necessary that the order limits and perimeter red line should be reduced to
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4.2

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

exclude the plot from all drawings and plans under the DCO if granted; the draft DCO
and book of reference should be amended to remove plot 8/42 from being referenced.

These requests were supported by the witness statement of | \Which
provided a list of documents to be updated.

Deadline 7 - 8.4.16 Applicant's Comments on any Further Information or
Submissions Received by Deadline 6 [REP7-481] Appendix F

NGET provided their response to ARU Writtle’s [REP6-134] in Appendix F of their 8.4.16
Applicant's Comments on any Further Information or Submissions Received by Deadline
6 document [REP7-481].

Notwithstanding that NGET set out that they would make all consequential amendments
to the various documents relating to the access route, including the Book of Reference
and Land Plans, at Deadline 7 [REP6-116] they disappointingly set out that the “Applicant
intends to submit revised plans at Deadline 8”, preventing ARU Writtle from commenting
or further resolving any issues with these revised plans. With the examination due to
close on the 10" August 2026 it is frustrating and disappointing that NGET have taken
this late approach to Plot 8/42 and ARU Writtle

In any event, NGET in [REP7-481] asserted that it rejects ARU Writtle’s proposal in their
[REP6-134] that Plot 8/42 should be removed from the order limits, plans, draft DCO and
book of reference, stating instead that amending the land plans to show Plot 8/42 as
shaded white rather than yellow, reclassifying it to “Class 8 - Land not subject to powers
of acquisition nor temporary use” is justified and amending the Order Limits to remove
Class 8 land would not be proportionate, necessary or appropriate given the above, and
nor would there be sufficient time in Examination to undertake a formal change
application.

Further NGET state in [REP7-481] that the position of the Class 8 land in the draft DCO
through amendments made at Revision F has been clarified and confirmed being:

541 Amendment to the definition of “Order land” to read: “means the land shown
on the land plans and described in the book of reference excluding the white
land”

542 New definition of “white land” that reads “means the land uncoloured

(white) and identified as ‘Class 8 - Land not subject to powers of

temporary acquisition nor temporary use’ on the land plans and
recorded as Class 8 in table 2.1 of the book of reference”

NGET itself asserted, therefore, that due to the above points described in NGETs [REP7-
481], “no changes to other documentation such as the draft DCO or the Book of
Reference is required. The Applicant reiterates to ARU Writtle that the inclusion of the
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6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

plot as Class 8 land within the DCO is sufficient in ensuring that it is not subject to any
powers of acquisition or temporary use, as clearly and explicitly stated in both the Land
Plans and the Book of Reference.” On closer analysis and on the careful scrutiny required
by the Prest case at common law in the sphere of compulsory purchase, the classification
of Plot 8/42 is evidently not sufficient and nor is the proposed changes to Article 2(1)
definitions providing for “white land” to be excluded from the Order lands.

Necessary amendments to the draft DCO

As confirmed by NGET [REP6-117] and [REP7-481] the following relevant definitions
are set out in the Interpretation section of the draft DCO (Revision G) [REP7-064] set out
below with the relevant extracts of the draft DCO exhibited in full at exhibit [BY1/1]:

“Order land” means the land shown on the land plans and described in the book of
reference excluding the white land;

“Order limits” means the limits shown on the works plans within which the authorised
development may be carried out;

“white land” means the land uncoloured (white) and identified as “Class 8 — Land not
subject to powers of temporary acquisition nor temporary use” on the land plans and
recorded as Class 8 in table 2.1 of the book of reference;

No other amendments to the draft DCO have been accepted or suggested by NGET

We submit that these definitions are not, as NGET assert [REP7-481], sufficient in
ensuring that it cannot be subject to any powers of acquisition or temporary use.

Firstly the wording of Class 8 being “Land not subject to powers of temporary
acquisition nor temporary use” cover “temporary”. The proposed addition of “temporary”
before the word “acquisition” in this definition, whereby currently the wording on the Land
Plan for Class 8 reads “Land not subject to powers of acquisition nor temporary use”,
confuses and does not clarify the situation. This should remain as “acquisition” only, not
“temporary acquisition”. This then reflects the wording of the other classes (1-6) being all
just “acquisition” only with class 7 being the only temporary class. The definition of white
land should therefore read:

“white land” means the land uncoloured (white) and identified as “Class 8 — Land not
subject to powers of acquisition nor temporary use” on the land plans and recorded
as Class 8 in table 2.1 of the book of reference”

Secondly, whilst the definitions of Order Land and white land in the draft DCO (if the
future proposed amendments to the land plans to reclassify Plot 8/42 as Class 8 are
made by NGET), remove Articles 24 and 25 of the draft DCO applying to Plot 8/42,
removing the power of compulsory acquisition over the Order Land and therefore over
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6.6

6.7

Plot 8/42, the same cannot be said for Articles 27 and 28 and the powers of temporary

The power of temporary use provided by the draft DCO to National Grid and UKPN under
Articles 27 and 28 are not defined and restricted to the “Order Land”. They instead relate
to “so much of the land specified in column (1) of Schedule 11”. | set out the relevant
parts of Article 27 and 28 below with these being exhibited in full at exhibit [BY1/1]:

Temporary use of land by National Grid

27.—(1) National Grid may, in connection with the carrying out of the authorised
development—

(a) enter on and take temporary possession of—

(i) so much of the land specified in column (1) of Schedule 11 (land
of which temporary possession may be taken) to exercise the powers
described in the book of reference for the purpose specified in relation to
that land in column (2) of that Schedule relating to the part of the
authorised development specified in column (3) of that Schedule; and

(ii) any other Order land;

Temporary use of land by UKPN and UKOP
28.—(1) UKPN may, in connection with the carrying out of the UKPN works—

(a) enter on and take temporary possession of—

(i) so much of the land specified in column (1) of Schedule 11 (Land of
which only temporary possession may be taken) to exercise the powers
described in the book of reference for the purpose specified in relation to
that land in column (2) of that Schedule relating to the part of the
authorised development specified in column (3) of that Schedule; and

(ii) any other Order land;

The land specified in column (1) of Schedule 11 includes Plot F-8/42, as detailed below
and shown in full at exhibit [BY1/1]:
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6.8

6.9

71

7.2

7.3

7.4

i1 i2) i3)

Plot number of land shown on  Purpose for which temporary  Relevant part of the authorised

Land Plan possession may be taken development
F-7/72, F-7/75, F-7/78, F-T/80,

F-T/81

F-8/16, F-8/20, F-8/32, F-8/42, Temporary use for Work No. 17

F-8/52, F-8/57, F-8/38, F-8/60, construction, mitigation,
F-8/61, F-8/62, F-8/67, F-8/68, maintenance, access and/or
F-8/76, F-8/77, F-8/78, F-8/79,  dismantling of redundant
F-8/80, F-8/81, F-8/86, F-8/87, infrastructure

F-8/89, F-8/90, F-8/92, F-8/93,

F-8/96, F-8/97, F-8/98

The reading of this table in connection with Articles 27 and 28 as currently drafted allows
for Plot F-8/42 to be included in the land that NGET and UKPN can enter on and take
temporary possession irrespective of what the Order Land definition and the Land Plans
set out and notwithstanding that at CAH3 NGET publicly evidenced by its express
statement that Plot 8/42 was “not needed” for the Project and the ExA publicly
commenting on this apparently positive statement.

Therefore, as NGET assert and confirm that Plot F-8/42 is not necessary for the project,
then Plot F-8/42 should be removed from column (1) of Schedule 11 of the draft DCO to
complete what NGET has started with their amendments to the draft DCO to provide for
the “removal’ of Plot F-8/42 and to make sure all the amendments to the draft DCO are
correctly “sufficient in ensuring that [Plot F-8/42] is_not subject to any powers of

acquisition of temporary use.” As it stands the amendments that NGET has made is
not sufficient and Plot F-8/42 is subject to powers of temporary use. NGET has
incompletely amended the draft DCO.

Necessary amendments to the Land Plans

The only amendment to the land plans that NGET have agreed to make is to colour Plot
F-8/42 white from yellow reclassifying it to “Class 8 — Land not subject to powers of
acquisition nor temporary use”.

As set out above the “Legend” should remain as drafted in document 2.2 Land Plans —
Section F (Final Issue F) [REP7-011] to remain read “Class 8 — Land not subject to
powers of acquisition nor temporary use.”

We are unclear as to whether NGET is proposing to amend the “Legend” to state
“Temporary Acquisition” to match the current definition of “white land” in the draft DCO
but as set out above this amendment should not be made and both the legend on the
land plans and the definition of “white land” in the draft DCO should read just “acquisition”
only (not “temporary acquisition”).

Notwithstanding the above ARU Writtle continue to contend as set out in ARU Writtle
[REP6-134] that Plot 8/42 should be removed by means of the deletion of “8/42” from the
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8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

9.1

9.2

totality of the DCO and Book of Reference terms and in its entirety from the Land Plans
red line perimeter.

Necessary amendments to the Book of Reference

As set out above the draft DCO sets out “white land” means the land uncoloured (white)
and identified as “Class 8 — Land not subject to powers of temporary acquisition nor
temporary use” on the land plans and recorded as Class 8 in table 2.1 of the book of
reference”. The Book of Reference [REP7-079] does record Class 8 as “Class 8 — Land
that is not subject to powers of acquisition nor temporary use” being “uncoloured (white)”.
Exhibited in full at exhibit [BY1/2]

However Plot F-8.42 is still recorded as being Class 7 throughout the book of reference
and most notably at the table at Part 1 Section F exhibit [BY1/2]. NGET must amend the
Book of Reference to make all references to Plot F-8/42 class 8.

As set out above the Class 8 should remain as drafted in The Book of Reference [REP7-
079] to remain read “Class 8 — Land that is not subject to powers of acquisition nor
temporary use.” It should not be amended to read “temporary acquisition”

Notwithstanding the above, ARU Writtle continue to contend as set out in ARU Writtle
[REP6-134] and the witness Statement of | I that Plot 8/42 should be
removed in its entirety from the Book of Reference following the affirmation by NGET that
Plot F 8/42 is not necessary for the Project.

Conclusion and Actions

The amendments by NGET to date of Deadline 8 4" August 2026 of the plans, draft DCO
and the book of reference are wholly incomplete, unclear and incorrect. In light of the
public affirmation by NGET at CAH 3 that Plot 8/42 was “not needed”, this remains most
surprising. NGET therefore should not have and are not able to assert that “the inclusion
of the plot as Class 8 land within the DCO is sufficient in ensuring that it is not subject to
any powers of acquisition or temporary use” and that “no changes to other documentation
such as the draft DCO or the Book of Reference is required”. That is incorrect and
unsound.

ARU Writtle is unable, at this ‘final’ Deadline 8 submission, to fully comprehend or
comment upon the final changes that NGET will make to the land plans, draft DCO and
book of reference as NGET have left it too late in making these amendments, so that
ARU Writtle cannot comment or review the vital amendments affecting ARU Writtle that
NGET publicly committed to making prior to deadline 8 [REP6-116]. This is wholly
unsatisfactory and results in ARU Writtle unfairly unable to finalise their submission nor
understand where they stand with the “removal” of Plot F-8/42.
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9.3

9.4

As at today’s date, 4" August 2026, at the ‘final’ submission deadline for interested
parties, Plot F-8/42 is still subject to compulsory acquisition and temporary use powers
in complete conflict to the public statement that NGET has made that Plot F-8/42 is not
necessary for the project on the 24" June 2026.

ARU Writtle therefore requests:

9.41

9.4.2

943

9.4.4

As set out in [REP6-134] Plot F-8/42 should be removed — as in, excised -
from all documents including the draft DCO, Land Plans, Works Plans and
the Book of Reference. ARU Writtle position on this remains;

Notwithstanding the above position at 9.4.1, the definition of “white land” in
the draft DCO needs to be amended to read “means the land uncoloured
(white) and identified as ‘Class 8 - Land not subject to powers of acquisition
nor temporary use’ on the land plans and recorded as Class 8 in table 2.1 of
the book of reference;

Notwithstanding the above position at 9.4.1, Plot F-8/42 needs be removed
by its deletion of “8/42” from the land specified in column (1) of Schedule 11
of the draft DCO; and

Notwithstanding the above position at 9.4.1, Plot F-8/42 needs be correctly
reclassified to Class 8 throughout the Book of Reference.

Statement of Truth

| understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who
makes, or causes to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement
of truth without an honest belief in its truth.

| believe that the facts stated in this Witness Statement are true.

Dated

4 August 2026
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BY/1-1 Extracts from draft DCO

“Mational Grid™ means Mational Grid Electricity Transmission ple (registered compamy mumber
2366977

“open access land plans™ means the relevant plans listed in Pant 4 of Schedule 2 (plans) and
certified under article 60 { certification of documents). and references to a particular open access
land plan are to be construed accordingly:

“Openreach™ means Openreach Limited (Company Mumber 10680039);

“operational use™ occurs when the relevant part of the authonsed development first transmits
electricity afier the date of its final commissioning—

{(2) in respect of the National Grid works, at either 275 kilovolts or higher voltages; and
(b) in respect of the UKPN works, at either 230 volts or higher voltages;

“Oirder land™ means the land shown on the land plans and described in the book of reference
excluding the white land;

“Order limits” means the limits shown on the works plans within which the authorsed
development may be camed out:

“outline archasological mitigation strategy and outline wntten scheme of investigation™ means
the document of that description (document 7.5) certified by the Secretary of State as the outline
archacological mitigation strategy and outline written scheme of mvestigation for the purposes
ofthis Order under article 60 (centification of documents), identifying steps to mitigate predicted
effects on archacology, geo-archacology, palaco-environmental and historic landscape heritage
assets during construction of the authorised development;

“outline code of construction practice™ means the document of that description (together with
its appendices) (document 7.2) certified by the Secretary of State as the outline code of
construction practice for the purposes of this Order under article 60 (certification of documents);

“outline construction traffic management plan™ means the document of that description
(together with its appendices) (document 7.3) certified by the Secretary of State as the outline
construction traffic management plan for the purposes of this Order under article 60
{certification of documents );

“outline employment and skills plan”™ means the document of that description (together with its
appendices) (document 8.13) certified by the Secretary of State as the outline employment and
skills plan for the purposes of this Order under article 60 {certification of documents);

“outline landscape and ecological management plan” means the document of that description
(together with its appendices) (document 7.4) certified by the Secretary of State as the outling
landscape and ecological management plan for the purposes of this Order under article 60
{certification of documents);

“outline public nghts of way management plan™ means the document of that description
(together with its appendices) (document 7.6) certified by the Secretary of State as the outline

public rights of way management plan for the purposes of this Order under article &0
{certification of documents );

“owmner”, in relation to land, has the same meaning as in section 7 of the Acquisition of Land
Act 195 1(a);

“permit scheme™ means any scheme made under Pant 3 of the Traffic Management Act 2004(h)
as i force at the date on which this Order is made including The Traffic Management (Morfolk
County Council) Permit Scheme Order 2014 (as varied by The Norfolk County Council { Traffic
Management { Norfolk County Council) Permit Scheme Order 20014) { Traffic Management Act
2004) Vanation Order 20135, the Traffic Management (Suffolk County Council) Permit Scheme
Order 2020, The Essex County Council Permit Scheme Order 201 5(e) {as varied by the Essex
County Council (Permit Scheme) ( Variation) Order 2015 or The Traffic Management { Thurmock
Council) Permit Scheme Order 201 7;

il

1981 c. 67. Section T wes mmended by section 70 of, md paragraph 9 of Schedule 13 (Pan 1) to, the Planning and
Compersation Act 1991 (c. 34 There are ather smendments o the 1981 Act which are not relevant to this Order.

(b B0 e 3.

L]

5L MIET.

10
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drawing number 100549280-ARC-EGN-ZZ-DR-ZZ- 0958 Rev A and certified under article 60
{certification of documents); |{a)

“tratfic” has the same meaning as in section 329(1) of the 1980 Act

“tratfic authority™ has the same meaning as in the 1984 Act;

“tratfic regulation order plans™ mean the plans listed in Part 6 of Schedule 2 {plans) and certified
under article &0 {certification of documents), and references to a particular traffic regulation
order plan are to be construed accordingly;

“trees and hedgerows to be removed and/or managed plans™ means the plans listed in Part 7 of
Schedule 2 {plans) and certified under article 60 {certification of documents), and references to
a particular trees and hedgerows to be removed and/or managed plan is to be construed
accordingly;

“the tnibunal™ means the Lands Chamber of the Upper Tribunal;

“UKOF” means United Kingdom 04l Pipelines Ltd (registered company number 00746708) and
BPA as agent for United Kingdom 01l Pipelines Lid and includes their respective successors in
title and assigns;

“UKOF protective works™ means those works specified in Work No. 17A and such associated
development not listed within Work No. 1TA as 15 set out in Schedule 1 (authorised
development) and which is necessary or expedient for the purposes of or in connection with the
construction or maintenance of that Work No;

“UKPN” means UK Power Metworks Holbdings Limited (registered company number
07290590) and/or its affiliate Eastern Power Networks ple (registered company number
O2360506);

“UKPN works™ means those works to UKPN assets or equipment forming part of the authorised
development. including Work Mos. 25 to 36 and such associated development not listed within
Work Nos. 25 to 36 as is set out in Schedule 1 {authorised development) and which is necessary
or expedient for the purposes of or in connection with the construction or maintenance of those
Work Mos_

“undertaker™—

{a) in relation to the authorised development, means Mational Grid;

(b} in relation to the UKFN works and subject to paragraph {3) of amicle & (benefit of Order),
includes UEPM; and

(e} in relation to the UKOP protective works, means UKOP.

“watercourse” includes all rivers, streams, ditches, drains, canals, cuts, culverts, dvkes, sluices,
rhynes, sewers and passages through which water flows except a public sewer or drain; and
[*Waveney Valley (including Snow Street, Rovdon Fen and Wortham Ling) landscape
compensation, offsemting and enhancement area plan™ means the plan entifled “Landscape
compensation, offsetting and enhancement area plan: Waveney Valley (including Snow Street,
Roydon Fen and Wortham Ling)™ with drawing number 10039280-ARC-EGN-ZZ-DR-££-
00946 Rev A and certified under article 80 {certification of documents); |(b)

“white land™ means the land uncoloured {white) and identified as *Class 8 — Land not subject
tix powers of temporary acquisition nor temporary use” on the land plans and recorded as Class
8 in table 2.1 of the book of reference;

“works plans” means the plans listed in Part 8 of Schedule 2 (plans) and certified under article
60 {certification of documents), and references to a particular works plan are to be construed
accordingly.

il

1]

| This definiticm is proposed on the same blee pencil basic as anticle [63] and Schedale [20]: see footnote [a] 1o artiche [63]. It
sheorald b deleted frons the final made Order if sicle [63) and Schedale 20 are deletad, or retsimed with square bmckets
remioved if they are retained. In either even, this fosmote should be deleted. )
| This definitiom is proposed on the same bloe pencil basis as anticle [63] and Schedale [20]: see fooinote [a] o articke [63]. It
sheonld b deleted frons the final made Order if smicls [63] ad Schadale 20 e delead, or remised with square bmckets
remioved i dhey are retained. In either even, this foomote should be deleted. )
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PART 5

ACQUISITION AND POSSESSION OF LAND
Powers of acguisition

Compulory acquisition of land

24.—(1) Mational Grd may acquire compulsorly so much of the Order land described in the book
of reference as is required for the construction. operation and maintenance of the authorised
development {including the UKPM works) or is incidental to it or required to facilitate it

(2) UKPM may acquire compulsorily so much of the Order land described in the book of reference
a5 is requirad for the construction, operation and maintenance of the UKPM works only.

Compulsory acquisition of rights

25—(1) Subject to the provisions of this article, the undertaker may acquire compulsonly the
rights, and impose the restrictions, over the Order land, described in the book of reference, including
rights and restrictive covenants fior the benefit of a statmory underaker or any other person, by
creating them as well as by acquiring rights and the benefits of restrictions already in existence.

(2) Subject to section ¥ of the 1965 Act (other provisions as to divided land) as substituted by
Schedule 10 to this Order (modification of compensation and compulsory purchase enactments for
creation of new rights), where the undertaker acquires a right over land or imposes a restriction
under paragraph (1), the undertaker 1s not required to acquire a greater mterest i that land.

(3) Schedule 10 to this Order has effect for the purpose of modifying the enactments relating o
compensation and the provisions of the 1965 Act in their application in relation to the compulsory
acquisition under this article of a right over land by the creation of a new right or the imposition of
A restriction.

(4) In amy case where the acquisition of rights or the imposition of a restriction under paragraph
(1) is required for the purpose of diverting, replacing or protecting apparatus of a statutory
undertaker, the undertaker may, with the consent of the Secretary of State, transfer the power to
acquire such nghts or impose such restnictions to the relevant statutory undertaker; except that in
respect of the UK PN works no such consent is required.

(5) The exercise by a statutory undertaker of any power in accordance with a transfer under
paragraph (4] is subject to the same restrictions, labilities and obligations as would apply under this
Order if that power were exercised by the undertaker.

Acquisition of subseil or airspace only

2i—(1) The undertaker may compulsorily acquire so much of, or such rights in, the subsoil of.
ar the airspace of, the land referred to in article 24 (compulsory acquisition of land) and article 25
{compulsory acquisition of nghts) as may be required for any purpose for which that land may be
acquired or fior which rights over or under the land may be acquired under those provisions mstead
of acquiring the whole of the land.

(2) Where the undertaker acquires any part of, or rights in, the subsoil of or the airspace over land
under paragraph (1), the undertaker is not required to acquire an interest in any other part of the
land.

(3) The following do not apply in connection with the exercise of the power under paragraph (1)
in relateon to subsoll or arspace only—

{a) Schedule 2A (counter-notice requiring purchase of land not in notice to treat) to the 1963
Act (as modified by article 37 (application of Part 1 of the 1965 Act));

(b} Schedule Al {counter-notice requiring purchase of land not in general vesting declaration)
to the 1981 Act; and

32
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(c) section 153(4A)(a) (blighted land: proposed acquisition of part interest; material detriment
test) of the 19900 Act.

(4) Paragraph (2) does not prevent article 35 (acquisition of part of certain properties) from
applying where the undertaker acquires a cellar, vault, arch or other construction forming part of a
house, building or manufactory.

(5) Subject to paragraph (6), any person who is an owner or cccupier of land appropriated under
paragraph (1) without the undertaker acquiring any part of that person’s interest in the land, and
who suffers loss as a result, is entitled to compensation to be determined, in case of dispute, under
Part 1| of the 191 Act

(1) Compensation is not payable under paragraph (3) to any person who is a statutory undertaker
to whom section 85 (sharing of cost of necessary measures) of the 1991 Act applies in respect of
measures of which the allowable costs are to be borne in accordance with that section.

Temporary possession of land

Temporary use of land by National Corid

27.—(1) Mational Grid may, in connection with the carrying out of the authorised development—
(2) enter on and take temporary possession of —

{1} so much of the land specified in colummn (1) of Schedule 11 (land of which temporary
possession may be taken) to exercise the powers described in the book of reference for
the purpose specified in relation to that land in column (2) of that Schedule relating to
the part of the authorised development specified in column (3) of that Schedule; and

(11} any other Order land;
(b) remove or alter any electric line, electrical plant, electronic telecommunications apparatus,

buildings. stractures, pylons, apparatus, equipment, vegetation or any other thing from that
land;

{c) construct temporary or permanent works (including the provision of means of access,
drainage, security fencing. storage arcas structures, scaffolding, protective measures and
builldings) on that land; and

(d) in relation to emporary possession of land taken under sub-paragraph (aji) construct any
works specified in relation to that land in column (2) of Schedule 11 or any other mitigation
works and in relation to temporary possession of land taken under sub-paragraph (a)(ii)
construct any of the authorised development or any other mitigation works

(2) Mot less than 10 business days before entering on and taking temporary possession of land
under this article, National Grid must serve notice of the intended entry on the owners and occupiers
of the land.

(3) Mational Grid may not, without the agreement of the owners of the land, remain in possession
of any land under this article—

(2) inthecase of land referred to in paragraph (1)(a)i). after the end of the peried of 21 months
beginning with the date of completion of the part of the authorised development specified
in relation to that land m column (3) of Schedule 11, or

(b) inthe case of land referred to in paragraph (1 Wa){ii). after the end of the period of 21 months
beginning with the date of completion of the work for which temporary possession of the
land was taken unless National Grid has, by the end of that period. served a notice of entry
under section |1 of the 193 Act or made a declaration under section 4 of the 1981 Act in
relation to that land.

(4) Mational Grid must provide the owners of any land of which temporary possession has been
taken under this amticle with written notice of the date of completion of the works for which
temporary possession was taken within 25 business days of the completion of those works.

ia] Sectom 1334A) was insenied by section 2000(2) of the Howsing srd Planning Act 2006 (o 22

EE)



(5} Before giving up possession of land of which only temporary possession has been taken under
paragraph { 1 api), unless otherwise agreed with the owners of the land, National Grid must remove
all temporary works and restore the land to the reasonable satisfaction of the owners of the land, but
Mational Grid is not required to—

{a) replace a building. structure, apparatus, equipment, electric line. electrical plant or pylon
removed under this article;

(b} restore the land on which any works or mitigation works have been carmied out under
paragraph (1 jd);

() remove any foundations below 1.2 metres which had been placed in that land to support
pylons and electric lines constructed upon those foundations;

(d} remove any permanent work including pylons, electric lines, underground electric line, or
other permanent services, constructed or mstalled on, over, under or in that land as part of
the authorised development;

(e) remove any ground-strengthening works (bemg either works listed in Schedule 11 of this
Order or other works o provide safe and stable ground conditions) or other works of
mitigation which have been placed in that land to facilitate construction or operation of the
authorised development;

(f) remove or reposition any apparatus belonging to statutory undenakers;

(g) remove any draimage works; or

(h} restore ground levels adjusted as part of the anthonsed development.

(6] Before giving u session of land of which tem ssession has been taken under

gIving up pos porary po
paragraph (1){ait)}, unless otherwise agreed by the owners of the land, Mational Grid must either
acquire the land or the interest on, over, or in the land in accordance with the provisions of paragraph
(3)b) or remove all temporary works and restore the land to the reasonable satisfaction of the
owners of the land: but National Gnid s not required to—

(2) replace a building, structure, apparatus, equipment, electric line, electrical plant or pylon
removed under this article;

(b} restore the land on which any mitigation works have been carried out under paragraph
(THd):

{c) remove any foundations below 1.2 metres which had been placed in that land to support
pylons and electric lines constructed upon those foundations;

(d} remove any permanent work including pylons, electric lines, underground electric line, or
other permanent services, constructed or mstalled on, over, under or in that land as part of
the authorised development;

(e) remove any ground-strengthening works (being works o provide safe and stable ground
conditions) or other works of mitigation which have been placed in that land to facilitate
construction or operation of the authorised development:;

(f) remove or reposition any apparatus belonging to statutory undertakers;

{g) remove any dramage works; or

{h) restore ground levels adjusted as part of the authonsed development.

(7) Mational Grid must pay compensation to the owners and occupiers of land nl"'l.T'hich temporary
possession is taken under this article for any loss or damage ansing from the exercise in relation to
the land of the provisions of this article.

(8] Any dispute as o a person’s entitbement to compensation under paragraph (7), or as to the
amount of the compensation, must be determined under Part 1 of the 1961 Act.

(%) Mothing in this article affiects any lability to pay compensation under section 152 of the 2008
Act (compensation in case where no right to claim m nuisance) or under any other enactment in
respect of loss or damage ansing from the carrying out of the authorised development. other than
lows or damage for which compensation is payable under paragraph (7).

iq
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{ 10y Where Mational Grid takes possession of land under this article, National Grid is not required
to acquire the land or any interest i it
(11} Section 13 of the 1965 Act (refusal to give possession to scquiring authority) applies to the
tempaorary use of land pursuant to this article to the same extent as it applies to the compulsory
acquisition of land under this Order by virtue of section 125 of the 2008 Act (application of
compulsory acquisition provisions).
(12) Mothing in this article prevents National Grid from taking temporary possession more than
once in relation to any land specified in paragraph ( 1){a).
{13} The powers conferred by this article may, with the written consent of National Gnd {which
may be given subject to conditions), be exercised or used by—
{a) UKPN, in connection with the camrying out of the UKPN works;
(b} UKOP, in connection with the UKOP protective works; or
(g} the LTC underiaker, in connection with the carrying out of the LTC compensatory habitat
works,

and in each case this article applics as if references to National Grid were references 1o UKPN,
UKOP or the LTC undertaker (as the case may be) and references to the authonsed development
were references to the UKPN works, the UKOP protective works or the LTC compensatory habitat
wuorks (as the case may be); and where National Grid has served a notice under this article in relation
to any land prior to the exercise or use of those powers in relation to that land by UKPN, UKOF or
the LTC undertaker {as the case may be), no further notice under this ariicle 1s required io be served
in relation to that land by UKPN, UKOP or the LTC undertaker (as the case may be) before
exercising or using those powers io the exient contemplated by that notice.

Temporary use of land by UKFN and UKOF

28—(1) UKPN may. in connection with the camrying out of the UKPN works—

(2} cnicr on and take temporary posscssion of —

(1) so much of the land specified m column (1) of Schedule 11 (Land of which only
temporary possession may be taken) to exercise the powers described in the book of
reference for the purpose specified in relation to that land in column (2) of that
Schedule relating to the part of the authorised development specified in column (3) of
that Schedule; and

{11} any other Order land;

(b) remove amy electric line, clectrical plant, buildings, structures, pylons, apparatus,
equipment, vegetation or amy other thing from that land;

(c) constmct temporary or permanent works (including the provision of means of access,
dramage and buildings or structures on that land); and

(d) constmct any works specified in relation to that land in column (2) of Schedule 11 or any
other mitigation works.

{2) Mot less than 10 business days before entering on and taking temporary possession of land
under this article, UKPN must serve notice of the mtended entry on the owners and occupiers of the
land.

{3} UE.PN may not, without the agreement of the owners of the land, remain i possession of any
land under this article—

(a) inthecase of land referred to in paragraph { 1)(a)(i), after the end of the period of 21 months

beginning with the date of completion of the pant of the authorised development specified
in relation to that land m column (3) of Schedule 11, or

(b} in the case of land referred to m paragraph | 1 jaj(i1), after the end of the penod of 21 months
beginning with the date of completion of the work for which temporary possession of the
land was taken unless UKPN has, by the end of that peniod, served a notice of eniry under

35
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section 11 of the 1965 Act or made a declaration under section 4 of the 1981 Act in relation
t that land.

{4) UK.PX must provide the owmeris) of any land of which temporary possession has been taken
under this article with written notice of the date of completion of the works for which temporary
possession was taken within 25 busimess days of the completion of those works.

(5) Before giving up possession of land of which temporary possession has been taken under
paragraph {1 }a){i). unless otherwise agreed with the owners of the land UKPN must remove all
temporary works and restore the land o the reasonable satisfaction of the owners of the land, but
UKPN & not reguired to—

{a) replace a building, structure, electric line, electrical plant or pylon removed under this
arhicle;

(b} restore the land on which any works or mitigation have been carried out under paragraph
(IHd)

{c) remove any foundations below 1.2 metres which had been placed in that land to support
pylons and electric lines constructed upon those foundations; or

{d) remove any pylons or electric lines or underground cables constructed or installed on, over,
under or in that land as part of the UKPM works.

() Before giving up pessession of land of which temporary possession has been taken under
paragraph { 1 a)ii). unless otherwise agreed by the owners of the land, UKPN must either acquirne
the land or the interest on, over, or in the land in accordance with the provisions of paragraph (3b)
or remove all temporary works and restore the land to the reasonable satisfaction of the owners of
the lamd; but UKPN 15 not required to—

{a) replace a building, structure, electric line, electrical plant or pylon removed under this
arhcle;

(b} restore the land on which any mitigation has been carried out under paragraph (1 4d);

{c) remove any foundations below 1.2 metres which had been placed in that land to support
pylons and electric lines constructed upon those foundations; or

(d) remove any pylons or electric lines or underground cables constructed or installed on, over,
under or in that land as part of the UKPM works.

(T) UKPN must pay compensation to the owners and occupiers of land of which temporary
possession is taken under this article for any loss or damage anising from the exercise m relation to
the land of the provisions of this amicle.

(#) Any dispute as o a person’s enfitlement to compensation under paragraph (7). or as to the
amount of the compensation, must be determined under Part 1 of the 1961 Act.

(") Mothing in this article affects any liahility to pay compensation under section 152 of the 2008
Act (compensation in case where no right to claim in nuisance) or under any other enactment in
respect of loss or damage anising from the carrying out of the authorised development, other than
lo=s or damage for which compensation is payable under paragraph (7).

{10y Where UKPN takes possession of land under this article, UKPM is not required to acquire
the land or any interest in it

(11} Section 13 of the 1965 Act (refusal to give possession to acquiring authority) applies to the
temporary use of land pursuant to this article to the same extent as it applies to the compulsory
acquisition of land under this Order by virtue of section 125 of the 2008 Act (application of
compulsory acquisition provisions).

(12) Nothing in this article prevents—

{a) UKPN from taking temporary possession more than once in relation to any land specified
in paragraph (1){a); or

(b} Mational Grid from taking temporary possession more than once in relation to any land
specified in paragraph (1)a) of article 27.

{13) The provisions of this article apply to UKOF and the UKOP protective works as they apply
to UK PN and the UKPN works, as if—

L]
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BY/1-2 Extracts from the Book of Reference

Land Use Power Colour of Plot Principal Relevant Description of Class Subordinate
Sought on Land Plans DCO Article Classes
to be done anything that may cause the level of
the surface, ground cover or composition to be
altered, not to drill, dig or break up the land; and
k. to carry out activities ancillary thereto
Class 8 — Land that Uncoloured N/A N/A

is not subject to (White)
powers of

acquisition nor

temporary use

National Grid | July 2026 | Norwich to Tilbury
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Part 1: Categories 1 and 2

THE NATIONAL GRID (NORWICH TO TILBURY) ORDER

Book of Referance Part 1 (Section F = Chelmsford City Council and Brantwood Borough Council)
Part 1: Names and addresses for service of each persons within Category 1 and 2 as defined in Section 57 of the Planning Act 2008

Qualifying persons under regulation 7(1)(a) of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedures) Regulations 2009
Plot Class of Class of Description of Land CATEGORY 1 CATEGORY 2
Number |Interestor |Interest or (A person is within Categery 1 if the applicant, after making diligent inguiry, knows that the person is an  |(A person is within Category 2
on Land |rightte be |rightto be owner. lessee, tenant (whatever the tenancy period) or cccupier of the land) if the applicant, after making
Plans acquired or |acquired or Freahold Ownars or Lesseas or Tenants or Occupiers or diligent inquiry, knows that the
power to be | power to be Reputed Freehold Owners Reputed Lessees or Reputed Occuplers person “(a) is interested in the
used - NG |used - UKPN Tenants land, or (b) has power (i) to
sell and convey the land, or
(i} to release the land)
F-8/a0 Mumber not used
F-8/a1 Mumber not used
F-8iaz2 T L] 2,805 square meftres, or | Writtle University College NOMNE AR Writtle Victoria Anderson
thereabouts, of Lordship Road Lordship Road 1 Lordship Cottages
agricultural land, Writtle Wirittle Lordship Road
college, path and Chelmsford Chelmsford Wirittle
overhead electricity CM1 3RR CM1 3RR Chelmsford
distribution lines CM1 3RP
situated at Writtle Anglia Ruskin University Higher Education Wiitlle University College (see Part 3 for a description)
College, Chelmsford Corporation Lordship Road
Bishop Hall Lane Wirittle Barclays Bank plc
Chelmsford Chelmsford 1 Churchill Placa
CM1 150 CM1 3RR London
E14 5HP

Writtle College Limited
Anglia Ruskin University
Bishop Hall Lane
Chelmsford

CM1 180

Anglia Ruskin University Higher
Education

Bishop Hall Lane

Chelmsford

CM1 150

(frading as ARU Wiitfle)

Wiitlle College Limited
Anglia Ruskin University
Bishop Hall Lane
Chelmsford

CM1 150

(frading as ARLU Whifle)

(as movigagese fo Writtle
University College in respect of
a legal charge dated 22 May
1997 regizferad under fitle
EXTE2800)

Catherine Ann Bowles

B0 Victoria Road

Wiritthe

Chelmsford

CM13PA

(see Part 3 for a description)

National Grid | July 2026 | Morwich to Tilbury
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1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

2.1

APPLICATION BY NATIONAL GRID ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION PLC
FOR
A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
PURSUANT TO SECTION 37 PLANNING ACT 2008
FOR
THE NORWICH TO TILBURY ELECTRIC LINE ABOVE GROUND

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE: EN020027

FOURTH STATEMENT

On behalf:
Interested Party Reference Number: GGG

BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATION

My name is [

| am a qualified Chartered Rural Surveyor with in-excess of 20 years of property
experience.

| am a Director at Savills, head of consultancy for the eastern region. | specialise in
advising landowners affected by a range of different infrastructure projects from
National Significant Infrastructure Projects to smaller local schemes. | have been
advising ARU Writtle since 2023 in relation the Applicant’s Norwich-Tilbury Project.

The facts and matters set out in this statement are within my own knowledge unless
otherwise stated, and | believe them to be true. Where | refer to information supplied
by others, the source of the information is identified; facts and matters derived from
other sources are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

There is now produced and shown to me a bundle of true copy documents marked
“Exhibit JK1”. All references to documents in this statement are to Exhibit JK1 unless
otherwise stated. References to tab numbers in this statement are to the respective
tabs in Exhibit JK1 in the format JK1/[X]

INTRODUCTION

This Fourth Witness Statement provides a further statement to assist in clarifying
ARU's position regarding Plot 8/29 and the application of National Grid Electricity
Transmission's ("The Applicant") limits of deviation within the Rochdale Envelope.

Page 1 of 7



2.2

2.3

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

At Deadline 6, ARU submitted Plan JK and supporting evidence to demonstrate that it
is possible for the Applicant, within its existing Order Limits the flexibility, to locate the
overhead line corridor further to the north-west than currently proposed by the
Applicant.

The Applicant’s Deadline 7 response appears to have asserted that plan as prescribing
to “predetermine the final alignment” of a specific location for the pylons and
conductors which is not in fact ARU's position and as was obvious from the Deadline
6 Submission made by ARU.

CURRENT POSITION

ARU Writtle is not seeking to micro-site the overhead line itself, nor is it seeking to
determine the final detailed design of the pylons or conductors. ARU is seeking to limit
the extent of the degree of flexibility in the space of the proposed Rochdale Envelope
within which the overhead line may be located within the Order Limits that affect ARU
Writtle land whilst maintaining the Envelope to the West of the ARU Writtle paddocks
37 and 38.

The purpose of the proposed Protective Provision is to ensure that the flexibility
afforded by the Rochdale Envelope is adopted in a way that minimises the impacts on
ARU Writtle's operations as an educational facilitate whilst aligning with the Code on
microshocks that states it is good routing practice to avoid oversailing school land.

ARU Writtle accepts that the Applicant has proposed a Rochdale Envelope that
connotes a spatial envelope anywhere inside of which the Applicant may situated its
pylons and linking cables. However, where that flexibility can be maintained and to
lesser degree to ensure materially reduced impacts on ARU Writtle’s 's operations,
without preventing delivery of the Project, such limitation on the maintained flexibility
evidently represents a proportionate and less intrusive outcome for all, as well as
actual compliance with the Code by NGET.

The attached Plan 1 [JK1/1] identifies co-ordinates TL65840685 and TL66040690
together with a dashed red line along the existing fence line. The plan also identifies

the field numbers of each paddock.

On the ground, the situation of TL65840685 is located where the western end of the
fence line meets the Newney Green Lane highway and so can be practically identified.

On the ground, the situation of TL66040690 is located at the centre of the gateway into
field 40 and so can be practically identified also.

Page 2 of 7



3.6

3.7

3.7

3.8

4.1

4.2

4.3

The attached Plan 2 [JK1/2] identifies the area of land affected by the overhead line
and oversail within the Order Limits being Plot 8/29 and Plot 8/37 together with the
coordinates from Plan 1 [JK1/1] for ease of reference.

The objective is to avoid oversailing of Fields 37, 38 and some but not all of 39 (Plot
8/29 and Plot 8/37) whilst accepting that a limited extent of oversailing may remain
over a small north-western corner of Field 39 (part of Plot 8/29). And so avoid
microshocks to horses and consequential injury and harm risk to children and students
of the College as well as avoid habituating the 90 strong horse herd to avoidance
behaviours in parts of the College.

The plan [JK1/2] is not intended to show the location of the overhead line. It is to
demonstrate spatial flexibility remains in the Envelope space within the Order Limits to
accommodate the future final line alignment as it passes from TB166, 165 and 164
further north-west and away from paddocks 37, 38 as well as avoiding the majority of
paddock 39.

This proposed Protective Provisions maintain flexibility for the purpose of the
overhead lines of the NSIP within the Order Limits to locate the cable simultaneously
without needing to oversail ARU Writtle’s school land South of and between the
notional lines between Grid coordinates TL65840685 and TL66040690 as marked on
Plan 2 [JK1/2] by a red line between two “x”s. The plans [JK1/1], [JK1/2]
demonstrate there remains a reasonable degree of space within the existing Order
Limits through which mere cables lines can pass and associated oversail can be
accommodated while fully avoiding Fields 37 and 38.

PLOT 8/42

The Applicant expressly confirmed at CAH3 that Plot 8/42 would be marked as Class
8, as it is not required for, nor serves any purpose in relation to the proposed Project.

This matter still remains unresolved at Deadline 8. Plot 8/42 is still showing coloured
yellow on Section F Sheet 8 of the Land Plans. It is important that it is not overlooked
by the Applicant and the issue is straightforward CAD exercise to delete from the
relevant drawing layer and capable of being rectified without difficulty at all. Indeed,
it is odd that the Key has been amended to add Class 8 but that the Plot 8/42 remains
coloured yellow.

Under the relevant provisions of the Planning Act 2008 following the close of hearings
and prior to the determination of consent, allows for the amendment of plans.
Therefore the Applicant has ample time to make this amendment. Accordingly, there
is no procedural barrier preventing the correction from being made at this stage.
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4.4

4.5

4.6

5.1

Due to the ease of the amendment of electronic drawings in this Century, Plot 8/42
should simply be removed/deleted from the Order Limits in whole, with the adjoining
ends of the remaining red line connected accordingly by electronic connection on the
relevant drawing. This is a small reduction in the extent of the Order red line area and
not an increase that may call for a Change Request. This is a straightforward drafting
exercise and would ensure that, in the future, there are no unnecessary Order Limits
stated in the proposed DCO statutory instrument applying to and in future burdening
in any way the ARU Writtle campus.

It is therefore misguided for the Applicant to suggest that a formal change request is
required to decrease by a small extent the extent of the red line area of the whole
DCO between Norwich and Tilbury. The purpose of a change request is generally to
facilitate an increase or expansion of Order Limits and hence the requirement for
consultation. In this instance, the request seeks only to reduce the extent of the Order
Limits by removing land that the Applicant has already acknowledged is not required
for, nor for the purposes of, the NSIP Project

| find the Applicant's intransigence on this matter wholly surprising, given the real
simplicity of the amendment required on the electronic drawings. The amendment is
simple, proportionate and readily achievable — if NGET chooses to apply its mind to
this. In practical terms, it requires little more than the technician deleting the relevant
boundary line around Plot 8/42 on the relevant layer of drawings in which the red line
sits, amendment of the connecting red line, and the associated plans will be updated
accordingly as the latest plans that would (if the DC is granted) be lodged by the
Secretary of State in due course.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION AS AT DEADLINE 8 (4 AUGUST 2026)
In light of the above, it is my view;

The restriction of some flexibility in the Order Limits, as stated above, represents the
least intrusive approach yet still provides the Applicant with sufficient space and
design flexibility for the Project. It is consistent with the objective of minimising
interference to affected parties and avoids and reduces actual electrical impacts on
ARU's operational land and its horses and students with consequential harms.
Given the Applicant's own public confirmation at CAH 3 that Plot 8/42 is not needed
and serves no purpose, and would be rendered uncoloured by NGET, there appears
to be no reasonable nor rational justification for retaining it within the Order Limits at
all. Furthermore, there is no procedural barrier preventing the correction from being
made and the Applicant should ensure that the unnecessary inclusion of Plot 8/42 is
removed from the final Order.
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Statement of Truth

| understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who
makes, or causes to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement of truth
without an honest belief in its truth.

| believe that the facts stated in this Witness Statement are true.

Dated 4" August 2026

Page 5 of 7



EXHIBIT JK1/1

Page 6 of 7



Plan 1 2 Land App

savills

At the centre of the
gateway into field 40.

TL66040690

Osiers

TL65840685 33

Sturgeons
Cottage

,</

Where the Western end of the
fence line meets the Newny
Green Lane highway.

Writtle College

Cow Watering Campus

35

Former Proposed
NG Route

Workings (dis)

Produced on Land App, Aug 4, 2026. | 50 m | A

© Crown copyright and database rights 2026 (Ordnance Survey licence number 100059532) Scale 1:2500 (at Ad)



EXHIBIT JK1/2

Page 7 of 7



TL66040690




1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

21

APPLICATION BY NATIONAL GRID ELECTRICITY TRANSMISSION PLC
FOR
A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER
PURSUANT TO SECTION 37 PLANNING ACT 2008
FOR
THE NORWICH TO TILBURY ELECTRIC LINE ABOVE GROUND

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE: EN020027

THIRD WITNESS STATEMENT

On behalf:
Interested Party Reference Number: NN

BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATION

My name is [

| am Head of Legal for Anglia Ruskin University (“ARU”). In my role, | advise my
colleagues regarding legal matters relating to ARU. For the purposes of this witness
statement, references to ARU include Writtle College Limited (“WCL”)

The facts and matters set out in this statement are within my own knowledge unless
otherwise stated, and | believe them to be true. Where | refer to information supplied by
others, the source of the information is identified; facts and matters derived from other
sources are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

There is now produced and shown to me a bundle of true copy documents marked
“Exhibit MLP1”. All references to documents in this statement are to Exhibit MLP1 unless
otherwise stated. References to tab numbers in this statement are to the respective tabs
in Exhibit MLP1 in the format MLP1/[X]

INTRODUCTION

Since my Witness Statement submitted with ARU’s Deadline 6 CAH 3 Submissions and
particular evidence in support, National Grid (“NGET”): has changed its draft
development consent order (“DCO”) terms in its Deadline 6 Submission; has not adduced
any further evidence but persists in asserting that others are making assertions when in
fact it remains NGET that continues to make assertions; has asserted for the very first
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time that its cable stringing of overhead lines will take longer than 2 hours; and remains
unable to actually evidence matters in the vicinity of ARU Writtle because NGET is not in
a position to know that evidence unless and until it actually appoints a Main Contractor.
To date of Deadline 8, NGET can only assert about what may or may not occur in the
vicinity of ARU. Simultaneously, ARU remains a subsisting operational establishment for
Further and Higher Education of national importance.

This third witness statement describes ARU’s engagement with “UKPN” in respect of
ARU Writtle in respect of the proposed development by NGET under the proposed NGET
(Norwich To Tilbury) Order.

My evidence should be read with the other witness statements and evidence submitted
by ARU, including my first witness statement regarding ARU’s continued engagement
with NGET to raise our concerns in respect of NGET’s proposal for a new proposed
access road through the ARU Writtle Campus and my second witness statement
regarding the current position being taken by NGET and our engagement with Essex
County Council.

NGET’s persistent reliance on the term: “assertion”

I have noted throughout the Examination period repeated references to, and reliance by
NGET, on the term “assertions” in response to ARU sworn evidence as an apparent
NGET device by which NGET seeks to suggest that our real and important concerns can
be sidestepped by the ExA and Secretary of State because of their (mis)characterisation
by NGET of evidenced concerns as “assertions”. NGET’s responses are mendacious in
this respect. In fact, throughout, ARU has properly provided sworn and detailed evidence
to the ExA and Secretary of State, with cogent detailed submissions, such that none of
its concerns can be labelled as mere “assertions”. They are not assertions. They are facts
and they include expert opinions based on facts, research and particular ARU
experience.

| am surprised that NGET descends to rely on the contention that ARU is “asserting” its
concerns and this is quite wrong. In fact, as the ExA and Secretary of State will see from
ARU’s evidence, in the context of an examination that is primarily examined by means of
written representations and where an evaluation of that evidence will be required to be
carried out by the ExA and by the Secretary of State, that ARU has consistently
evidenced its concerns with sworn evidence, with particular expert evidence, and with
detailed evidence. None of that evidence has been rebutted by the (mere) written
representations of NGET. It is clearly the position, in fact, that NGET has no real or
evidenced answer to ARU’s concerns. Indeed, the ExA itself has had to issue Further
Information request to NGET to encourage it to address ARU’s concerns. Instead, and
in response, NGET’s responses obfuscate and distract from the issues and fail to grapple
with the concerns of ARU.
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The most recent examples of NGET’s misplaced reliance on the term “assertions” appear
in NGET’s [REP7-481] Appendix F, in which NGET itself “asserts” that ARU’s proposals
are not justified (when they are evidenced as actually justified); are not necessary (when
they are evidenced as actually necessary); are not proportionate (when they most
demonstrably are), and are not “appropriate” (when, notwithstanding “appropriate” is not
a legal test, the supporting written submissions explain why they are wholly appropriate).

By contrast, when set against ARU’s evidenced concerns, NGET’s responses appear
merely rhetorical and distil to a mere unevidenced disagreement by NGET.

Given NGET’s persistent position that ARU is merely asserting its concerns, | have
summarised the current position below by reference to ARU’s submitted sworn evidence
(that remains unrebutted by NGET evidence), and request that the ExA and Secretary of
State reads ARU’s sworn evidence base in conjunction with this Witness Statement.

NGET DEADLINE 6 [REP7-481] — APPENDIX F

| now respond to matters in the [REP7-481] of NGET that was submitted in light of the
above.

“UKPN”

On page F11 of its [REP7-481] Appendix F, NGET makes representations purportedly
on behalf of “UKPN”. | address this below under “Engagement with UKPN”

Plot 8/42

NGET responded in its [REP7-481] in relation to Plot 8/42 and to the ARU Deadline 6
Submission and its particular evidence. In paragraphs F.2.1-F.2-8, NGET attempts to
grapple with its premature inclusion in its DCO submitted on the 29" August 2025 that,
belatedly at CAH3, it properly recognised that the inclusion of that Plot 8/42 in its
Application draft DCO was a mistake. It was a mistake because it should never have
been included in the first place by NGET and evidences the absence of engagement by
NGET with ARU before it submitted its Application. NGET properly withdrew its own
asserted need for Plot 8/42 only after ARU itself had discussed with the Highway
Authority the misconceived traffic conflict situation proposed by NGET. That discussion
could have been had by NGET with that Highway Authority before 29" August 2025. But
it was not.

NGET has now expressly stated in [REP 7-481] Appendix F, paragraphs F.2.4 that “plot
8/42 is no longer necessary for the Project”; and F.2.8 that plot 8/42 “is not subject to any
powers of acquisition or temporary use, as clearly and explicitly stated in both the Land
Plans and the Book of Reference”. Somewhat surprisingly, it remains the case as at 4™
August 2026 that Land Plans, Section F, Sheet 8 (amendment F, “For deadline seven”,
that is, after Deadline 6 and after the assertion by NGET to the ExA that it would show
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Plot 8/42 as uncoloured) for the first time includes an uncoloured box entitled “Class 8 —
Land not subject to powers of acquisition nor temporary use” and yet simultaneously
continues to show as coloured yellow the extent of Plot 8/42 inside of the ARU
Educational Establishment.

NGET further asserts in paragraph F.2.6, bullet 3, that “amending the Order limits to
remove Class 8 land would not be proportionate, necessary or appropriate” and further
asserts “nor would there be sufficient time in Examination to undertake a formal change
application”. | am surprised too by these assertions by NGET. Firstly, NGET has already
accepted in its previous representation 8.8.1.1 Addendum to Applicant's Comments on
Written Representations [REP3-073] that, as in Kent County Council v Secretary of State
for the Environment (1977) 33 P&CR 70 relied on by ARU from the outset, the Secretary
of State has the power under the Planning Act 2008 to grant up to as much of the extent
of the red outlined area as has been applied for and may reduce the extent of that line in
his granting of development consent. | am advised and understand that section 117 of
that Act applies to orders granting development consent at such time in due course as
the Secretary of State comes to consider his discretion to grant or to refuse consent.
Under section 117(6) the Secretary of State must deposit in the office of the Clerk of the
Parliaments: “b) the /atest version of any plan supplied by the applicant in connection
with the application for the order contained in the instrument”. There is nothing in that
provision that confines “latest” to exclusively the version of a plan published during the 6

month examination period.

Secondly, ARU has not suggested that all uncoloured land results in reduction of the red
line out of land over the whole scheme. ARU maintains that, since NGET and its
computer technicians obdurately refuse to do so themselves, instead and as he
empowered to do, the Secretary of State should correct the plans to delete the whole of
the L-shaped finger of red outlined land identified as “Plot 8/42” from all plans
accompanying the DCO. | am further advised and understand that section 156(1) of the
Planning Act 2008 provides that: “If an order granting development consent is made in
respect of any land, the order has effect for the benefit of the land and all persons for the
time being interested in the land.” The inclusion of the Plot 8/42 area owned by ARU in
the Order results in ARU being subject to the DCO in relation to our Educational
Establishment, which would create confusion for future land management of ARU
Writtle’s site.

Thirdly, | am further advised and understand that section 156(2) of the Act provides that:
“Subsection (1) is subject to subsection (3) and any contrary provision made in the order.*
It seems that NGET has in its Deadline 6 Submissions included a July 2026 version of
the draft DCO that amends the current draft by changing the definition of “Order Land”
by the addition of the words: “excluding the white land”; and adding a new definition of

“white land” that means: “the land uncoloured (white) and identified as “Class 8 — Land
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not subject to powers of temporary acquisition nor temporary use” on the land plans and

recorded as Class 8 in table 2.1 of the book of reference”. This results in a convoluted
paper chase between different documents for any third party viewing the order (if made).
As | have referred to above, in fact, the “land plans” continue at this Deadline 8 date 4™
August 2026 to show coloured yellow Plot 8/42 and it is not shown as “white land”.
Further, the definition of “works plans” does not exclude Plot 8/42 either. Taken together,
NGET’s somewhat tortured approach to simply delete Plot 8/42 remains surprising,
chaotic, and obdurate, so as to evidence the real need for the ExA (and Secretary of
State) to step in and resolve the matter.

To that end, ARU has already submitted at Deadline 6 the witness statement of i}
I 'ho has helpfully set out the locations in the documents where Plot 8/42
appears and has struck through that Plot. Noting that NGET has made a large number
of tracked changes to its July 2026 draft DCO, it is surprising (again) that it does not
simply also press “delete” each time Plot “8/42” appears in the Order (as it continues to)
and in the certified book of reference. ARU has no comment to make in respect of
“uncoloured land” elsewhere in NGET’s proposed DCO but it is quite wrong and absurd
for NGET to tar ARU with NGET’s own approach elsewhere and then for NGET to rely
on its own alternative approach as asserted justification for not merely deleting “Plot 8/42”
from the face of the draft Order. And, from simply deleting the L-shaped red outlined area
of Plot 8/42 from Section F, Sheet 8 of the Land Plans (and with the resulting removal of
the same from other electronic drawing layers including the Works Plans).

ARU respectfully requests that the ExA Recommend the simple deletion of Plot 8/42 by
means of tracked changes from the draft DCO by the Secretary of State and from the
original electronic version of all Section F, Sheet 8 (before their lodging) because NGET
has evidenced that, obdurately, it refuses to do so itself and ARU has no access to these
electronic documents whereas the Secretary of State will have, or can ensure, his
access, in order to reflect the correct and agreed position by NGET that plot 8/42 is no
longer necessary for the Project.

Ensuring Safe Traffic Management of Cow Watering Lane Mixed Traffic during
NGET Diversion(s)

To confirm, ARU’s concerns relate to diversion of traffic along the Lane, not to works in
the Lane. ARU has provided detailed and expert evidence of the significant risk to
children, students, colleagues and horses currently daily crossing Cow Watering Lane
from one part of the ARU Equine Facility to the other. By contrast, NGET has provided
no actual evidence nor expert evidence at all to rebut this highly persuasive material and
instead it relies on rhetoric and mere assertion. As The ExA will appreciate, sadly people
and horses do get injured or killed from collisions with vehicular traffic. Hence, ARU itself
takes seriously its own responsibilities in running an Educational Establishment that
straddles a highway.
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On page F11 of its [REP7-481] Appendix F, NGET asserts that “existing control
measures are in place” as part of a “Permit Scheme” under Article 12 of the draft DCO
with the Highway Authority, and relies on the Main Contractor who remains to be
appointed. “Permit scheme” is defined in the draft DCO to mean particular statutory
instruments, none of which NGET has identified as ensuring in respect of diverted traffic
along Cow Watering Lane there would be no conflict between children, young persons,
horses and colleagues on the one hand, and NGET’s anticipated construction vehicles
on the other. Such schemes appear to relate to actual works in a particular street and not
to diverted traffic potentially far from works. Article 12 refers to Part 3 and Article 11(1)
confines the relevant streets to be those in Schedule 5. Article 11(2) refers to “other
streets”. But section 48(3) of the New Roads and Street Works Act 1991 defines “street
works” and | do not understand why NGET envisages any street works in Cow Watering
Lane. | reasonably conclude that, again, NGET is merely asserting a position and hoping
that the ExA make no further enquiries to ascertain the facts. Further, NGET has not
appointed a Main Contractor and refuses to ensure that such a Contactor will ensure
during diversion the subsisting safe passage of the mixed vulnerable traffic along part of
Cow Watering Lane. At its highest, NGET hopes that the Contractor could include
measures at the crossing point on the Lane by that mixed traffic.

| have seen no evidence of a highway safety audit of any kind carried out by NGET in
relation to Cow Watering Lane either. | reasonably conclude that NGET merely asserts
its views in respect of safe use of the Lane. ARU takes its responsibilities to others
seriously; ARU cannot therefore rely on the mere assertions of NGET in respect of ARU
itself ensuring the subsisting safe crossing by children, students, colleagues and horses
simultaneously with NGET’s proposed long term construction project.

As with its approach to the simple deletion of the letters “8/42” from the face of the draft
Order and book of reference, and simple deletion of a red line and colouration around
one sheet layer of one section of a set of proposed plans, NGET obdurately refuses the
simple solution of ARU to the ongoing safe operation of its Educational Establishment
and instead asserts a convoluted and ultimately empty response to the real and serious
concerns of ARU to highway safety, all of which have been actually evidenced by my
colleagues and our experts as per ARU Writtle’s submissions and to which NGET have
provided no rebuttal evidence at all.

| refer the ExA and Secretary of State to the cogent, considered, evidenced and careful
expert evidence of |l of KMC Transport and his further expert evidence in this
Deadline 8 Submission by ARU. He has considerable experience of the application of
DCOs in respect of their transport provisions in the real world, in particular, as part of the
Sizewell B Nuclear Power Station DCO Transport Review Committee. He continues to
bring that considerable expertise and experience to the situation of ARU in respect of
NGET’s proposed DCO for an overhead cable electricity line. |l exprertly and
strongly recommends the imposition (necessary either as a requirement) as is requested
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by ARU to be Recommended by the ExA and in turn by the Secretary of State of an
express framework by which — whomsoever may or may not be involved in safety matters
in future and for such applicable period as the Main Contractor might or might not desire
a diversion under Article 16 of the draft DCO — the subsisting highway crossing safety
status quo can be ensured.

Avoiding NGET Scaffolding Ground Compression Sterilising ARU Paddock Land
for ¢.1.5 Academic Years

Understandably for a subsisting nationally important Educational Establishment, ARU
seeks to minimise the extent of paddock ground surfaces whose actual use by its horse
herd would be precluded for some 18 months (i.e. 1 and 2 academic years) as a result
of NGET compressing their surfaces with its temporary scaffolding structures for (it is
now asserted by NGET) some 12 weeks or 3 months at most. To my mind, NGET is
using a sledgehammer (of paddock 18 month sterilisation) to crack a 3 month nut, merely
arising from NGET’s desire of how it would exercise minimal highway user impacts for a
relatively short period of cable stringing between two new pylons at the Western end of
ARU’s Establishment by a yet-to-be appointed Main Contractor. NGET’s heavy-handed
and disproportionate approach to ARU’s subsisting nationally important Educational
Establishment is clear and remains surprising for an organisation national in nature.

ARU has provided sworn expert, detailed and cogent evidence relating to the
compression of paddock ground surfaces resulting from the standing of scaffolding
structure on the ground (and of heavy vehicles traversing the ground surface), together
with the resulting real risks of injury to, and potential death of, horses from the herd of
our circa 90 horses living at ARU Writtle’s Equine Facility, who use daily the affected
paddocks. ARU has further provided sworn evidence of the real and extended actual
period of time that in its experience the ground surface of its paddocks required for the
necessary ground surface quality to recover to ensure the sustaining without injury of the
toing and froing of the ARU horse in the paddocks areas. By contrast, NGET has provided
no actual evidence nor expert evidence at all to rebut the highly persuasive detailed
material of ARU and instead NGET relies on rhetoric and mere assertion to side step or
downplay these safety matters and on hopes (but no more) of the actions that its ‘yet to
be appointed’ Main Contractor may or may not take minimise the impacts on ARU. ARU
has experience of horses being injured and killed from paddock ground conditions not
safe for them to traverse. Hence, ARU itself takes seriously its own responsibilities in
running an Educational Establishment that safely hosts a herd of circa 90 horses.

On page F10 of its [REP 7-481] Appendix F, NGET asserts that the Highway Authority
has “ruled out” “Option 3” of three options. Firstly, the three options were proposed by
ARU and not by NGET or the Authority, and notwithstanding that NGET failed to address
its mind to ARU’s particular situation until about mid-way through the Examination Period
and despite NGET having first applied for its DCO on 29" August 2025. Secondly, it is
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incorrect and misleading of NGET to assert to the ExA and Secretary of State that the
Authority has “ruled out” Option 3. The Highway Authority is not empowered to “rule out”
Option 3. The draft DCO includes an express power under Article 16(1) that would entitle
NGET itself (not the Highway Authority) to temporarily close Newney Green Lane for
such period as NGET (not the Highway Authority) wishes. That Authority is not the
empowered under Article 16(1) of the draft DCO to dictate NGET’s proposed DCO
highway situation nor at any point along the overhead line under that power. Nor has the
Authority been able to express an informed view in any event on Option 3 because only
after Deadline 6 and included with this Deadline 8 Submission by ARU has ARU
submitted traffic flow evidence of Newney Green Lane showing the minimal level of actual
use of that highway by users. Therefore, it remains clear to me that NGET is obfuscating
the proposal by ARU to avoid scaffolding use and to simply close the highway, and that
NGET is obdurately refusing to enable ongoing safe operation of ARU’s existing
Educational Establishment.

In a meeting convened on 4" March 2026 by ARU with NGET and its representatives in
respect of the previous asserted need by NGET for perpetual access along Plot 8/42
towards the proposed electricity overhead lines, NGET was very clear that it envisaged
the overhead cables would be carried in a roll on the back of a quad bike and would only
need 1 or 2 days for their stringing operation. Further, NGET has not let a contract to a
main contractor and so continues to merely assert in relation to Option 3 that it would
take “12 weeks” to situate cables between the two pylons forming the corner at the North-
West part of ARU. It is difficult to see how it could take 12 weeks to string overhead lines
between two pylons only (TB164-165), or, at most, between the three (TB166-TB164)
making up the particular straight line part of the overhead line immediately West over
ARU. NGET has submitted no evidence as to how long it actually takes to string a single
span between two pylons or the whole pylon line of the NSIP from Norwich to Tilbury nor
evidence to show it could string between two pylons in a given case, and there is nothing
to suggest that in fact it could not string between two pylons.

ARU has proposed, and continues to propose, the elimination of scaffolding from its
paddock land because, in reality, it remains not necessary (due to the existence of Article
16(1) of the draft DCO) for the purposes of the nationally significant infrastructure project
itself. By contrast, NGET relies on a mere preference in relation to how it may use with
other powers under Article 16 that particular power Article 16(1) and expresses
assertively on behalf of a yet-to-be appointed Main Contractor a desire to not temporarily
close the Newney Green Lane highway for a temporary period for a nationally significant
infrastructure project. The evidence for the absence of need remains the clear terms of
the particular power under Article 16(1) of the NGET draft DCO and the ongoing absence
of a Main Contractor evidencing that it cannot rely on that power and instead requiring
no temporary road closure. ARU has provided clear reasons in its Deadline 6
Submissions that the evidence of the existence of this particular power of temporary
closure in respect of the particular Newney Green Lane highway means that NGET can
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have no need in respect of the statutory purpose of the section 16(1) Planning Act 2008
NSIP for electric lines above ground to close for the lifting of those lines. By contrast,
NGET merely asserts a preference to not close for a short period temporarily the highway
in reliance of different powers under Article 16(4) of the draft DCO and the highway
authority’s theoretical view in respect of those powers (but that does not apply under
Article 16(1)).

The belated assertion by NGET on page F10 of its [REP-7-481] Appendix F, in which it
raises for the very first time at Deadline 6 that: the Newney Green Lane highway includes
a National Cycle Route 17; and actually “asserts” the Lane to be “popular” for walking and
cycling; adds nothing to its desires because the Lane is already able to be used all
highway users including cycles and pedestrians. Further, the NGET assertion relates to
how it (or its Main Contractor) may exercise the power in Article 16(1) of its draft DCO
and not to the fact that it would have that power by which to avoid compressing the
paddock land of ARU per se from scaffolding such that the compulsory use of ARU land
for scaffolding cannot be concluded to be necessary, let alone clearly necessary.

Furthermore, as | cxpert evidence shows, a temporary closure results in no
more than highway users diverting earlier in their journeys and taking for a short period
a different highway route.

It is clear to me that, whilst NGET would actually have the particular Article 16(1) power
by which to actually close Newney Green Lane highway to traffic during such period of
closure that its Main Contract might or might not need to enable placement of electrical
lines onto the highway as part of its stringing process between two pylons of the overhead
electrical lines, and that NGET has evidenced that it would rely on that power to
temporarily close Newney Green Lane for a period, instead of actually closing the Lane
for the whole of the period its Main Contractor may need for stringing two pylons West of
ARU, NGET continues to merely choose to not exercise that power to that further
temporary period. That is, NGET accepts it would have an actual proposed power that
would be available but simultaneously contends that it would not exercise that power in
a way to avoid actual impacts on ARU ongoing operations on ARU’s land.

NGET’s obdurate and unevidenced asserted stance evidences the need for a protective
provision (or a requirement on the same basis) whose outcome would ensure ARU
paddock land would not be sterilised for an extended period (and so would avoid impacts
on ongoing education of children and students), whilst simultaneously, such a protective
provision (or requirement) would ensure that reliance would be placed on Article 16(1) to
ensure the stringing of lines between two pylons.

Indentation of the Rochdale Envelope in line with NGET’s Limits of Deviation

It is wrong and misleading to the ExA and Secretary of State for NGET to assert at page
F5 of its [REP7-481], Appendix F, that ARU is proposing by its proposed protective
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provision (or requirement to like effect) that “a bespoke protective provision ... would
predetermine the final alignment by excluding particular paddock areas from Part V [of
the draft DCO”. ARU’s proposed protective provision could not “predetermine” the “final
alignment” of the overhead electric lines, has not sought to and would not seek to. ARU
is surprised at such the misconceived and misleading assertion advanced by NGET.
Evidently, NGET is plainly wrong.

Understandably, ARU is concerned to ensure that the permanent disruption to the actual
use of its paddock land by its herd of 90 horses, its children and students, and colleagues
resulting from electric micro-shocks engendered by NGET’s new overhead electric lines.
Equally understandably, ARU is entitled to point to the Code Guidance of the Department
of the consenting Secretary of State that itself advises that, the means by which new
power lines “where reasonably practicable” are avoided over school land is by “existing
good line-routing practice” that will “normally” ensure no issue arises in micro-shocks in
relation to school land by means of actually “avoiding” traversing school land. The Code
is equally clear that only if a “new line” over a school is “unavoidable” does the reduced
micro-shock field become relevant as a mitigation measure.

It is clear that NGET’s proposed reliance on raising cables simultaneously routing them
over ARU’s school land is evidently contrary to “good line routing practice” and is contrary
to the Department’s advice and policy, and is contrary to the Department’s Code. ARU
remains surprised that NGET — as a national transmission operator — is unable to either
see that it is acting contrary to good line routing practice, contrary to the Code, and
contrary to the Department’s policy of that that Department regards as “reasonably
practicable” and how that outcome is normally achieved.

ARU has provided sworn expert, detailed and cogent evidence relating to the
foreseeable micro-shock effects on the circa 90 strong horse herd of ARU, and resulting
real risks to its children, students, and colleagues, and of risk of injury to horses, riders
and handlers in and daily using the affected paddocks. ARU has further provided sworn
evidence of the real and permanent period of this proposed situation. By contrast, NGET
has provided no actual evidence nor expert evidence at all to rebut the highly persuasive
detailed material of ARU and instead NGET relies on rhetoric and mere assertion to side
step or downplay these safety matters. Through our detailed submissions to date, ARU
has strongly evidenced the experience of horses acting unpredictably from being micro-
shocks expressly recognised by the Department’s Code, even if ignored by NGET.
Hence, like the Department, ARU itself takes seriously its own responsibilities in running
an Educational Establishment that safely hosts a herd of circa 90 horses and circa 500
equine students (including children, and rising to circa 600 equine students from
September 2026) who are currently not exposed to micro-shocks from overhead
electrical lines over the school Educational Establishment.
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To avoid further obviation and misleading characterisations by NGET of what ARU is
seeking to ensure and by the outcome of what practical means, ARU provides further
plans and witness evidence of I an expert agricultural surveyor of Savills with
this Deadline 8 submission.

The Paddocks Protective Provision

ARU submitted at Deadline 6 evidence and plans to show how, simultaneously, the
permanent adverse effect of new pylons over its Educational Establishment land in fact
could be avoided and in line with good routing practice or minimised if “unavoidable”.

For convenience, and to firmly rebut (with further evidence) the NGET misleading
assertion at page F5 of its [REP7-481], Appendix F document, of “predetermination” by
ARU of the “final alignment” of the actual line of the nationally significant infrastructure
project overhead lines, | refer to the witness statement of |l and to the following
plans, as well as to the draft DCO terms.

| refer to Plan 1 [MLP1/1], entitled “Writtle University College Estate: Fields” that shows
the layout and use of the open paddock areas of ARU Writtle. The manuscript blue lines
encircling various field and part of the key are not immediately relevant, save that the two
blue lines encompassing areas: a) in the Western part of ARU, showing the paddocks
immediately East of Newney Green Lane; and b) South of Cow Watering Lane showing
the actual straddling of Cow Watering Lane by the single ARU Facility; and hence why
the traffic measures proposed above remain evidenced and necessary in the event of
diverted traffic along that Cow Watering Lane.

The paddocks adjacent to Newney Green Lane are paddocks identified by numbers 37,
38 and 39, and there is an agricultural field to the North identified as “1”. There is a
straight line on the North edge of paddock 38 that extends Eastwards along the North
edge of paddocks 36 and 34. For completeness: there is a straightline between paddocks
37 and 38, 35 and 36, and 32 and 34 that is the location of what is called “Plot 8/32”; and
paddocks 39 and 40 are situated immediately South of the stream/river, and paddock 41
is situated on the opposite side of the stream/river, and these particular paddocks are not
relevant to NGET proposals but instead are potentially affected by “UKPN” works.

It can be seen from Plan 1 [MLP1/1] that the Educational Establishment of ARU operates
both from a cluster of buildings and also from areas of outside paddocks integral to the
particular school land use of ARU.

Plan 2 [MLP1/2], entitled “Overlay Plots on ARU Land” is a diagram that shows the Land
Plans plots applied to an aerial photograph of ARU land. The yellow linear area is that
identified as “Plot 8/42” and is the existing accessway running between paddocks 37 and
38, 35 and 36, and 32 and 34, and the edges and corners of the paddocks can be
discerned by light brown areas of worn grass, and also by the hedgelines.
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Plan 2 [MLP1/2] also shows the edges of Newney Green Lane identified itself as “Plot
8/38”, and a “Plot 8/29 that appears to comprise both paddocks 37 and 38 appears and
is separated from Plot 8/38 by an intervening linear area of roadside waste identified as
“Plot 8/37”. Further, West of Newney Green Lane can be seen “Plot 8/39” that (with “Plot
8/45”) occupies the whole of the area of land opposite the ARU land to the West of that
Lane. Further North, the further Plots identified as “8/27”, “8/21”, “8/19”, and “8/15”,
complete the particular Plot jigsaw to the West and North-West of ARU.

Plan 2 [MLP1/2] shows that all of the Plots referred to are coloured a light green. The
shape of the light green area in this location shows a linear part and parts where bulges
occur. The outermost Western and Eastern edges of the linear shapes coloured green
correspond to the position of the Western and Eastern orange dashed lines shown on
the Works Plans as “Limits of Deviation: overhead lines” and in between which lines the
Works Plans identifies by a purple line a “Proposed overhead line”. (It is also relevant to
note that in this location, the straightline pylons TB164-TB165-TB166 are only short run
of cable before a turn at TB164 and TB166). The outermost extent of the linear parts
also correspond with what the draft DCO evidences today and describes in Article 2(1)
“Order limits” to mean: “the limits shown on the works plans within which the authorised
development may be carried out’. Further, “authorised development” is defined by that
Article to mean: the development described in Schedule 1 (authorized development), and
any other development authorised by this Order, which is development within the
meaning of section 32 of the 2008 Act”. Within Schedule 1, Works No. 17 provides for an
overhead line to pass from North to South along the light green coloured land shown on
Plan 2 [MLP1/2] within the extent of the linear area shown on Plan 2 and referred to
above. Furthermore, Article 3(1) evidences that NGET is to be authorized to carry out the
authorized development, and Article 5 provides for “Limits of Deviation”. The Limits of
Deviation provision evidences today, and would empower NGET to: “deviate from the
lines or situations shown on the works plans within the limits of deviation relating to a
Work shown on those plans and carry out construction activities for the purpose of the
authorized development anywhere within the Order limits”.

It is clear to me that draft DCO would authorise NGET to align its overhead electrical line
inside the light green area, inside the two outer parameters of the “Order limits”, and that
the draft DCO today evidences that NGET can actually place the overhead lines
“anywhere” between the orange dashed lines of the Order limits. It is further clear to me
that NGET itself has formulated the Order limits so to enable it to actually construct the
overhead lines to the most extreme Eastern limit of the Order limits or to the most extreme
Western limit of the Order limits, and otherwise the Order limits and Article 5(1) is
meaningless. Therefore, when | read the plans and draft DCO, | read the plans and terms
as providing no more than a notional volume inside of which the “TB” pylons and the
overhead electrical cables they hold up between them can be situated “anywhere”.
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Returning to Plan 2 [MLP1/2], the phrase “anywhere within” referred to in Article 5(1)
includes a potential location of the overhead cables at the extreme Easternmost or
Westernmost edges of the light green coloured area of Plots 8/15, 8/19, 8/21, 8/27, 8/29
8/39, 8/51 and 8/53. It is evident from Plan 2, that the position of the overhead (purple)
line shown on the Works Plans in the proposed authorised Westernmost side of the Order
limits, actually along the line of the orange dashed line on the Works Plans (as would be
expressly so authorised) or inset even a short distance Eastwards of the line of that
Western Order limit, would nevertheless result in the overhead line proposed to be
authorised by the DCO nevertheless not in fact traversing over the extent of the paddocks
identified on Plan 1 [MLP1/1] as paddocks 37 and 38, and whose extent of which
paddocks corresponds with the area of Plot 8/29 situated immediately South of the
straight fence-line on the Northern edge of paddock 38, and whose Westernmost extent
corresponds with the North-Western corner of paddock 38 where the fence line on the
Northern edge of paddock 38 coincides with the Eastern edge of Plot 8/38 (that
encompasses Newney Green Lane).

It is abundantly clear from the evidence referred to above, that the “overhead line”
proposed to be authorised by the draft DCO can be situated laterally “anywhere within”
the line of the area of the Westernmost (orange dashed line of the) Order limit and the
North-Westernmost corner of paddock 38 inside Plot 8/29 and also inside Plot 8/37.
Necessarily, the actual particular alignment of the overhead cable “anywhere within” that
part of the “Rochdale Envelope” relies on the particular detailed location of pylons TB166,
TB165 and potentially also TB164. It is equally clear from the above evidence that at no
stage has ARU proposed to “predetermine” the location of the pylons or the line of the
overhead cable and that it is wholly disingenuous of NGET to mendaciously assert on
page F5, Appendix F of its [REP7-481], that ARU’s proposal “would predetermine the
final alignment”. That is demonstrably not the position and the opposite is demonstrably
the true position.

In fact, and in line with the actual terms of NGET’s own Plans and draft DCO, ARU has
properly identified that some flexibility can be retained inside the extent of the notional
volume of the “Rochdale” Envelope sought to be authorised, simultaneously with the
Departments Code whose advice and policy describes that new lines over school land
be avoided “where reasonably practicable” and that “where reasonably practicable” will
“‘normally” be achieved by “existing good line-routing practice”. The very nature of the
NGET authorisation as a “Rochdale” Envelope inherently includes flexibility by which: a)
“existing good line-routing practice” can in fact be accommodated inside of that Envelope
to ensure accord with the Department's Code and with good practice; and
simultaneously, b) traversing by new overhead lines of paddocks 37 and 38 can be
avoided. The absence of present detailed design of the cable line itself of the appointment
of a Main Contractor evidences that NGET is not in an actual position to say what the
detail design may be. Conversely, only by NGET itself predetermining at this stage the
detailed design of its overhead cable axis can NGET actually show that traversing
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paddocks 37 and 38 is “unavoidable” (to use the Code’s term). In like way, the absence
of present detailed design of the cable line itself of the appointment of a Main Contractor
evidences that NGET is not in an actual position to say that it is actually “unavoidable” to
traverse paddocks 37 and 38 inside the “Rochdale” Envelope. This is why ARU remains
most surprised at the wholly disingenuous stance of NGET on page F5, Appendix F of
its [REP7-481] response to ARU’s wholly appropriate proposal by which to protect its
ongoing Educational Establishment and avoid permanent microshock harm to its Equine
Facility.

The ARU proposed protective provision therefore proposes to exclude the part of Plot
8/29 immediately South of the fence line on the Northern boundary of paddock 38 in
respect of the permanent situation of the overhead lines sought to be authorised by the
draft DCO. The exclusion is ensured by means of that extent of Plot 8/29 at ground level
being extruded vertically inside the extent of the “Rochdale” Envelope and thereby sub-
setting from the proposed “Rochdale” Envelope that extent of volume, whilst
simultaneously preserving a volume of the same proposed Envelope inside and through
which (when finally designed in detail), and still inside the Westernmost extreme of the
Order limits, the actual line of the overhead electric line can pass.

In an ongoing demonstration of the reasonable position adopted by ARU, and by contrast
to show the unreasonable and extreme position of NGET, ARU recognises that its
proposed protective solution cannot be a complete answer to excluding the permanent
harm from microshocks to all of its paddock areas. ARU has questioned the basis of the
Western route of the overhead cable line and expressed its views in support of the Parish
Council as to the use of pre-existing cable route to the East of ARU that would avoid any
passage of cables over ARU land. ARU directs the ExA to those previous submissions.

In that context, the ARU protective provision would strike the correct balance also,
because it would nevertheless enable the passage of the overhead line to the West of
ARU inside the proposed Westernmost line of the Order limits whilst simultaneously the
line of the resulting overhead line would allow traversing of the Westernmost part of
paddock 39 shown on Plan 1 [MLP1/1], and identified as the North-westernmost part of
Plot 29 and the Westernmost part of Plot 8/27. Because the Westernmost extent of
paddock 39 corresponds with the Westernmost line of the Order limits, then at this
particular location, ARU recognises that the Code’s advice and policy that traversing
school land would be “unavoidable” and, therefore, the NGET proposal to elevate the
overhead lines to reduce the potential microshock to human beings, in particular children
or students, using that paddock during teaching, would then be triggered and required to
be also embedded in the draft DCO by means of a protective provision (or a requirement
in like terms). ARU further understands that such increased elevation of overhead cable
would extend between pylons TB165 and TB164. Further, ARU would anticipate as a
further mitigation measure itself fencing off the Westernmost part of paddock 39 to ensure
that no part of the paddock is directly under the new overhead electricity cable.
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NGET’s Bootstraps Introduction to its [REP7-481], Appendix F

In its Introduction to its [REP7-481], Appendix F, NGET relies heavily on three parts of
its case to assert that: a) in paragraph F.1.3, the potential impacts on ARU Writtle “are
limited”, it new overhead cables “oversail a very small proportion of the western paddock;
and “no significant effect” result from the Project; and b) in paragraph F.1.4, the effects
on ARU “must be situated within the context of the critical national priority (CNP) policy
of the [NPS] EN-1” and in relation to which NGET relies on [REP5-193], paragraph 2.7.5
and the “mitigation measures” to outweigh the need for the Project.

It is clear to me in relation to (a), from a careful reading of the express terms of the
proposed mitigation measures that, ultimately, the Deadline 7 versions of the Outline
Code of Construction Practice and the Outline Construction Traffic Management Plan,
do not provide the actual assurances required by the EIA as it relates to ARU Writtle by
which to ensure that likely significant effects do not arise from the overhead cables and
its construction.

Further, (again) surprisingly, NGET relies in its [REP7-481], Appendix F, on material
relating to an evaluation for the purposes of the environmental impact assessment
regulations and that not for the purposes of section 122 of the Planning Act 2008. It
appears to me that NGET has conflated: i) its obligation to subject its Project to the
requirements of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017/572 for the purposes of section 120(1)-(3); and ii) its separate
obligation to satisfy the section 122(2), and then section 122(3) of the Planning Act 2008,
to which section 120(1)-(3) remain subject. It is as if NGET has decided to advance its
DCO and therefore it need not discharge the burden on it to justify the inclusion of
compulsory purchase powers in its 29" August 2025 Application for a DCO.

In that context, ARU notes that NGET asserts the diminishment of the impacts of the
oversailing cables and land use by NGET for EIA purposes and asserts them to be small.
The mischaracterisation by NGET of the impacts evidences that NGET has both failed to
address its mind to the situation of ARU, and has failed to consider the EIA matters in
the required joined up way, and that ARU has itself considered in a joined up way.
Further, on the theoretical basis that NGET’s assertions were correct, then they would
operate in reverse to evidence the clearly proportionate response of ARU to protect its
ongoing operation that would be very significantly and permanently affect by the
oversailing cables by means of protective provisions (or requirements to like effect) in
contrast to the absence of any resulting need to change or add to the EIA forming part of
the Application. That is, the protective provisions (or requirements to like effect) would
make a material, relevant and important difference to the ongoing safe operation of ARU
and at the same time have no and no real impact at all on the construction of the overhead
lines authorised by the NSIP.
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It is clear to me in relation to (b), (again) surprisingly, NGET has side stepped also and
failed to address the more particular requirements of the NPS EN-5 (November 2023)
(against the generalised provisions of NPS EN-1 (November 2023)) by which Parliament
has ensured in paragraphs 2.6.2 and 2.6.3: (Emphasis added)

2.6.2 Where the applicant does not own or wish to own the land in question, it should try
to reach a voluntary agreement giving it sufficient rights and/or permissions to undertake
the relevant work

2.6.3 in reaching the agreement that it requires, the network company may, as part of
its application to the Secretary of State, seek to acquire rights compulsorily over the land
in question by means of a provision in the DCO.

It appears to ARU that NGET has ignored these protections that Parliament provides to
ARU by which Parliament has ensured that NGET only use compulsory purchase
provisions as a “last resort” notwithstanding that Parliament has simultaneously identified
there to be a need and even an urgent need for electricity infrastructure.

Not only has NGET itself evidenced in paragraph F.2.1 that it only became alive to ARU’s
concerns “through” the Examination Process after it actually made its Application, but |
can confirm that at no time before it made its DCO Application on 29" August 2025 did
NGET actually have any meaningful dialogue with ARU. Therefore, it remains
demonstrably the case that, contrary to Parliament’s particular NPS EN-5 guidance (that
has the same section 5, Planning Act 2008 status as NPS EN-1, whilst being also more
particular than the general guidance of EN-1), that also refers to “CNP” at paragraph
2.7.5, Parliament does not place the need relied on by NGET above the use of
compulsory purchase provisions. Furthermore, even in the context of that need, and an
urgent need, Parliament nevertheless continues to require the precondition of fact
(“where [NGET] does not succeed in reaching the agreement that it requires”) to be
satisfied before NGET is entitled in compliance with EN-5, paragraph 2.6.3, to include in
its DCO Application of 29" August 2025 any powers of compulsory acquisition, in
particular in relation to the land of ARU Writtle. Therefore, it is demonstrable that NGET
remains in breach of EN-5, paragraph 2.6.3 and its assertions as to “need” or “CNP”
cannot override Parliament’s express warning to all DCO applicants in paragraph 2.6.3.

As a public body, ARU recognises the importance of the new overhead lines and this
remains why ARU itself continues to facilitate the safe operation of its Educational
Establishment with the development of a new line. ARU’s approach underscores the
need for its inclusion of the protective provisions (or requirements to like effect), or
refinements to parts of the draft DCO, to ensure that safe operation by ARU of its Facility
whilst not preventing the new lines being constructed.

Further, | am advised and understand that the matters in the Introduction relied on by
NGET relate to section 122(3) (and fall to be evaluated in the context of breach by NGET
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of EN-5, paragraph 2.6.3), and not to the logically prior 122(2)(a)(i) and (ii) of the Planning
Act 2008.

ENGAGEMENT WITH UKPN

As stated in my second witness statement, | note that “UKPN” is referred to in the draft
Development Consent Order as being two legal entities. In this witness statement (like
my second witness statement), when | refer to “UKPN” | refer exclusively to “Eastern
Power Networks plc” as the entity in fact authorised under license by OfGem to distribute
electricity locally, whereas | understand that OfGem has not authorised “UK Power
Networks Holdings Limited” to so distribute electricity. It remains difficult to follow how
the draft DCO can contain terms apparently authorising UK Power Networks Holdings
Limited to distribute electricity in the face of OfGem not having licensed that distribution
and the statutory offence under section 4 of the Electricity Act 1989 that prohibits
distribution of electricity without an existing licence. If the ExA is shown evidence of how
it is that the other UKPN entity is entitled to distribute electricity under the draft DCO,
then my references to UKPN can include the unlicensed entity also.

It can be seen from Plan 2 [MLP1/2], the overlay of plots onto ARU land that the proposed
pylon route would be at right angles to the existing UKPN overhead distribution line, and
that the clash of cables proposed by NGET results in the need for NGET to compulsorily
acquire the land of UKPN in order to ensure that local electricity distribution can continue.
Instead, however, NGET has included powers of compulsory acquisition of land by
UKPPN in the DCO of NGET in its Application of 29" August 2025, and in advance of
the November 2025 development agreement that UKPN explained at CAH3 that it had
reached with NGET at that date after the Application had been made by NGET.

| refer the ExA to Parliament’s NPS EN-5, paragraph 2.6.3 to which | have referred above:

As a last resort, where it does not succeed in reaching the agreement that it requires,
the network company may, as part of its application to the Secretary of State, seek
to acquire rights compulsorily over the land in question by means of a provision in
the DCO.

It remains demonstrably clear that NGET jumped the gun of paragraph 2.6.3 in breach
of Parliament’s clear NPS obligation on NGET to include in an application for a DCO
powers of compulsory purchase as a “last” resort. It is equally clear that NGET chose to
breach that clear NPS obligation (because it had not yet agreed in August 2025 a
development agreement with UKPN) and include in its application as a “first” resort
powers of compulsory acquisition in favour of UKPN and notwithstanding that UKPN itself
did not then know if it may or may not need such powers. That repeated breach of the
NPS by NGET weighs most heavily against NGET and in particular in NGET’s seeking
to secure (and to advance on behalf of UKPN) section 122(2) powers of compulsory
acquisition. That repeated breach is evidenced by NGET revealing that its (so-called)
“Negotiations Tracker” was supplied exclusively on behalf of NGET and not on behalf of
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UKPN and that UPN at CAH 3 evidenced that it had only commenced a first step in
respect of land discussions in Spring 2026 with affected owners and occupiers. Such an
unequivocal breach of paragraph 2.6.3 by NGET is irresponsible and most surprising.
ARU considers that such a clear breach is an important and relevant matter that the ExA
should not enable NGET (or UKPN) to profit from nor take advantage of in their favour in
any way.

An example of NGET seeking to sidestep its repeated breach of EN-5 paragraph 2.6.3
appears in page F7 of [REP7-481] Appendix F, in which NGET seeks to ‘explain away’
its breach by asserting by isolating part of UKPN’s explanation of the UKPN approach
and characterising somewhat enthusiastically that isolated part as being “categorically
described ... as twin-tracking”. It was not so described nor “categorically” so. ARU
disagrees with NGET. ARU attended CAH 3 virtually and | recall UKPN’s very careful
framing of UKPN’s own approach to land matters as being very different to that of NGET
and by which UKPN itself adopted a different and careful sequence of steps before it
would then consider whether or not to rely on compulsory powers of acquisition and its
approach was different to that of NGET. It was clearly implicit in UKPN’s explanation that
UKPN itself accepted that until the conclusion of those discussions UKPN itself
recognised that it was not in a position to know whether or not it may (or may not) need
compulsory acquisition powers. UKPN made no express comment on the inclusion of
powers by NGET in advance of discussions with land owners to avoid compulsory
acquisition. ARU understood UKPN’s reference to “twin-tracking” to be a reference to
NGET following a different process to that of UKPN.

The DCO (if granted) would require UKPN'’s (i.e. Eastern Power Networks plc) existing
overhead cables to first be undergrounded to avoid any relevant interference with
NGET'’s pylon cables; this would include undergrounding cables adjacent to and beneath
ARU Writtle paddock land.

As detailed in my second witness statement, and as was self-evident at CAH 3, the Issue
Specific Hearing on 24" June 2026, that there has been no actual previous engagement
nor any meaningful engagement by either NGET or UKPN with ARU Writtle in relation to
its concerns before the DCO application was made by NGET on 29" August 2025, nor
until Spring 2026 by either NGE or UKPN. And indeed even then, prior to Issue Specific
Hearing on 24™ June 2026, there had only been a questionnaire sent to us by UKPN in
March 2026 and one introductory meeting with our representative, || I of Savills,
and UKPN in April 2026, and that aligned with UKPN’s explanation of its careful steps
that it took (but that NGET has not taken) before UKPN decides whether or not
compulsory acquisition powers are necessary. The meeting described below is therefore
the first, the start, and the only meaningful initial engagement ARU Writtle has had from
UKPN throughout this process.
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UKPN MEETING ON 16™ JULY 2026 LESS THAN ONE MONTH BEFORE CLOSURE
OF THE STATUTORY EXAMINATION PERIOD ON 10™ AUGUST 2026

On 16" July 2026, ARU Writtle met with Dalcour Maclaren representees for UKPN. In
attendance at the meeting for ARU Writtle was |l (Chief Operating Officer),
I (Director of Estates), I (Head of Equine Resources), N
(Savills), I (National Strategic Infrastructure Projects Manager for Essex
County Council) and myself. | I of UKPN was due to attend for but was
unable to do so on the day due to a family emergency; his representatives from Dalcour
McClaren were I 2"J B ' attach a Minute of that meeting with this
witness statement, the first draft of the Minute being provided by Dalcour Maclaren with
tracked amendments by ARU Writtle. Exhibit MLP1/3.

At the meeting, on behalf of ARU, we discussed the total lack of engagement by UKPN
to date with UKPN's representative. |l €xp'ained that he had been fully briefed by

I 2nd that he had also been in discussion with | of NGET.

| explained (as per paragraph 4.10 of my second witness statement) that we require (as
ARU has evidenced and not “asserted”) UKPN to drill below the round surface level and
at a depth sufficient to ensure no microshocks to horses or pedestrians passing over the
buried cable at ground surface level and no paddock ground surface disturbance, in order
to avoid serious injury and possible deaths to horses in our circa 90 strong herd (as
detailed further in the witness statement of | (Head of School of
Agriculture, Animal and Environmental Sciences)), and that we will request a protected
provision or a requirement be imposed by the Secretary of State to ensure the protection
from injury (and potential death) of horses and of injury to our students by the above
means.

On behalf of UKPN, |l stated that he had read our written submissions and was
aware of our views for horizonal drilling as opposed to “open cut” in order to minimise the
impact of soil disruption. |l explained that drilling would be more costly to NGET
because “bigger kit” is required for horizontal drilling and it typically takes longer (i.e. here
it would be likely up to 2 weeks as opposed to 1 week for overhead distribution cables)
but he told us that horizontal drilling had been approved in principle by NGET in
recognition of the need to minimise disruption to our land ground surface areas. If they
used “open cut” to lay the distribution cable would be a greater disruption to the ground
in terms of reinstatement and management of grazing for the horses. It was clear to me
from I comments that it had been agreed between NGET and UKPN that NGET
would be responsible for meeting UKPN’s costs for such horizontal drilling at our site,
albeit il said horizontal direct drilling had been approved by NGET but was subject
to this method being approved by testing via bore holes.

It was agreed that |l team would share with il their marked-up plans in
advance of the examination period closing on 10" August 2026 and that UKPN would
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aim to complete the bore hole testing ideally before 10" August 2026 if possible and if
not then during August 2026, given that this would be the least disruptive time for ARU
Writtle as most of our students are currently on summer break.

(In line with the careful sequenced approach described by UKPN at CAH 3 and evidently
at real odds or contrast with the assertion by NGET on page F7 of its [REP7-481]
Appendix F that UKPN supported a CPO “first” approach il also stated that we
would be financially compensated in due course, both for the reasonable fees that would
be incurred by our external legal team and by Savills in agreeing heads of terms and then
a deed of easement to reflect our voluntary agreement (rather than UKPN seeking to
invoke powers included under the Development Consent Order, if granted), as well as
our requirements. These requirements would include that all of its contractors would have
enhanced DBS checks in place due to our safeguarding obligations to the children we
teach. | further stated that ARU Writtle would also be compensated for our
management team’s time in dealing with this matter and that we would receive a
consideration for the right to lay underground cables by reference to its agricultural land
value; Il said this was because, whilst we are an educational facility, agricultural
land value would be used to calculate compensation because of the location of our site
they are intending to use which would not be suitable for the likes of commercial
development.

On our site walk, |l stated that accessing our site the same way that NGET has
now proposed (i.e. via our field demarcated as “1” on Plan 1 [MLP1/1, and in the location
of Plot 8/17 on Plan 2 [MLP1/2]) appeared also the most practicable option, or
alternatively UKPN may be able to gain access further from the North subject to seeking
that landowners’ consent, who they are yet to engage with. UKPN confirmed they were
not proposing any access via our Equine Centre.

I said that if they do access our site via our field then they would only to come
across our land once (i.e. to enter, then exit at the end of their works with their kit) and
that it was their substantive works were likely to take up to two weeks to complete. |jij
I (hey would seek to complete their works during a summer period (likely to
be in August 2028, following conclusion of the examination period, the decision of the
Secretary of State and the conclusion of any judicial reviews) in order to minimise
disruption to our ongoing business and therefore to minimise their compensation
exposure to ARU Writtle and that they would seek to give us at least 3 months’ notice in
advance of the works.

I 2/so stated that future maintenance works was unlikely as their pipes typically
last for circa 50 years unless a cable failed or there was an emergency.

We conducted a site walk. During our site walk, |l recognised that the actual
presence of a steam is likely to mean that horizontal drilling would be necessary. The
stream can be seen on Plans 1 [MLP1/1] and 2 [MLP1/2] as the wavy line immediately
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North of paddocks 39 and 40 on Plan 1 [MLP1/1], and situated between Plots 8/19 and
8/27 on Plan 2 [MLP1/2]. | was pleased to note that, whilst ARU Writtle’s original request
for horizontal drilling was due to the need to minimise disruption to our land ground
surface areas for safety reasons, it was agreed by UKPN that the presence of the stream
would necessitate horizontal drilling in any event, meaning that we were aligned on the
requirement for horizontal drilling (albeit for our different respective reasons).

It was agreed that the impacted land would be fenced off to prevent harm to our animals,
staff and students caused by the soil disruption processes.

I cnquired of . if our previously evidenced concerns regarding the risk of
microshocks and vibrations, which could disturb our horses, were correct. |l said
that the cables as a result would be undergrounded by 1 - 2 metres as per the standard
procedures of UKPN, which he said would therefore not create a risk of microshocks at
ground surface level. In terms of vibrations, |l said he was not aware of the risk of
this to animals and that he would do some research in this regard.

My overall sense of this meeting was that it was a positive first discussion, albeit one that
clearly should have happened long ago, and that we now see the actions from both UKPN
and NGET, not just their words.

CONCLUSIONS

On behalf of ARU, it remains clear that the protective provisions (or to like effect as terms
of requirements, or by means of refinements to the draft DCO terms) remain necessary,
properly evidenced, wholly proportionate, and unrebutted by any evidenced or
substantive response from NGET. Indeed, on behalf of UKPN, |l has agreed with
ARU’s approach in relation to matters as “essential” and to a voluntary agreement by
ARU to facilitate the repositioning of distribution lines caused by NGET's new
transmission cables. | consider there is clearly no actual need for compulsory acquisition
of ARU land by either UKPN or NGET and the purposes of each can be demonstrably
secured by means of the draft DCO (subject to the protective matters summarised above)
without the need for compulsory acquisition of ARU and for which there remains no clear
cut evidenced need nor one that is clearly decisive in the public interest.
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Statement of Truth

| understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who
makes, or causes to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement
of truth without an honest belief in its truth.

| believe that the facts stated in this Witness Statement are true.

Signed

Dated ...4 August 2026.....
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,!,MSE_m University College |
Estate: Fields

"~ 1, Well fiald 6.34  10. Cow Watering Meadow {smali} 2.069 21, Small Daws 3.44 31.MainYard~Field 1 0.83 42, Stud Nursery Field 0.93
2. Barn field 6.66 11.Cow Watering Meadow (big) 3.55  22. small Daws (trackside) 2.27  32.Main Yard - DIY 1 0.24 43, Stud ~Field 1 0.94
3. Big Hook 5.61 12 Pig Meadow (west) 0.43  23. Stonebond 278 33, MainYard~DIY2 0.2 44, Stud ~Field 2 0.84
4. Fruit Farm 3.36 13, Pig Meadow (east} 1.06 24.8Big Daws 5.36  34.Main Yard - Fieid 3 0.54 45, Stud-Field 3 0.86
5. Claypitts 2.82 14.Barn Field (west) 0.66 25, Stoneyshotts 3.72 35.MainYard-Field4 0.89 46, Stud ~Field4 112
6. Barn Field (8P} 2.35 15 Joyce Field 239 26.tong Meadow 157 36.MainYard—Field5 0.85 47 Stud~Field5 0.43
7. Foxburrows 14.78  16. Small Reservoir 247 27, Stable Field 1.33  37.Main Yard ~Field 6 1.76 48.Stud~Field6 0.58
8. Butt Field 3.86 17. Weaning Paddock {farm) 0.82 28 tawford tane 4.94  38.MainYard ~Field 7 1.17 48.Stud-Field7 0.42
9. Rugby Field 5.22 18 Victoria 3.6¢  29. Loampits 1.80 39, MainYard - Field 8 0.87 50. Stud Victoria 2.29

13. Horse Paddock (quarry} 3.33  30. Genus Site 3.75 40.Park1l 0.72  51.Stud —Weaning Paddock 1 [0.66
20. Horse Paddock 241 41, Park 2 1.07 52, Stud - ing 2. k2 1067

. Sports Fields
54. Orchard 2,27
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D

Meeting Minutes - ARU Writtle

ate: 16 July 2026

Attendees

N

I (Savills)

I (Essex County Council)
I (D:lcour Maclaren)
I (Dalcour Maclaren)

. Access

The original access route through the centre of the site is not a viable option-lenger
available. Alternative mitigation options remain under review and will require further
discussion before an agreed solution is reached.

Clarification was requested regarding future access requirements following cable
installation, particularly for maintenance, operational access and emergency response
activities.

The potential for access from the road leading to Newney GreenWrittle Read was
discussed; however, the presence of a public footpath and a restricted turning angle
may render this option unsuitable. It is considered unlikely that the arrangement would
satisfy a swept path analysis. There would also need to be hedgerow and tree removal
with this option.

. University Operations and Safeguarding

ARU advised that there are currently approximately 500 equine pupils on site, with
numbers expected to increase to around 600 at its Equine Centre in September 2026.

Given the presence of children on campus, all UKPN-appointed contractors will be

required to_ adhere to ARU policies and procedures, including that all contractors must
hold enhanced DBS clearance prior to attending site.

. Construction Methodology

ARU expressed concerns regarding soil disturbance and the potential impact on the
approximately 90 horses located on the site. All affected land must be fully reinstated
and rendered safe before horses return.



ARU requested the use of Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD)-whereverpossible. Due
to HDD length limitations, a short section of underground cable will require open-trench
installation to a launch pit before drilling beneath the brook.

Route plans will be prepared by UKPN and submitted for ARU’s BKPN-approval. The
anticipated cable depth is between[0.9m and 1.2mL The depth of the HDD will be
confirmed by UKPN.

ARU raised concerns regarding possible noise and vibration impacts on horses. It was
considered unlikely that horses would feel the drilling; however, confirmation will be
obtained.

Borehole surveys are required within the next one to two months (but ideally during
August 2026, due to students’ summer vacation) to confirm HDD feasibility. Should HDD
prove unviable, ARU requested a clear and substantiated explanation.

4. Programme

ARU requested a project programme. Once received by Dalcour Maclaren, it will be
shared with affected parties.

Works will, where possible, be programmed to align with ARU operational
requirements. ARU indicated that a summer construction window would be preferred.
This will be confirmed by UKPN and will allow for the continued operation of the
university and to help mitigate ARU’s losses, which UKPN agreed would be reimbursed.
An Agricultural Liaison Officer will meet with |Jjillj and introduce the appointed
contractors prior to commencement.

A side letter will be prepared to set out contractor obligations, operational
requirements and reinstatement provisions. ARU will provide requirements for
inclusion. |l ill review the draft and determine whether legal input is
required.

Commented [JK1]: We will need this to be at least 1.2m
and 0.90 to protective tile

5. Voluntary Agreement
e Heads of Terms should be agreed by the end of the year to facilitate legal instruction
and progression of the voluntary agreement.
e Voluntary agreement is the only way the HDD route could be agreeable due to the class
of land rights.
6. Actions
Action Responsible Party
Prepare and issue a vehicle movement Dalcour Maclaren
plan.
Prepare an information plan showing the Dalcour Maclaren

proposed route alignment.

proposed timescales.

Confirm borehole survey requirements and | Dalcour Maclaren




Confirm likely noise and vibration impacts | Dalcour Maclaren
of HDD operations on horses.

Provide project programme once received. | Dalcour Maclaren

Outline operational and contractor ARU Writtle
requirements for inclusion within the side
letter.
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Project Anglia Ruskin University, Writtle
5
Z Subject Response to National Grid Deadline 7 Submission
©
v
c Reference 26086
=
@
= Date 4 August 2026

111 This Technical Note (TN) has been prepared by expert transport consultancy “"KMC Transport
Planning Ltd" to review National Grid Electricity Transmission’s (the Applicant’s) Deadline 7
submission relating to transport matters associated with Anglia Ruskin University (ARU) Writtle
Campus. The submissions relate to the Applicant’s desired construction of an access into the
ARU land (the site) from the adjacent Newney Green highway, and associated traffic
management implications of taking access from that highway to that land, in comparison to not
taking any access from that highway, but instead closing its use for a relatively short period to
form part of the construction ground area for erection and stringing of overhead cables
between pylons locations TB165 and TB166. The envisaged access would form part of associated
development Works included within the draft Norwich to Tilbury Development Consent Order
statutory instrument (DCO).

1.21  This TN provides as follows:

A review and response to pertinent transport matters set out by NGET in Appendix F.
Applicant’s Responses to ARU Writtle [REP6-134] of Document: 8.4.16 Applicant's
Comments on any Further Information or Submissions Received by Deadline 6 [REP7-481].

Page | 1 Registered Company: 14000918
Registered Company Address: Unit 6, Gwydir Enterprise Centre, Gwydir Street, Cambridge, CB12LG
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This section of the ARU Deadline 8 TN Response provides a review and response to transport
matters set out by NGET in [REP7-481] Appendix F. Applicant’s Responses to ARU Writtle [REP6-
134]. NGET's environmental impact assessment transport chapters and underlying documents
do not consider the traffic situation of ARU Writtle nor the situation of Newney Green. At
Deadline 7 NGET expressed its preference (a disagreement) to proposed protective provisions
(or requirements to the same effect). This Response focuses on the most pertinent of matters
that relate to traffic and highways, whilst notes that there is necessarily inter-linkage between
those matters and any desired use of ARU Land by NGET because the core of the issue arises
from NGET's desire to access ARU land, and the damage to ARU's land results from that access.

At our Deadline 6 submission [REP6-134], we set out our evidence-based concerns around the
impacts of a proposed diversion route under Article 16 and Schedule 8 on the ARU customary
crossing point at Cow Watering Lane bisecting its Educational Establishment (indicated at Figure
2.1 below). Daily regular users of the crossing include ARU Writtle, staff, students and horses. As a
result of the proposed closure of Newney Green by the Applicant, traffic will be diverted and this
will increase the amount of traffic using Cow Watering Lane. This traffic will include drivers less
familiar with Cow Watering Lane and the presence of an operating equine school and its
crossing point with vulnerable users on the highway. As a result, it is ARU Writtle's position that
there needs to be an express process in place to ensure management of this foreseeable
increased interaction and risk.

In their Deadline 7 submission, the Applicant has asserted that:

“A 12 week duration closure of Newney Green would not be possible, as indicated by Essex CC
Highways.”

And goes on to assert without evidence in support that:

“The Applicant does not consider that pedestrian activated TO/15 control measures as proposed
by ARU Writtle College’s transport consultant to be a reasonable and proportionate traffic
management regime for the crossing point on Cow Watering Lane. Construction of such
infrastructure would itself be likely to generate greater impacts than those which they are
intended to mitigate against”

In fact, no “construction” was suggested by ARU and it is hard to see how NGET can begin to
assert the TO/15 typical control measures (temporary lights resting on the ground, a man with a
“stop/go” sign or a banksman) can begin to be described as “construction”.
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As set out in our Deadline 6 submission, the Applicant has the powers within the DCO to
implement such a closure on Newney Green. We understand ECC is under a significant amount
of pressure due to the workload imposed on ECC from this, and other, projects, and to date ECC
has not been provided by NGET with any detailed traffic evidence about ARU Writtle or Newney
Green. As a result ECC cannot focus in detail on the particular ARU matters arising from the
operation of the draft DCO. However, Article 16(1) of the draft DCO deprives ECC of any input to
the particular temporary closure powers that include that for Newney Green. Understandably,
as it is their role as the highway authority, ECC would also be looking at the impacts with regards
to the highway user only and would be less focused on the in-combination impacts with other
impacts internal to the ARU Writtle site, such as those associated with ground compression as a
result of scaffolding on the ARU Writtle site, which are comprehensively set out in ARU Writtle's
prior submissions ‘Comments on the applicant’s draft itinerary for the ASI' [REP3-113] and
‘Comments on any further information or submissions received by deadline 3 and post hearing
submission’ [REP4-348].

As indicated above, it is disingenuous to portray temporary traffic management as requiring any
or a significant level of construction. A TO/15 in isolation just requires a small amount of signage
placed on the ground and a number of human operatives on the ground, and so would not
require any ‘infrastructure’ nor anything that could be characterised as “construction” of
“infrastructure”. It is very common for types of traffic management measures such as temporary
traffic signals, for a crossing, to be set up in a similar location, as these are portable items
involving no actual construction, and can be set up on the day by a trained traffic management
company.

Further, the Highway Code sets out a hierarchy of road users at the top of which are vulnerable
road users, such as pedestrians, below which are people riding horses and cyclists, and at the
bottom of which are people driving vehicles, particularly large vehicles. This means that road
users who can do the greatest harm by means of their vehicle bear the greatest level of
responsibility to reduce the danger they pose in their vehicles to other road users. The simplest
way of doing this is by ensuring that there are appropriate express protections in place, such as
safe crossing facilities during diversions and that the terms of such protections have no gaps to
avoid such a safe situation being provided.

As part of the construction of the Sizewell C DCO, KMC review the actual operation in practice of
the DCO terms and how the terms of a statutory instrument play out in real life. KMC currently
coordinate the traffic management requirements for the construction of Sizewell C and the large
scale of associated development, and as a result have current real-world experience of the
implementation of a complex DCO, in particular, a nuclear power station, including both the
‘permitting’ process of local authorities also engaged in the current NGET DCO application, the
practical implementation of long-term temporary highway closures and the need to consider
the impacts of diversions and manage the interaction with road users (particularly vulnerable
road users), as a result of the implementation of the DCO provisions.

In the case of the permitting process set out at Article 12 of the DCO referenced by NGET, this
does not directly apply (as sought by NGET) to the “specific powers conferred by [Article
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49] (M[(b)]" of the DCO, which gives the Applicant particular express powers to implement any
number of temporary road closures on Newney Green highway. As a result, the extrinsic and
local (not national) permitting process that is asserted to be relied upon to result in appropriate
traffic management need not be and may not be utilised. It may be in reality that the contractor
would apply for a road closure through the regular permitting process, as well as having the
specific Article 49(1)(b) closure power; however, there is no requirement to do this for NGET
under the proposed Article 49(1)(b) regardless of a local permitting scheme and as a result there
is demonstrably no requirement under Article 49(1)(b) for approval of any temporary closure to
vehicles of Newney Green or for mitigation of associated impacts, such as at the Cow Watering
Lane crossing. This means that express protections are required to be included at this stage

to ensure ongoing safe crossing. Whilst it is recognised that as part of the permitting process
operated under the New Roads and Street Works Act 1991, a requirement for mitigation may get
picked up through the permitting process, there is currently no main contractor and no
guarantee that the Essex County Council highways officer or the TM contractor will have an
understanding of the specific requirements of this location in terms of the number and types of
vulnerable road users, nor any evidence that a closure of Newney Green will be covered by a
permitting regime nor that any works would occur so as to justify the requirement for a permit.
It is also of note that to date no GG104 DMRB Safety Risk Assessment of this vehicle/vulnerable
road user interaction has been evidenced to have been undertaken by NGET as part of the
Examination Period documents, and this in combination with the absence of the appointment of
a main contractor means the ExA and Secretary of State cannot have at this time an informed
understanding of the risk or required mitigation.

As set out in our Deadline 6 submission [REP6-134] we consider that it is necessary and
pragmatic to embed an express framework to safeguard highway users, and to guarantee that
the particular and known highway risks of this location are provided for, regardless of whether
or not a permitting process is or is not engaged, which appears not to be required by the
Applicant to implement the closure under Article 49 (1)(b). Because absent its instruction of a
Main Contractor, and without having submitted any evidence of how the actual situation will
operate, the Applicant is not in a place at Deadline 8 (4t August 2026) to determine how the
works will be implemented on the ground at this time nor the extent of the temporary closure
that would ultimately be required under Article 49(1b), a Requirement for the Applicant to
undertake before each temporary closure of Newney Green a Risk Assessment that specifically
looks at the daily crossing requirements for ARU Writtle during the then known period of the
temporary close. This would consider:

Timing of the temporary closure.
Length of the temporary closure;
Level of and type of traffic that will reroute along the diversion; and

Likely crossing activities occurring at ARU Writtle during that time of the diversion.

This particular Risk Assessment would be required to be included as part of any road space
booking that results in traffic diverting via Cow Watering Lane under Article 49(1)(b). This would
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ensure that all parties (both Main Contractor, sub-contractors, and ECC offices) have understood
the actual risks and have responded with appropriate mitigation, if considered needed at that
time.

ARU Writtle Site Area

Cow Watering Lane
Crossing Location

OO

Figure 2.1 - Writtle Campus and Horse Crossing Locations

ARU Writtle has previously evidenced the impacts that would result from the compression of
paddock ground surface from scaffolding erected by NGET being situated on that ground
surface. These are comprehensively set out in ARU Writtle's prior submissions ‘Comments on the
applicant’s draft itinerary for the ASI' [REP3-113] and ‘Comments on any further information or
submissions received by deadline 3 and post hearing submission’ [REP4-348].

At its core, the proposed desire of NGET for scaffolding to be situated on the ARU land stems
from its wish to construct a type of bridge made of scaffolding sides and a net top. The
scaffolding would support netting over the part of Newney Green that is located between
pylons TB166 and 165 where NGET is raising cables, and would only need to be as wide as the
width of the pylon plus a small margin on either side. However, firstly the actual weight of such
scaffolding would compress the ground surface of the paddocks on which such a weight was
placed.

Secondly, in its the draft DCO NGET has applied under Article 49(1) and Schedule 13 for a Traffic
Regulation Order power including for Newney Green and that NGET describes as a “specific”
power by which NGET would be entitled as follows: “the undertaker may at any time for the
purposes of the authorised development or for purposes ancillary to the construction or
maintenance of the authorised development— b) prohibit use of roads by through traffic

and/or regulate the direction of vehicular movements in the manner specified in Part 2 of
Schedule 13 (traffic regulation orders) on the roads specified in column (2) and along the lengths
and between the points specified in column (3) [TR -F- 025 and 026] in the manner specified in
column (4) of that Part of that Schedule” and Note (4) in Schedule 13 states: “Prohibition of
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vehicular access” and relates back to Article 49 (not Article 16). By contrast, the diversion along
Cow Watering Lane appears under Schedule 8 and so Article 16(1) and results from an express
closure of Newney Green Lane between points SM-F-028 and 029 on Section F of Sheet 8.

As part of our Deadline 6 submission [REP6-134] we summarised that: “Given under Article
49(1)(b) the Applicant can manage the extents of their closure for “use” who would need
protecting, as such scaffolding would not be required (as set out in Option 3 below). On this basis,
the impacts of the scaffolding on ARU Writtle can be avoided by implementing a road closure”.

The Applicant has not disagreed with ARU Writtle Deadline 7 submission that they are actually
able to implement a long-term temporary closure or any length of temporary closure of the part
of Newney Green Lane over which cables may be strung up, and which use of Article 49(1)(b)
would avoid an impact on the ground level surface of the paddocks in the ARU Writtle site
because the closed section of Newney Green would for that period become temporarily part of
the construction site inside the extent of the “Rochdale” Envelope applied for by NGET.

Instead, notwithstanding that Essex County Council has no power under Article 49(1)(b) or 16(1)
of the draft DCO to prevent NGET temporarily closing part of Newney Green Lane, in their
Deadline 7 Response the Applicant has set out that it is Essex County Council’s preference for a
short-term closure, and based on the assertion of NGET that a 12 week closure would be
necessary.

“Such confirmation from Essex CC Highways was received during the CAH3 hearing, with
agreement to keep Options 1 and 2 open for further consideration. The Applicant is therefore
reclassifying Plot 8/42, as described in section 1.2.6, and added access from the Newney Green
highway consistent with Options T and 2 for access to scaffolding. Which would mean only a short
term road closure of a 2hrs or overnight works. The AP’s requested provision which would result in
no erection of scaffolding on their land, which aligns to Option 3 has been ruled out by Essex CC
Highways due to the impact on their highway network of the resultant closure of approximately 12
weeks. The Applicant is seeking TRO powers which include for the temporary stopping up of
Newney Green. The primary purpose of seeking these powers is for the closure of Newney Green
for two short durations (typically this may take place over a 2 hour period) to facilitate safe
installation and removal of netting across the carriageway consistent with Options 1 and 2. This
allows conductor stringing works to safely be carried out over the active highway.”

It is noted that neither Essex County Council nor NGET had any evidence of the impact on the
number of highway users to underpin their views in relation to Newney Green. In order to
provide context to the level of impact to highway users of a temporary closure on Newney
Green, ARU Writtle commissioned a traffic survey on Newney Green. The traffic survey took
place between 27 June and 3 July 2026 and counted total two way traffic flows across the week.
The survey picked up all vehicle types and a range of vehicles including cycles, cars and HGVs.

The Annual Average Daily Two-Way Traffic (AADT) during the time period on Newney Green is
377 vehicles, which equates to an average of 16 vehicles per hour with a peak of about 30
vehicles. In our expert experience, this is a very low level of two-way traffic, and, as such, the
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level of daily traffic likely to be impacted by a temporary closure is very low. A summary of the
traffic flows is included at Table 1 and Table 2 below, with the full survey included as an Annex
to this submission.

When further considering the impacts of a temporary road closure (we can already see that the
numbers of impacted vehicles is very low), the only properties that would be directly impacted in
some way by the temporary closure are those in the community of Newney Green to the West of
ARU Writtle, plus potentially some local agricultural landowners, given all other locations in the
area are more directly accessible from other routes, as presented at Figure 2.2 and 2.3 below,
which show that vehicles would normally route via alternative routes if approaching from the
south/southeast and north/west.

Looking at the journey time images below (at Figure 2.2 to 2.5), we can see that in reality it is
only journeys specifically between Writtle and Newney Green that would be impacted and then
only in terms of an increase in journey time, because journeys from Chelmsford, for instance, can
use an alternative route via Roxwell Road with no impact on journey time (see Figure 2.4 and
2.5 below).

Even when considering those journey times between Writtle and Newney Green, the increase in
vehicle journey time is only approximately 1-2 minutes from centre to centre (as shown in Figure
2.6 and 2.7). It is also worth noting that the actual impacted journeys, in terms of an increased
journey times (i.e. those journeys specifically between Newney Green and Writtle), are only likely
to be a proportion of the total 377 daily journeys surveyed. On this basis, a temporary road
closure on Newney Green results in a small impact on both journey time and vehicle numbers,
which should be considered against the significant and extended period of resulting impact on
ARU Writtle's operations caused by ground compression from NGET's scaffolding weighing on
the bear ground surface of ARU paddocks, and the approximate 18 month recovery period of
the ground surface before it reforms to safe use by horses traversing that same surface.

In addition, it is good practice for any temporary road closure for the Main Contractor to notify
local residents of a temporary closure before it happens (usually via a letter drop and via
advanced warning signs at the location of the closure). As a result, in most cases residents should
normally be able to adjust their journey route from the first day of the temporary closure, which
would essentially negate any impact on the person’s journey time. However, even if this was not
the case, as soon as a resident became aware of the closure from their first experience of
approaching it (and seeing the temporary closure sign standing on the highway) they would be
able to adjust meaning that it would only be the one journey in which they would experience a
more than 1-to-2-minute impact on their journey time by car.

Therefore, based on evidence, there would be no long term material impact for the local
community as a result of the temporary closure of part of Newney Green inside of the breadth of
the “Rochdale” Envelope Order limits stated by the draft DCO, and likewise, no material impact
for other road users, but only on the basis NGET can be expected to include in the detail of its
Article 49(1)(b) TRO reasonable mitigation along the diversion route for all road users as part of
the exercise of that power by NGET.
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In summary, the Applicant is now proposing to construct an access into the ARU Writtle site
from Newney Green highway to construct an on-site scaffolding and netting bridge, which
would result in paddock ground compression within the ARU Writtle site. These impacts can be
avoided by NGET merely exercising its Article 49(1)(b) and Schedule 13 proposed powers to
“prohibit vehicular access” for a temporary period of cable stringing across the then closed
Newney Green to traffic for (as NGET currently asserts) a period of up to 12 weeks , which would
have no or at most a minimal impact on highway users both in terms of numbers and journey
time, which would be short term, and would also negate the need to construct any access into
the ARU Writtle site.

On the basis of the evidence of Newney Green highway users, it is clear that the temporary
closure of the part of the highway inside the Order limits, by means of NGET exercising its
proposed DCO specific Article 49(1)(b) and Schedule 13 “prohibition on vehicular access” powers,
would result in no long term material impact on highway users, and would result in no or
minimal short term impacts on those users. By contrast, the weight of scaffolding on paddock
ground surface in ARU Writtle land would compress that surface and create a danger to horses
of the 90 strong herd living at ARU Writtle for the reasons given by ARU experts, and so result to
sterilise extents of the paddocks for some 18 months. .
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Table 1- AADT Survey Results (Hourly)

0000-0100 1
0100-0200 0.4
0200-0300 0
0300-0400 0.6
0400-0500 1
0500-0600 4.2
0600-0700 8.8
0700-0800 15.8
0800-0900 224
0900-1000 18
1000-1100 20.2
1100-1200 284
1200-1300 30.6
1300-1400 31.4
1400-1500 28
1500-1600 294
1600-1700 31.8
1700-1800 234
1800-1900 23
1900-2000 18.6
2000-2100 15
2100-2200 7.6
2200-2300 5
2300-2400 3.6

Table 2 — AADT Survey Results (Daily)

0700-1900 311.4
0600-2200 361.4
0600-0000 370

0000-0000 377.2

Page | 9
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SITE: ATC - Writtle Chelmsford CM1 3SD

ANNEX A - TRAFFIC SURVEY

Northbound Southbound
Total 1295 1149
Mean Speed 22.1 21.5
85% 27.2 27.7

CLASS NUMBER

CLASSIFICATION NAME

1

BICYCLE

MOTORCYLE

CAR

LGV

OGV1 (R2)

OGV1 (R3)

OGV1 (R4)

OGV2

|V |W]N

OGV2

OGV2

[N PR
=10

BUS

Class Type Axles 5P1 SP2 5P3 SP4 S5P5
1 C 2 0-1.06
2 0 2 1.06 - 1.70
3 CAR 2 1.70 - 2.64
3 1.89 - 2.95 | 3.50 - 6.00
3 1.89-295 | 1.90-4.00
4 1.89-295 | 1.90-6.00 | 0.50-1.30
4 LGV 2 264 - 3.75
5 R2 2 375 -6.00
b R3 3 200-6.00 | 1.00-190
3 1.00 - 1.88 | 2.00-12.00
7 R4 4 1.00-1.90 | 2.00-12.00 | 1.00-1.90
1 3.00-9.00 | 1.00-2.50 | 1.00-2.50
8 A3 3 295-9.20 | 1.90-4.00
1 295-12.00 | 2.00-12.00 | 250 - 12.00
4 295-9.20 | 250-9.00 | 0.50-2.50
3 1.89-3.99 | 3.50 - 15.00
4 1.89-399 | 3.50-15.00| 1.05-2.50
9 Ad 4 1.89-295 | 3.50-6.00 | 1.05-1.30
1 1.00- 1.90 | 1.90-12.00 | 2.00-15.00
4 1L.70- 525 | 1.00-1.90 | 2.00-15.00
10 Ad+ ] 2.00-12.00 | 1.00 - 12.00 | 2.00 - 12.00 | 1.00 - 1.90
] 2.00-12.00 | 1.00-1.90 | 1.90-12.00 | 2.50 - 12.00
6 200-1200 | 1.00-1.90 | 1.90-12.00 | 2.00-12.00 | 1.00-1.90
5 1.70-525 | 1.00-190 | 2.00-1500 | 1.00-2.50
b 1.00-1.90 | 1.90 - 12.00 | 2.00 - 15.00 | 1.00- 2.50
5 200-12.00 | 2.00-15.00 | 0.70-1.80 | 0.70-1.80
6 1.90-525 | 1.00-1.90 | 2.00-1500 | 1.00-1.90 | 1.00-1.90
7
11 BUS 2 G.00 - 12.00
3 6.00-12.00 | 1.00-1.90
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SITE: ATC - Writtle Chelmsford CM1 3SD

GRID REFERENCE: 51.734383, 0.400974

27 June 2026
Time Total Cls Cls
[-- 1 2

0000 0 0
0100 0 0
0200 0 0
0300 1 0
0400 0 0
0500 0 0
0600 1 0
0700 5 2
0800 12 6
0900 10 9
1000 13 3
1100 15 5
1200 10 0
1300 10 1
1400 21 2
1500 13 0
1600 7 2
1700 3 0
1800 5 0
1900 7 1
2000 3 0
2100 3 0
2200 2 0
2300 2 0
07-19 124 30
06-22 138 31
06-00 142 31

0O OO OO0 2000 ~_~O0O0NMNOOOODODOOOOOOOo

Cls

—_—
S A NNNNWBAEANOOOGIOIOOO WNOOO ~0 O0O0

NN O
o~ ®

Cls

W -2 22 WWO L O0OWNWN_LA A 20000 O0O0

NN =
(-2 2

LOCATION: Attached to telegraph pole

DIRECTION: NORTHBOUND

Cls

(=2 - - NelelNelolNeolNoeololNolololNololNolNolololNololNoelNololNolNollo]

Cls

(= - - NellelelNelNelolNoelNelelololNelNelNolNolNelNolNolNoNeNo oo N

Cls

= A A 00 0000000000000 ~00000O0OO0OO

Cls

(=2 - - NelNelelelolNelNolNe oo lNoNo oo o o oo o e o No No Nl

Cls
9

(=2~ - NelelNeloelNeolNololNolNololNololollolololNolollolNollolNolNollo]

SPEED LIMIT: NSL

Cls
10

N MDMNNOOOOOOO0OO0OO0ODO0O0O0OO0O 0 ~~000000O0OO0O

Cls
1

(=2~ - NelNelNelolNeolNololNololNolNeolololNolololNololNolNollolNolNollo]
| I | LI B )

Mean

30.6 -

20.8 -
20.9 -
18.7
17.6 -
21.2
22.3
19.9 -
20.1 -
24.4
23
17.2 -
23.7 -
226 -
19.1 -
23.2 -
25 -
29.3 -
242 -
21.2
21.2
214

Vpp
85

254

24.4
28.4

31.2
26.4

25.6
25.6
25.9






28 June 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

24.9 -

0

0000

0100
0200

0300

19.6 -

0
0
0
0

0400

15.8 -

0500

19.2 -

0600

19.3 -

0700

16 -
19.4

0800

254

19
10
13

0900

17 -
18.6

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

24.8

194 -

0
0

211 -

26

19.9

11

18.5 -

0

10
14

26

22.3

243 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

18.9 -

19.6 -

21.3 -

20.8 -

284 -

19.6 -

25.2

19.7

13
16
17
18

48

16
19
19
19

124 45
146

152
156

07-19

253

19.8

57

50
50

51

06-22
06-00
00-00

25.4

20.1

62
64

254

201



29 June 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

0100
0200

0300

247 -

0

0400

0500

19.9 -

0
0

0600

23.2 -

0700

271

245

12
10
16
10

11

0800

18.8 -

0

0900

26.7

20.3

12

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

246 -

0

27.5

22.8

25.8

21.2

12
10
10
10
15
14

19.1 -

0

20 -
214 -

0

26.4

221

11

27.2

23
222 -

0

20 -
204 -

10

0
0
0

25.7 -

23.7 -

26.6

21.7

11
11
11
11

27

70
85
88
89

22
31

136
163
167
168

07-19

26.6

21.6

30
31

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.6

21.6

31

26.6

21.7

31

31



30 June 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

32.3 -

0

0000

0100
0200

33.4 -

0

0300

0400

20.7 -

0
0
0
0
0

0500

16.5 -

0600

21.2 -

10

0700

211 -

0800

20.7 -

0900

27.9

20.8

10

24
22
23

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

26.8

21.3

26
27.8

22.6

13
10

245

16
15
19
18
21

27.9

24
241

27.8

13

28
28.6

24.3

22.9

15
10

29.5

21
21.2 -

20

0
0

20.1 -

22 -

23.6 -

0

27.3

22.5

14
14
14
14

49

105
119
121

23
28
28
28

204
230
232
237

07-19

27.3

223

53
53
54

11

06-22
06-00
00-00

27.3

22.3

1

27.3

223

124

12



01 July 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

25.5 -

0

0100
0200

0300

0400

204 -

0
0

0500

23.2 -

0600

27
27.9

23.9

14
22

0700

241

16

0800

20.7 -

0

0900

26.4

19.4

16

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

254 -

0
0

21.9 -

29.9

22
19.3 -

10

16

0

24.5

20.3

11

27.7

247

14

20

25.8 -

0
0

10

224 -

28.7

22.3

11

211 -

0
0
0

23.3 -

264 -

26 -
22.6

27.4

36
42

76
97
100
102

20
27
27

144
180
183
187

07-19

27.4

22.5

10
10
10

06-22
06-00
00-00

27.4

22.6

42

27.4

22.6

43

27



02 July 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

0100
0200

0300

22.7 -

0

0400

0500

21.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0

0600

211 -

10

0700

22.7 -

0800

23.2 -

0900

18.1 -

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

16.2 -

251

20.5

15

11

30.6

26.3

26.9

21.3

16

21.5 -

0

27.9

231

10

17

22.7 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

224 -

10

224 -

17.4 -

10

16.8 -

17.6 -

17.5 -

26.5

21.9

28
30
30
30

61

21

119

07-19

26.3

21.6

72
76
77

26
26
26

142
146
147

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.3

21.5

26.3

215



03 July 2026

Time

[--

0000
0100
0200
0300
0400
0500
0600
0700
0800
0900
1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300
07-19
06-22
06-00
00-00

Total

O AN OO0 -~

224
245
253
257

Cls

OO OONMNWOO 2= NNWOW-_~BPBNO-~0O0O0O0O0O0

NDNDNNDN
N o o BN

W 0O NOOOO~ANOODOO N0~ 0000000O0O0O

Cls
3

. WWh 220000 -~

_ A A —_ A A A N
ONWNNDNNO O

N -~ DN

123
136
144
147

Cls

OCOO~_~NUIWOAOOWANONMNW-~~PMPOOOOOOO

(S, S S I3 |
a o anN

OO0 202 2 WW_2hROO 000000 OO O

[ QR GRS
o o O MO

(=2 - M- - NelelolelNolNeNelelNolNolNoNe N o NoNo o o o o oo o o)

(-2 - M- - NelNelelelNelNelNelelNolNolNeolNelNoelNolNolNolNolNolNololNolNoNo o)

W WWWOOOOODOODODODODODOLDO 0~~~ 00000 0O0O0

(=~ - - NelelelNeleolololNolNolNolNoeolNolNolNolNolololNollololNololole

(=l - - - NeleolNelelololNelNelolNolNeloelNolNolNelololNolNelNolNolNolNo ol

_- e A A 0O 000000000 20000000 O0

Mean

264 -

26.5 -
26.1 -
23.1 -
222 -
20.7 -
23.2
201
21.8
24.8
22.8
24.2
251
254
25.8
24.3
251
246 -
215 -
23.9 -
224 -
23.6
23.7
23.7
23.7

Vpp
85

27.9
26.2
26.3
30.2
271
27.6
29.7
28.7
28.9

30
31.6

28.3
28.3
28.3
28.3



SITE: ATC - Writtle Chelmsford CM1 3SD

GRID REFERENCE: 51.734383, 0.400974

27 June 2026

Time

[--

0000
0100
0200
0300
0400
0500
0600
0700
0800
0900
1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300
07-19
06-22
06-00

Total

- OO0 -~ 0O0O0o

10
13
15
10
10
21

NNWWNOW

124
138
142

N~NOOOOO ~~200MNOO0O A ~~00 200000 0CO0OO0O

Vbin

OO OO 200 WL WWNPMAMWNUONOOOOOOO

W W W
bW

Vbin

S, O 2 WU WN-_2NNOUOOOODOONMAEAN-_OO0OOCOOO

D O O
~N o o

Vbin

2 A NOON-_A=_2010-_2A =2 N-_0O0N-~0000~~0O0O0

NDNDN
© N O

A A DO 2000 O0DO0ODO0ODO0OWOO 0000000 O0OO0OO0OOoO

(=2 - - NellelelNelNelolNoelNelelololNelNelNolNolNelNolNolNoNeNo oo N

DIRECTION: NORTHBOUND

(=2 - - NelNelelelNolNolNolNelNelNolNolNolNeolNelNoelNolNolNolNe e lNolNoNo Nl

LOCATION: Attached to telegraph pole

(=2 - - NelNelelelolNelNolNe e lelNoNo oo o o oo o o o No No Nl

(=2~ - NelelNeloelNelNololNolololNolololNolololNolollolNollolNolNollo]

(=l - - NellelelNelNeloloelNelelolNolNelNolNolNolNelNolNolNoNe No oo Nl

SPEED LIMIT: NSL

(=2~ - NelNelNelolNeolNololNololNolNololNolNolololNolNoelNoelNollolNolNollo]

(=M - - NellelelNelNelolNoelNelNololNolNelNelNolNolNeNolNolNoNeNo oo N

(=2 - - NelNelelelNolNelNolNelNeolNolNolNolNeolNelNolNolNolNolNoe oo lNoNo Nl

(=2 - - NelNelelelolNelNolNe e lNelNoNeo oo o o o o o o o o NoNo]

(=2 -~ NelNelNelelNeolNolNolNelNelolNolNolNelNe o lNolNelNeNe e o NoNoNel
| I | LI B )

Mean

30.6 -

20.8 -
20.9 -
18.7
17.6 -
21.2
22.3
19.9 -
20.1 -
24.4
23
17.2 -
23.7 -
226 -
19.1 -
23.2 -
25 -
29.3 -
242 -
21.2
21.2
214

Vpp
85

254

24.4
284

31.2
26.4

25.6
25.6
25.9






28 June 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

24.9 -

0

0000
0100

0200

0300

19.6 -

0
0
0
0

0400

15.8 -

0500

19.2 -

0600

19.3 -

0700

16 -
19.4

0800

254

19
10
13

0900

17 -
18.6

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

24.8

194 -

0
0

211 -

26

19.9

11

18.5 -

0

10
14

26

22.3

243 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

18.9 -

19.6 -

21.3 -

20.8 -

284 -

19.6 -

25.2

19.7

20
24
25

124 47 47
146

152
156

07-19

25.3

19.8

55
58

60

56
56

57

10
10
10

06-22
06-00
00-00

25.4

20.1

254

201

26



29 June 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

0300

247 -

0

0400

0500

19.9 -

0
0

0600

23.2 -

0700

271

245

12
10
16
10

11

0800

18.8 -

0

0900

26.7

20.3

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

246 -

0

27.5

22.8

25.8

21.2

12
10
10
10
15
14

19.1 -

0

20 -
214 -

0

26.4

221

27.2

23
222 -

0

20 -
204 -

10

0
0
0

25.7 -

23.7 -

26.6

21.7

45

53
62

30
40

136
163
167
168

07-19

26.6

21.6

52
53
53

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.6

21.6

63

41

26.6

21.7

64

41



30 June 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

32.3 -

0

0000
0100

0200

33.4 -

0

0300

0400

20.7 -

0
0
0
0
0

0500

16.5 -

0600

21.2 -

10

0700

211 -

0800

20.7 -

0900

27.9

20.8

24
22
23

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

26.8

21.3

26
27.8

22.6

11

245

16
15
19
18
21

27.9

24
241

27.8

28
28.6

24.3

22.9

11

29.5

21
21.2 -

20

0
0

20.1 -

22 -

23.6 -

0

27.3

22.5

65

89
100
102
103

29
35
35

15
17
17
17

204
230
232
237

07-19

27.3

223

72
72
73

06-22
06-00
00-00

27.3

22.3

27.3

223

36



01 July 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

25.5 -

0

0300

0400

204 -

0
0

0500

23.2 -

0600

27
27.9

23.9

14
22

0700

241

15

0800

20.7 -

0

0900

26.4

19.4

16

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

254 -

0
0

21.9 -

29.9

22
19.3 -

16

0

24.5

20.3

11

27.7

247

11

20

25.8 -

0
0

10

224 -

28.7

22.3

11

211 -

0
0
0

23.3 -

264 -

26 -
22.6

27.4

144 21 66 48
180

183
187

07-19

27.4

22.5

10 29 82 57

10
10

06-22
06-00
00-00

27.4

22.6

82 60

83

29
30

27.4

22.6

62



02 July 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
81 85

Vbin

Total

Time

93
99

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 87
56 62 68 81

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

0300

22.7 -

0

0400

0500

21.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0

0600

211 -

10

0700

22.7 -

0800

23.2 -

0900

18.1 -

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

16.2 -

251

20.5

15

11

30.6

26.3

26.9

21.3

16

21.5 -

0

27.9

231

17

22.7 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

224 -

10

224 -

17.4 -

10

16.8 -

17.6 -

17.5 -

26.5

21.9

38
40

52
64
65
66

15

21

12
15
15
15

119

07-19

26.3

21.6

142
146
147

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.3

21.5

40

24
24

26.3

215

40



03 July 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

264 -

0

0000
0100

0200

0300

26.5 -

0
0
0
0
0

0400

26.1 -

0500

23.1 -

0600

222 -

0700

20.7 -

0800

27.9

23.2

11

18
16
25
30
21

0900

26.2

201

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

26.3

21.8

13
14

30.2

24.8

271

22.8

27.6

24.2

19
20

29.7

251

11

28.7

254

18
17
22

28.9

25.8

30
31.6

24.3

12

251

12

246 -

0
0
0
0

21.5 -

23.9 -

224 -

28.3

23.6

11
13
13
14

85

90
99
102
103

224 31
245

253
257

07-19

28.3

23.7

93
97

33
34
34

06-22
06-00
00-00

28.3

23.7

28.3

23.7

99



Grand Total



SITE: ATC - Writtle Chelmsford CM1 3SD LOCATION: Attached to telegraph pole

GRID REFERENCE: 51.734383, 0.400974 DIRECTION: NORTHBOUND SPEED LIMIT: NSL
Sat Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Averages
27-Jun 28-Jun 29-Jun 30-Jun 01-dJul 02-Jul 03-Jul 1-5. 1-7.
Hour |
0000-0100 0 2 0 1 1 0 1] 0.6 0.7
0100-0200 0 0 0 0 1 0 0] 0.2 0.1
0200-0300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
0300-0400 1 0 0 1 0 0 0] 0.2 0.3
0400-0500 0 1 1 0 0 1 1] 0.6 0.6
0500-0600 0 1 0 3 2 0 2| 1.4 1.1
0600-0700 1 5 6 2 9 5 4| 5.2 4.6
0700-0800 5 8 6 10 14 10 9| 9.8 8.9
0800-0900 12 6 12 7 22 8 9| 11.6 10.9
0900-1000 10 19 10 9 9 4 18 | 10 11.3
1000-1100 13 10 16 24 16 6 16 | 15.6 14.4
1100-1200 15 13 10 22 4 4 25 | 13 13.3
1200-1300 10 9 11 23 6 15 30 | 17 14.9
1300-1400 10 9 12 16 16 11 21| 15.2 13.6
1400-1500 21 11 10 15 9 16 19 | 13.8 14.4
1500-1600 13 10 10 19 11 9 20 | 13.8 131
1600-1700 7 14 10 18 20 17 18 | 16.6 14.9
1700-1800 3 9 15 21 10 9 17 | 14.4 12
1800-1900 5 6 14 20 7 10 22 | 14.6 12
1900-2000 7 7 9 8 11 7 12| 9.4 8.7
2000-2100 3 8 10 8 9 10 4| 8.2 7.4
2100-2200 3 2 2 8 7 1 1] 3.8 34
2200-2300 2 5 3 0 2 1 6| 24 2.7
2300-2400 2 1 1 2 1 3 2| 1.8 1.7
|
Totals _
|
0700-1900 124 124 136 204 144 119 224 | 165.4 153.6
0600-2200 138 146 163 230 180 142 245 | 192 177.7
0600-0000 142 152 167 232 183 146 253 | 196.2 182.1
0000-0000 143 156 168 237 187 147 257 | 199.2 185
|
AM Peak 1100 900 1000 1000 800 700 1100 |
15 19 16 24 22 10 25 |
|
PM Peak 1400 1600 1700 1200 1600 1600 1200 |

21 14 15 23 20 17 30 |



SITE: ATC - Writtle Chelmsford CM1 3SD

GRID REFERENCE: 51.734383, 0.400974

27 June 2026

Time Total Cls Cls
[-- 1 2

0000
0100
0200
0300
0400
0500
0600
0700
0800
0900
1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300
07-19
06-22
06-00 115
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Cls
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LOCATION: Attached to telegraph pole

DIRECTION: SOUTHBOUND

Cls

_ = A 0O 00000 2P 0000000000000 O0OO0OO0OOo

Cls

(=2 - - NelNelellelolNelNolNe e lNelNoNeo oo o o oo o o o o NoNo]

Cls

N NMNDMNOOOOOOO 20000 20000000 0C0CO0OO

Cls

(=2 - - NelNelelelolNelNolNe e lNelNoNo o e o o Moo o e o No No Nl

Cls
9

(=2~ - NelelNelolNeolNololNolololNolNololNolololNolollolNollolNolNollo]

SPEED LIMIT: NSL

Cls
10

(= - - NellelelNeleloloelNelololNolNelNelNolNolNeNolNolNoNeNo oo Nl

Cls
1

(-~ - NelelNelelolNololNololelNollololNollololNe

Mean

28.1 -

235 -
23.6 -
17.9 -
194 -
17.8
20.2 -
20.7 -
20.7
19.1
244 -
18.4 -
25 -
18 -
23.2 -
256 -
23.6 -
23.3 -

19.9
20.5
20.5

Vpp
85

26.6

26.8
26.6

26.1
26.1
26.1



00-00 116 23 7 54 29 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 20.6 26.1



28 June 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

0100
0200

0300

0400

0500

16.3 -

0

0600

15 -
12.9 -

0700

0

0800

251

16.9

12
15
15
12
10

0900

26.4

18.8

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

22.5

14.9

27.3

21
16.5 -

0
0

216 -

28.7

18.8

12

226 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

20.8 -

10

23.2 -

14.8 -

19.9 -

253 -

27.4 -

22.9 -

25.8

18.6

22
22

45

41

123
140
143
143

07-19

25.8

18.6

54
56
56

11

45

06-22
06-00
00-00

25.8

18.7

23

1

45

25.8

18.7

23

11

45



29 June 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

0100
0200

0300

21.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0

0400

245 -

0500

251 -

0600

18.9 -

0700

23.8 -

10

0800

20.6 -

0900

23.6

18
19.6

13
19

11

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

25.7

10

291

22.3

26.9

20.2

17
16
15

254

17.4

27.5

211

18.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

246 -

15.5 -

171 -

18.2 -

20.2 -

259 -

26.5 -

26.1

20
20
20.2

25

60

23
26
26
26

127
148
152
155

07-19

26.2

29
29
30

71

11

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.4

75
76

1

26.6

20.3

10

11



30 June 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

0100
0200

37.1 -

0

0300

22 -
26.1 -

0400

0
0
0
0
0

0500

26.6 -

0600

21.5 -

0700

243 -

0800

20.3 -

0900

281

20.5

22
21

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

27.4

21.6

27.8

22.4

11

25

281

20.8

10

18
16
18
19
12
13

11

32.1

26.7

27.9

23.2

30.9

22.9

10

25.6

21

27.6

23
21.8

26.7

19.9 -

0
0
0

22.7 -

25.6 -

32 -
22.4

28
28
28

28.1

21

55
59
59
61

87
101
104
108

17
21

189
212

07-19

22.3

21

06-22
06-00
00-00

22.4

21

21

215
221

22.6

21

21



01 July 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

0100
0200

0300

0400

24.4 -

0
0
0

0500

26.6 -

0600

24.2 -

0700

25.7

23.2

12

0800

20.9 -

0
0

0900

18.7 -

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

26.1

18.4

14

16.5 -

0

31.2

24.8

14
12

26.7

20.3

22.9 -

0

27.9

211

13

23.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

204 -

23.5 -

18.5 -

216 -

27.2 -

26.7 -

27.7

21.2

32
36
37

47

20
25
26
26

112

07-19

27.7

214

61

137
143
150

06-22
06-00
00-00

27.9

21.7

65

28.1

21.8

39

70



02 July 2026

Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Cls Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

11

10

[

0000

0100
0200

0300

0400

28.6 -

0
0
0
0
0

0500

27.3 -

0600

21.3 -

0700

23.1 -

10

0800

23.3 -

0900

28.6

221

11

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

17.8 -

0

26.6

21.6

13
12

31.5

24.9

21.7 -

0

25.2

20.2

15
12

252

22
21.2 -

0
0
0

19.5 -

21.8 -

22.9

18
194 -

11

0
0
0

32.8 -

21.5 -

26.7

21.7

31

45

17
22
22
22

108
135
138
139

07-19

26.7

214

34
34
35

59
62

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.7

21.5

26.8

21.6

62



03 July 2026

Time
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Mean

27.9 -
241 -
222 -
20.5
221
21.3
19.5
214
231
26.3
24
253
24
26.9
19.5
21.8 -
27.7 -
221 -
23.8 -
23.2
231
231
231

Vpp
85

28.7
28.3
29.5
241
28.5
32.9
33.5
30.2
30.7
30.4
30.3
26.7

29.4
29.4
29.4
29.4



SITE: ATC - Writtle Chelmsford CM1 3SD

GRID REFERENCE: 51.734383, 0.400974

27 June 2026

Time Total
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37
43

(=2 - - NelNelelelolNelNolNe e lNeNoNeo o e e o oo o o o o NoNo]

Vbin

43
50
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DIRECTION: SOUTHBOUND

Vbin

50
56

(=2 - - NelNelelelolNelNolNe e lNelNoNo oo e o oo o o o No oMol

LOCATION: Attached to telegraph pole

Vbin

56
62

(=2~ - NelelNeloelNelNolololololNolololNolololNolollolNollolNolNollo]

Vbin

62
68

(=2 - - NellelelNeNeloloelNelolololNelNelNolNolNelNolNolNoNe oo o N

Vbin

68
75

SPEED LIMIT: NSL
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75

81
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81
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(=2 - - NelNelelelNolNelNolNelNelolNolNolNeolNe e lNolNolNoNe e NoNoNo Nl

Vbin

87
93

(=2 - - NelNelellelolNolNolNe e e NoNeo oo o o o o o o o o NoNo]

Vbin

93
99

(=2 - - NelNelelNelNolNolNolNeNelolNolNolNolNolNolNolNol

Mean

235 -
23.6 -
17.9 -
194 -
17.8
20.2 -
20.7 -
20.7
19.1
244 -
18.4 -
25 -
18 -
23.2 -
256 -
23.6 -
23.3 -

19.9
20.5
20.5

Vpp
85

26.6

26.8
26.6

26.1
26.1
26.1



00-00 116 16 22 50 27 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20.6 26.1



28 June 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
81 85

Vbin

Total

Time

93
99

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 87
56 62 68 81

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

0300

0400

0500

16.3 -

0

0600

15 -
12.9 -

0700

0

0800

251

16.9

12
15
15
12
10

0900

26.4

18.8

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

22.5

14.9

27.3

21
16.5 -

0
0

216 -

28.7

18.8

12

226 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

20.8 -

10

23.2 -

14.8 -

19.9 -

253 -

27.4 -

22.9 -

25.8

18.6

28

38
45

26
30
30
30

123 31
140

143
143

07-19

25.8

18.6

30

35
35

06-22
06-00
00-00

25.8

18.7

30

47

25.8

18.7

30

47

35



29 June 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

0300

21.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0

0400

245 -

0500

251 -

0600

18.9 -

0700

23.8 -

10

0800

20.6 -

0900

23.6

18
19.6

13
19

11

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

25.7

291

22.3

26.9

20.2

17
16
15

254

17.4

27.5

211

18.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

246 -

15.5 -

171 -

18.2 -

20.2 -

259 -

26.5 -

26.1

20
20
20.2

32
37

49

23
26

22
25

25

127
148
152
155

07-19

26.2

59

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.4

38
39

60

62

27
27

26.6

20.3

25



30 June 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

37.1 -

0

0300

22 -
26.1 -

0400

0
0
0
0
0

0500

26.6 -

0600

21.5 -

0700

243 -

0800

20.3 -

0900

281

20.5

11

22
21

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

27.4

21.6

27.8

22.4

11

25

281

20.8

18
16
18
19
12
13

11

32.1

26.7

27.9

23.2

30.9

22.9

25.6

21

27.6

23
21.8

26.7

19.9 -

0
0
0

22.7 -

25.6 -

32 -
22.4

28
28
28

28.1

1

62
70

72
79
80
81

18 26
29

21

189
212

07-19

223

13
15
16

06-22
06-00
00-00

22.4

21 29 70
29

215
221

22.6

73

21



01 July 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

0300

0400

24.4 -

0
0
0

0500

26.6 -

0600

242 -

0700

25.7

23.2

12

0800

20.9 -

0
0

0900

18.7 -

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

26.1

18.4

14

16.5 -

0

31.2

24.8

14
12

26.7

20.3

22.9 -

0

27.9

211

13

23.9 -

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

204 -

23.5 -

18.5 -

216 -

27.2 -

26.7 -

27.7

21.2

29
40

49

15
18
19
19

16
19
19
19

112

07-19

27.7

214

57

137
143
150

06-22
06-00
00-00

27.9

21.7

41

59
64

28.1

21.8

42



02 July 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19
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93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

0300

0400

28.6 -

0
0
0
0
0

0500

27.3 -

0600

21.3 -

0700

23.1 -

10

0800

23.3 -

0900

28.6

221

11

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

17.8 -

0

26.6

21.6

13
12

31.5

24.9

21.7 -

0

25.2

20.2

15
12

252

22
21.2 -

0
0
0

19.5 -

21.8 -

22.9

18
194 -

11

0
0
0

32.8 -

21.5 -

26.7

21.7

46 31

15
19
20
20

13
17
17
17

108
135
138
139

07-19

26.7

214

35
36
37

60

06-22
06-00
00-00

26.7

21.5

60
60

26.8

21.6



03 July 2026

Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Vbin Mean Vpp
85

Total

Time

19 25 31 37 43 50 56 62 68 75 81 87 93
56 62 68 81 99

25

12
19

[--

93

87

75

50

43

37

31

12

0000
0100

0200

0300

0400

27.9 -

0
0
0

0500

241 -

0600

222 -

0700

28.7

20.5

13
19
13
18
13
20
18
21

0800

28.3

221

12

0900

29.5

21.3

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000
2100
2200
2300

241

19.5

28.5

214

32.9

231

33.5

26.3

30.2

24
253

30.7

10

23
16
14
12

30.4

24
26.9

30.3

10

26.7

19.5

21.8 -

0
0
0
0

27.7 -

221 -

23.8 -

29.4

23.2

14
16
16
17

60

79
85
91

27

12
14
14
14

194
215
221

07-19

29.4

231

65
65

33
33
33

06-22
06-00
00-00

29.4

231

29.4

231

67

92

225



Grand Total



SITE: ATC - Writtle Chelmsford CM1 3SD LOCATION: Attached to telegraph pole

GRID REFERENCE: 51.734383, 0.400974 DIRECTION: SOUTHBOUND SPEED LIMIT: NSL
Sat Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Averages
27-Jun 28-Jun 29-Jun 30-Jun 01-dJul 02-Jul 03-Jul 1-5. 1-7.
Hour |
0000-0100 1 0 0 0 2 0 0] 0.4 0.4
0100-0200 0 0 0 0 1 0 0] 0.2 0.1
0200-0300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
0300-0400 0 0 0 2 0 0 0] 0.4 0.3
0400-0500 0 0 1 1 0 0 0] 0.4 0.3
0500-0600 0 0 2 3 4 1 4| 2.8 2
0600-0700 1 2 6 2 5 2 3] 3.6 3
0700-0800 4 5 3 9 4 8 6 | 6 5.6
0800-0900 9 7 10 9 12 10 13| 10.8 10
0900-1000 6 12 6 7 7 1 19 | 8 8.3
1000-1100 17 15 13 22 9 1 13| 13.6 14.3
1100-1200 10 15 19 21 14 5 18 | 15.4 14.6
1200-1300 7 12 11 25 6 13 13| 13.6 124
1300-1400 11 10 17 18 14 12 20 | 16.2 14.6
1400-1500 1 8 16 16 12 9 18 | 14.2 12.9
1500-1600 5 12 15 18 9 15 21| 15.6 13.6
1600-1700 9 8 9 19 13 12 23 | 15.2 13.3
1700-1800 6 10 4 12 5 8 16 | 9 8.7
1800-1900 3 9 4 13 7 4 14 | 8.4 7.7
1900-2000 9 7 6 11 8 9 12| 9.2 8.9
2000-2100 4 5 5 6 8 11 4| 6.8 6.1
2100-2200 2 3 4 4 4 5 2| 3.8 34
2200-2300 1 2 2 2 4 1 4| 2.6 2.3
2300-2400 0 1 2 1 2 2 2| 1.8 1.4
|
Totals _
|
0700-1900 98 123 127 189 112 108 194 | 146 135.9
0600-2200 114 140 148 212 137 135 215 | 169.4 157.3
0600-0000 115 143 152 215 143 138 221 | 173.8 161
0000-0000 116 143 155 221 150 139 225 | 178 164.1
|
AM Peak 1000 1100 1100 1000 1100 1000 900 |
17 15 19 22 14 11 19 |
|
PM Peak 1400 1500 1300 1200 1300 1500 1600 |

11 12 17 25 14 15 23 |





