To the National Grid team,

Holton St Mary Parish Council’s response to National Grid’s Norwich to Tilbury Great Grid
Upgrade (formerly East Anglia GREEN) consultation 2024

Further to our comments made to your first non-statutory consultation and the 2023
statutory consultation submitted on the 18.08.23 Holton St Mary Parish Council, in
representing the residents of the village of Holton St Mary, maintains its position that this
consultation is flawed and does not offer residents any alternative solutions on which to
comment. Despite our earlier response, no alternatives have been put forward and National
Grid appears to be pursuing this short term, highly destructive, Norwich to Tilbury pylon and
undergrounding option despite negative responses to its consultations from parish councils,
town councils, district councils, county councils and MPs from all parties.

Whilst Holton St Mary Parish council is in full agreement that greener electricity supplies are
required and it accepts the need to take electricity generated in the North Sea to London, it
cannot endorse the solution as currently suggested by National Grid.

Alternative viable solutions include an integrated off-shore grid, which would provide a
long-term sustainable infrastructure for electricity supply to the country and allow for
further growth in the future, without having to bring the electricity supply network through
the whole of East Anglia. National Grid has not provided the residents of Holton St Mary
with the opportunity to review this option despite it being a viable one for the UK.

Similarly, and perhaps even more compelling given recent findings published in March in the
East Anglia Network Study Report by National Grid ESO
(nationalgrideso.com/document/304496/download), is the option of using Underground
High-Voltage Direct Current (HVDC) cables instead of the damaging Alternating Current (AC)
cables currently proposed. National Grid ESO’s findings demonstrate that an HVDC solution
is preferable to a pylon solution if built before 2034. We believe the residents of Holton St
Mary would respond positively to any proposal for an HVDC underground cable solution
from Norwich to Tilbury and are disappointed that this very practical and financially
beneficial alternative has not been offered for consultation. HVYDC would not require the
120m swathe of excavation currently proposed for the undergrounding of the AC cables
through the village.

Holton St Mary Parish Council believes that not to consult on these two options impacts the
integrity of this current Norwich to Tilbury route consultation. The damage caused by the
current proposal far outweighs any of the ‘green’ benefits of the wind-generated electricity

supply.

Alternative Options
We therefore strongly request that NG presents the village with detailed and costed alternatives of

alternative routes in order to inform the community’s reasonable considerations. These alternatives
should include at least one fully integrated offshore alternative; an HVDC alternative; plus the
feasibility of using existing pylon routes, and we stress that they must make full use of the Treasury



Green Book principles. The current consultation must be delayed until such time as these
alternatives are available for consultation by the residents of Holton St Mary.

We request that National Grid explains why it will not do so if it chooses not to consult properly
on these viable alternatives as the full damage of the current proposal makes it a wholly unviable
solution for the UK. As we will outline below, the current proposal is short term at best and will
cause irreparable damage to: areas of outstanding natural beauty (whether officially designated or
not); to critical and irreplaceable wildlife habitat; to some of the most valuable agricultural land in
Britain; to some of the most popular tourist destinations in the UK and the related financial value to
the region; to the wellbeing of the inhabitants of rural communities; historic listed buildings and
their settings and the economy of East Anglia.

There is insufficient information available from National Grid as to the mitigation it proposes for the
harm caused by this pylon/undergrounding option.

In particular, for the Parish of Holton St Mary, the harm caused is detailed below. The Parish Council
is reflecting the views of its parishioners and their multiple impacts individually.

Harms likely to Holton St Mary and request for information on mitigation

Excessive hours of operation

You are planning excessively intrusive activities in, around and through Holton St Mary. We object in
the strongest terms to the long working hours proposed in this consultation. You state 7am-7pm on
weekdays, and 8am-5pm at weekends and bank holidays. Given the noise, inconvenience, traffic
disruption (see below) that is part of your plan, to suggest your works are conducted for such long
periods of time without any break at weekends will have the most negative impact on all residents
of the village and further afield (note cumulative effects and impact on the surrounding area —
below).

We strongly urge that if you insist on going ahead with this proposal that you shorten your working
day to 9am-5pm; and do not work at the weekends. This is only reasonable in a quiet village, with
houses situated so close to the Access Road (B1070) and the Haul Road, which cuts through the
West side of the village, across Sandpits Lane and down to Stratford St Mary.

The proposal for the B1070 (Link PAR23) to be used as the access road for the undergrounding
section through Holton St Mary

The B1070 has been identified as your primary access route to the Haul Road and
undergrounding section through Holton St Mary (Your Map 7). As the B1070 is only 5.5m
wide in places and has some tight bends on it, we cannot see how it can be deemed safe as
an access route. The safe width for a two-way haul road is wider than this. How can it be
deemed safe to use the B1070? We request that you furnish the village with more details of
your safety assessments for use of the B1070 as the access road and on what you have
based your decision?

According to your figures, although some are not available or not clear, your current
proposals will see traffic volumes along the B1070 increase by some 327 vehicles per 12-
hour day, 189 of which would be HGVs. This would equate to at least one HGV passing
through the village every four minutes during your ‘peak build’ year of 2029. We note that
you do not share exactly how long peak build will be nor the total number of vehicles you
expect will be needed to build the Haul Road and transport cables etc, so there is no
knowing how long this dreadful disruption will impact the lives of residents. We request



further clarity on the use of the B1070 and what mitigation you plan for the village?
Currently, we can only see a proposal for a widening of the slip road to the A12 at Junction
31. No other mitigation has been offered for your proposing over 300 vehicles, including
HGVs, be added to an already congested small country road.

Safety must be a priority and as you may not be aware, there is no footpath on a long, narrow
section of the B1070 (Holton Hall Farm to the road to Bacons Green and on to Raydon). As Holton St
Mary is within two miles of the local schools in East Bergholt, school children are expected to walk or
cycle to school along the B1070. The excessive additional traffic and lack of a footpath for a long
stretch of the road, would make it lethal for children or parents to walk or cycle to school; and for
any residents for that matter.

As the B1070 between Raydon and East Bergholt has no or very narrow footways in many
places, it forces residents (including able bodied as well as those using prams, wheelchairs
or mobility scooters) into the road. Please note that the B1070 is the only route to the
nearest Doctors surgery, chemist, local shops and post office in East Bergholt.

You may also not be aware that the B1070 makes up part of the South Suffolk Cycle Route B.
Proposing it as the prime access route will therefore pose a danger to the very large number
of cyclists that currently use it for their exercise and for accessing shops, chemists, doctors
surgeries, and Manningtree train station. We cannot find evidence that you have assessed
the impact to cyclists and would request that you provide further, fully-researched, up-to-
date information. We also point out that this area is an equestrian hotspot, with riders using
the lanes and bridleways constantly. What assessment have you made of the danger of the
haul road for horse riders as it crosses the country lanes and bridleways?

Most of the tight corners on the narrow B1070 between Holton St Mary and Raydon are 90°
bends where HGVs are currently forced to cross the centre line in order to round the corner
and in many places are continually driving with wheels over the road centre line. Please let
us know what measures you propose to mitigate this danger for residents and destruction of what
verges there are?

You may also not be aware that there are many old properties in the village, many of which abutt
the B1070. Their lack of foundations means they already suffer excessive vibration whenever a large
vehicle passes. You suggest that another 200 HGVs a day will be passing them during construction.
What mitigation will you take to protect these properties from damage and what compensation will
you offer in the event of damage?

It has also been stated that you will need to transport the cabling to the Haul Road, using
approximately 120 cable vehicles for the stretch of haul road. These cable vehicles will be 4.5m wide
and 25.4m long; 5m high and weigh around 35-50 tonnes. We have been told that they will require
strategic road closures in order to allow them access to the Haul Road. That is likely to equate to 120
road closures because the B1070 is just not wide enough nor suitable for such access! You also
propose movement of 250 tonne capacity cranes, 17.4m in length, to the haul road. These will likely
require further road closures — do you have details? Please note the points made in other
paragraphs and to the cumulative effects of the impact on the B1070 in the context of road closures.

Cumulative impact of B1070 as an access route



We would like to draw your attention, in terms of impact to the countryside and the traffic
on the B1070, to the fact that residents of all other villages around Holton St Mary along the
B1070 will be affected. There is a cumulative impact of increased traffic that could cause
gridlock at many times of the day, especially in light of the road closures you are planning.
Contrary to your literature, many cars park along the B1070 as there is no car park in Holton
St Mary. Therefore, when the village hall or church has one of its numerous functions, and
when guests visit residents, cars are parked along the road for long periods of time. We
would like you to explain your findings that no cars park along the B1070 and on what this
statement is based?

Given that there are generally many vehicles parked along the B1070 through Holton St
Mary, if you combine the usual high volume of traffic with your additional 300-plus vehicles,
including HGVs, you can imagine the chaos that will be caused. All local residents using the
B1070 between Hadleigh and Manningtree (where the nearest train station to London is
situated) or from Hadleigh to the A12 for work, school, hospital visits, etc. will have their
travel detrimentally affected.

For your information, these are the numbers of properties in the surrounding areas that will
be affected by the use of the B1070 as an access road:

Holton St Mary - 109

East Bergholt - 1,481

Layham - 277

Raydon - 280

Wenham - 81

Shelley - 26

Hadleigh — 4,264

Total — 6,518 properties

Notably, the B1070 was not constructed to handle such continuously high volumes of heavy
industrial traffic without sustaining damage. Already, surfaces are cracked or sunk, with manhole
covers regularly becoming lose and requiring repair. What conversations have you had with
Highways to ensure the necessary maintenance of the road during and after the years of work you
propose?

It should be noted that the combination of excessive traffic, in particular HGV traffic, parked cars,
buses passing and the narrow width of the B1070 would make it almost impassible to emergency
vehicles: fire engines, police and ambulances. We strongly request a more detailed analysis of the
safety of the B1070 proposal as a primary access route!

Ultimately, we believe that your proposal to use the B1070 as an access road and the ensuing
congestion, traffic chaos, road damage, danger for all users will have a dramatic negative impact on
the residents of over 6,500 properties in the local area and on local businesses, not just the residents
of Holton St Mary.

Alternative access route

We urge you, if you need to pursue the Pylons/underground option as it currently stands, to review
your access road and opt for an alternative construction route to the Haul Road. We draw your
attention to the dismantled railway line running from the A12 at the Capel St Mary slip road
between Junctions 32A and 32B. A route north of the dismantled railway line to your Cable Sealing



End Compound could be used as an alternative access route and cause disruption to far fewer
properties. We request your feedback on this alternative proposal. See Maps x 2 attached showing
the dismantled railway line and its access to the proposed Haul Road. You will also find the
Dismantled Railway Line marked on your Map Sheet 5.

We strongly urge you to review this alternative route, or another option to bypass to the
north of Holton St Mary, from the A12 direct to the Notley Industrial Park, saving Holton St
Mary and surrounding villages from the danger posed by use of the B1070 as the access
road. If you proceed with the B1070 as the access road, we wish to have access to the full
risk assessments ahead of time, showing in detail the mitigation you will take to protect
drivers, pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders.

First Pylon, Cable Sealing End Compound and Airfield

We note that you have moved the pylons and Cable Sealing End Compound (JC033 and JC034)
further to the north and included landscaping in order to mitigate the visual impact on the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB — now National Landscape) in Dedham, which we applaud.
Ensuring no pylons are visible from the AONB is critical to preserving this vital landscape.

We still fear that the light pollution caused by the Cable Sealing End compound will remain visible
from the AONB. It will be a blazing light in an otherwise dark sky, which will cause untold damage to
wildlife and the tranquility of the surrounding villages, farms and dwellings — not to mention the
residents of our village. We point you to Government Guidance on Light Pollution
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/light-pollution

In addition, we believe, there is a danger to aircraft approaching the General Aviation Airfield:
Raydon Wings. As currently positioned, the Cable Sealing in Compound and pylons pose a risk to any
light aircraft in distress wishing to make an emergency landing. We suggest that they be moved
further north to Pylon JC26 at least in order to allow for a safe, clear approach to Raydon Wings
Airfield from all directions. As this is one of only a few airfields along the East of England, such safety
considerations must be taken into account. This move would also tie-in well with a new access route
(above) via the dismantled railway line and also affect fewer properties.

Construction Compound JC-CC02 to move further north

Given the change in position further north that you have made for the Cable Sealing End Compound
and first pylons north of the Dedham AONB, we cannot understand why you have left the
Construction Compound JC-CC02 (which will apparently house workers) along the B1070 within line
of sight of a listed building (Mayfields) in Holton St Mary. We would propose that in line with the
above comments, this Construction Compound be moved further north to align with a new access
road, the Cable Sealing End Compound and the Construction Compound JC-CCO1 (why not combine
the two?). We also draw your attention to Notley Enterprise Park, which is designated for industrial
use. Given the wholesale blight you will be causing to the land around Holton St Mary, if you cannot
combine Construction Compound JC-CCO1 and JC-CC02, would it not be more reasonable to position
JC-CCO2 in the vicinity of Notley Enterprise Park? Please see annotated map for the Dismantled
Railway Line to see possible change in position further north for JC-CC02 that you have said will
provide facilities for over 100 workers daily during construction. This would allow easier access for
the workers to and from the compound via the new access road and not add their further traffic
flow to the congestion through Holton St Mary.

We would also like to point out the discrepancy between your online map and the map print-outs —
the online version doesn’t show you that the Construction Compound on the B1070 is the JC-CC02,
so how can residents possibly refer to it correctly if they do not have access to the large maps that


https://www.gov.uk/guidance/light-pollution

the Parish Council has? It is very difficult to understand the keys, which do not make situations clear
on the ground. We note this as a significant flaw in your consultation process.

We also ask what Def, Path (um), GP, Ward Bdy and Und mean on the printed maps? How do people
know what you are consulting on if they do not understand what is being shown to them?

What is a Construction Laydown Area and why is one situated where it is on Acacia Road — could it
also go further north?

Listed Buildings

Please note that Holton St Mary is home to 14 of the 370,000 grade two listed buildings nationally
(https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/what-is-designation/listed-buildings/#3cb5a350). These
special buildings, their architecture, historic importance and their setting are protected. The current
undergrounding proposal through the West of Holton St Mary directly impacts Dewlands
Farmhouse, Holton Place; Lark Hall, Mayfields; Pintins and Tiffins; while the Highway Construction
Laydown area in the East of the village is likely to impact the Four Sisters Farmhouse and Barn.

Most damage will be sustained by Lark Hall, Pintins and Tiffins, which will be completely enveloped
by the Haul Road. Their setting of native hedgerows and trees will be destroyed by your current
plans and will never be able to recover in any reasonable time frame. Here, again, while an off-shore
grid would avoid any damage, an HVDC alternative would cause far less damage. We urgently
request you to provide further research to demonstrate why you are proposing the outdated
Pylon/undergrounding AC option only! And, please inform us of what steps you will take to reduce
the impact on these important listed buildings and their settings? Similarly, we request further
information on how you intend to support the residents of these buildings for the duration given
that the works will be undertaken so close to where they are living and the heavy machinery
operations are likely to cause damage to the foundations and integrity of the buildings. The
disruption to the tranquility of their lives is of great concern and we have not received any details
from you about mitigation for this.

Environmental Cost

NG has previously promoted this as a ‘green project’ but does not appear to have calculated
the impact to the environment or carbon footprint into this consultation and we are
interested to know what mitigation steps you will take for the loss of hedgerows, badger
setts and oak trees, in particular.

Along the haul road swathe currently proposed from Notley Enterprise Park (your map
Sheet 6 & 7) through to the B1068 (your map Sheet 7), we have recorded five established
native hedgerows and 15 established oak trees; plus at least one active badger sett.

Badgers and their setts (tunnels & chambers where they live) are protected by law.
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/badgers-protection-surveys-and-licences

If you do not know where the badger sett is situated in the swathe on your map Sheet 7,
please contact Holton St Mary Parish Clerk (hsmparishclerk@gmail.com), so that mitigating
action can be taken.

Oak trees support over 2,300 species of wildlife (https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/trees-
woods-and-wildlife/british-trees/oak-tree-wildlife/) and your current proposal includes
destruction of 15 such trees. Please inform us of the mitigation you plan for this damage to
the natural environment in Holton St Mary?
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The native hedgerows you plan to destroy support wildlife by providing shelter, food and
wildlife corridors for a wide number of different species. They also clean our air, capture
carbon and reduce flooding (https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/trees-woods-and-
wildlife/habitats/hedgerows/)

What mitigation steps will you take to protect wildlife, provide wildlife corridors for the
future (native hedgerows take decades, oaks centuries, to become truly valuable), reduce
flooding, maintain air quality and capture carbon?

In addition to any direct impact on habitats, there will be a significant amount of CO2
released into the atmosphere during the manufacture of pylons and the installation process.
We note that you have not provided communities with comprehensive comparisons with
fully integrated offshore or HVDC undergrounding proposals. You therefore make it
impossible to calculate fully the impact of what you are proposing compared to viable
alternatives. Currently, you have not provided sufficient information on the cost analysis or
price attributed to the permanent loss of countryside amenity nor sufficient information
about the performance of viable alternatives. We request you provide this.

Please also note that the area along the proposed undergrounding route to the West of
Holton St Mary is home to Red Listed Skylarks (https://www.rspb.org.uk/birds-and-
wildlife/wildlife-guides/bird-a-z/skylark/) that are currently plentiful in the fields you are
proposing to destroy, as well as yellowhammers (Priority species:
https://www.wildlifetrusts.org/wildlife-explorer/birds/finches-and-
buntings/yellowhammer#:~:text=Protected%20in%20the%20UK%20under,UK%20P0ost%2D2
010%20Biodiversity%20Framework.); bat species (https://www.bats.org.uk/advice/bats-
and-the-law) and bluebells, snowdrops, red & white campion, among other wildflowers
which are protected by law from being dug up (note that bluebells are slow-growing and it
takes five years for seeds to develop into a bulb) https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/trees-
woods-and-wildlife/plants/wild-
flowers/bluebell/#:~:text=The%20bluebell%20is%20protected%20under,from%20their%20I
and%20to%20sell.).

You are suggesting a short-term, outdated technology at the expense of fully investigating
truly 'green' long term, sustainable energy supply networks. Your plans will irrevocably
damage part of the English countryside at a time when wildlife most needs our support.
Your plans contravene the Government's 25 Year Environment Plan and to achieving Net
Zero by 2050 (https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/nature-for-people-climate-
and-wildlife/nature-for-people-climate-and-wildlife). It says 'Over the past 50 years, much of
the UK’s wildlife-rich habitat has been lost or degraded, and many of our once common
species are in long-term decline' - your 'short-term' plans cut right through the
Government's Plan and propose to destroy precious habitat. This currently proposal negates
the benefits of offshore wind electricity generation in the long term. We urge you to provide
fuller data concerning the off-shore grid and HVDC alternatives.

Destruction of farmland
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Holton St Mary is surrounded by prime agricultural land. We note that you will be in
independent contact with farmers locally, however, as a parish council we are appalled at
the wholesale destruction of such vital productive land at a time when national food
security is vital. Local farmers have fed back to us that the land directly within the Haul Road
Swathe is unlikely to be viable after your work. What calculations have you incorporated
into your plans for this? You have not consulted on less intrusive options of off-shore grid
and HVDC and do not seem to have factored in detailed costings of the harm to agriculture
over time. If it is not possible for farmers to cultivate the land effectively once you have
completed your undergrounding work, what mitigation will you offer them to create wildlife
corridors or similar valuable alternative habitats? We suggest that long-term Wilding
options on unusable arable land would help mitigate the native hedgerow and oak tree loss
detailed above. This does not, however, compensate the country as a whole for the loss of
prime agricultural production in East Anglia as a result of your AC proposal.

Access for the duration and hazards

In addition to all our comments, we add that Holton St Mary will not only suffer the
disruption of excessive vehicular movements through the B1070 but also large-scale vehicle
movements along the Haul Road (from 7am-7pm daily, for a NG-suggested three years).
Smooth access through to Hadleigh, villages to the west along Raydon Road and, via
Sandpits Lane, to villages and amenities to the south will be negatively impacted for all who
use them (see cumulative impacts above). This will cause damage to the wellbeing of
residents and businesses for miles around. Will the roads be passable after your hours of
operation? We cannot find data to indicate this.

Similarly, the area around the village is blessed with a network of ancient footpaths, tracks
and bridleways. It is not clear from your consultation information how villagers will maintain
access to any of these for the duration of construction. Will you offer traffic lights to the
crisscrossing paths that pass through the Haul Road? How are residents to enjoy walking
access to Raydon, Higham or Stratford St Mary for the duration of construction? We urge
you to consider these impacts and offer a practical comparison with the viable off-shore grid
and less intrusive HVDC options we continually mention.

Please note that there are low overhead power lines and underground water pipelines along
Sandpits Lane. We are concerned that no measures have been proposed to protect these or
provide alternative routes/supplies.

Flawed Consultation

We note again that you have not consulted the public on any meaningful alternative (such
as the integrated offshore grid or HVDC solution) to these cheap outdated and
unsustainable pylons and underground powerlines. There is a lack of an audited cost
analysis for offshore and onshore alternatives in this consultation. This consultation process
is therefore flawed as the public is not offered any alternatives on which to comment; and
you do not appear to be offering the best long-term strategic answer to the country's need
for 'greener' energy.

This proposal fails as part of a long-term national strategy for the offshore wind farms being
developed along the East Anglian coastline.



Other more financially viable and strategically sustainable solutions must be considered that
do not destroy so much of our valuable countryside and that offer a far more economical
solution for conveying electricity throughout the UK, now and in the future.



