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18 March 2022 

 

contact@bramford-twinstead.nationalgrid.com 

 

Dear Sirs, 

 

Bramford to Twinstead 400kV Reinforcement statutory consultation 

 

Introduction  

 

I am writing on behalf of the Suffolk Preservation Society (SPS) regarding proposals for the 

reinforcement of the electricity transmission lines between Bramford and Twinstead currently at 

statutory consultation stage. SPS is a non-political, independent, self-funding charity and its 

charitable aims are to “promote the conservation, protection and improvement of Suffolk’s physical and 

natural environment for the public benefit by ensuring any change is undertaken sympathetically and to the 

highest level of design and sustainability possible”. The Society also represents CPRE, The Countryside 

Charity, in Suffolk.  Whilst the proposals will impact parts of both Suffolk and Essex, our 

comments are restricted to the impact of the proposals for an additional transmission line on 

Suffolk. 

SPS is aware that detailed proposals of East Anglia Green, a future North/South transmission line 

through Bramford, have yet to be announced. Moreover, the recommendations of the ongoing 

review by BEIS of the future capabilities of offshore transmission are not yet known. It is 

disappointing therefore that both projects are being brought forward in a piecemeal fashion, when 

communities and stakeholders are not able to assess the likely cumulative impact of both 

proposals in combination.  This puts communities and stakeholders at a further disadvantage 

which is deeply unsatisfactory. 

Notwithstanding the above, SPS acknowledges the imperative for the transition to a low carbon 

economy and the urgent need to provide renewable energy at pace (The Energy White Paper 

(2020) committed the UK to generating 40GW of offshore wind capacity by 2030; the Climate 

Change Committee (2019) recommended that 54GW of solar capacity is needed by 2035). 

The Secretary of State has decided that for any application accepted for examination before 

designation of the amendments to the Energy National Policy Statements, the original suite of 

NPSs should have effect. The amended NPS will therefore only have effect in relation to those 

applications for development consent accepted for examination after the designation of those 

amendments. However, we are aware that the revised NPS EN-1 was laid before the Lords on 22 

February and is therefore likely to be designated in advance of the DCO submission. This includes 

an update of need and urgency for new electricity infrastructure including generation, networks, 

storage, and interconnection based on up-to-date analysis and understanding of known 

infrastructure and technologies. 
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Nevertheless, in supporting the Nation’s current and future energy requirements, Suffolk is 

being disproportionately affected in terms of the combined environmental impact of onshore 

infrastructure including: substations, cables, solar farms and pylons routes. Therefore, if harm 

cannot be avoided, it should be fully mitigated, and where this is not possible comprehensive 

compensation must be made available with regard to Suffolk’s landscapes, its heritage and the 

communities expected to host these schemes.    

 

With regard to the statutory consultation documents, SPS wishes to make the following points: 

 

 There is a lack of comprehensive visualisations resulting in a failure to demonstrate the 

true impacts of the proposals, particularly on the designated and valued landscapes, and 

their settings. The overly simplistic approach of undergrounding short divorced sections 

does not take into account the impact of the project on the wider landscape.  

 We call for a more extensive, single section of undergrounding to include the 

Leavenheath and Assington section of the route. The impact of additional overhead lines 

and required cable sealing end compounds may nullify any benefit derived from limited 

piecemeal undergrounded sections.  

 There is a lack of assessment of the impact of undergrounding on the AONB during the 

construction phase and detail regarding the impact on the hedgerow and tree network 

 The project misses a wider opportunity to remove some of the wirescape which currently 

blights communities, harms the setting of heritage assets and impacts large areas of 

Suffolk countryside.   

 We call for more significant compensatory mitigation measures at grade I listed 

Hintlesham Hall. 

 

Impact on the Dedham Vale AONB  

SPS welcomes, in principle, the proposal to place the new 400kV line underground where it passes 

through the AONB landscape as the preferred option. We urge however that this proposal is 

accompanied by a commitment to protect existing trees and hedgerows and where this is not 

possible a commitment by the Proposer to replace and enhance the hedgerow network.  

The undergrounding works will bring significant disruption over wide swathes of the designated 

landscape during the construction phase. More assessment is required of the impacts of these 

works on the special qualities of the AONB, such as its tranquility and scenic beauty. The AONB 

attracts many visitors and the construction phase will impact on the local economy of the wider 

area. However, the consultation document lacks the necessary level of detail to fully assess and 

mitigate the harmful impacts resulting from the disruption of the undergrounding works on 

tourism and the local economy.  

 

 



 
 

 

Visualisations: All available visualisations are presented as summer images and therefore 

minimise the scale of the impact of additional energy infrastructure within the landscape.  Whilst 

we note that visualisations using images taken in the winter months, without the benefit of full 

foliage screening, are to be provided at a later date, this omission seriously compromises the 

accuracy of information provided to consultees and is required to make a full and reliable 

assessment. 

In order to fully assess the impact of the proposals on the AONB visualisations from within the 

designated landscape are required.  It is therefore disappointing that the interactive map on the 

consultation website does not include any visualisations from within the AONB to the south of the 

proposed additional overhead line, for example from Stoke by Nayland, Polstead, Raydon and 

Shelley. Similarly, no visualisations are provided of the overhead line from the south including: 

Leavenheath, Assington and Cornard. This is a serious oversight, as there are locations within the 

AONB which currently have clear views of pylons on the skyline which are outside the AONB.   

The proposals will increase the amount of wirescape which affects the setting of the AONB, and on 

views out of the AONB, further harming the scenic quality of this designated landscape. The SPS 

considers that any decision on the extent of undergrounding, including the important issue of the 

location of cable sealing end compounds, must be fully informed by a thorough and robust 

appraisal of visual impacts from within as well as without the designated landscape. The SPS 

considers that the potential visual impacts have not been demonstrated and the current blunt 

approach taken by the Proposer, based on the AONB boundary, does not adequately portray the 

likely visual and residual impacts. This lack of assessment has serious implications for the 

adequacy of mitigation and compensation proposed. 

 

Stour Valley Project Area 

The Project Area shares many of the special qualities of the AONB landscape including scenic 

beauty, tranquillity and cultural importance. It is a Valued Landscape, and the Dedham Vale 

AONB and Stour Valley Management Plan 2016-2021 covers the management of both the 

designated AONB and the Project Area.  The Management Plan policies for the countryside, set 

out at 3.1.5, call for the area to be protected, including its setting, from developments that detract 

from its natural beauty and special qualities, including its relative tranquility. The proposed partial 

undergrounding of the new 400kV line through the Stour Valley Project Area is therefore welcome. 

There is also a clear aspiration set out within the Management Plan to extend the national AONB 

designation to include the Stour Valley Project Area up to Sudbury. Every effort should therefore 

be made to preserve and enhance the natural beauty of this landscape and we therefore urge that a 

greater length of undergrounding should be committed to.  

Currently two separate underground sections are proposed separated by a relatively short section 

of overhead wires between Leavenheath and Assington together with two cable sealing end 

compounds.  SPS considers that significant landscape benefits would be gained if this proposed 

overhead section was undergrounded. The rationalisation into a single underground section 

would allow the removal of the overhead line and avoid the introduction of two cable sealing end 

compounds within close proximity to the AONB.  

 

We note that National Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure (EN-5) would allow 

for this.  It endorses a case-by-case decision making process in relation to undergrounding (para 



 
 

 

1.7.5), stating that the range of factors to be taken into account means that decisions on undergrounding are 

best taken within a more flexible policy framework using case by case evaluation. 

 

Heritage Impact 

In the absence of detailed proposals on the overhead route and the placement of pylon towers, SPS 

cannot comment on the impact of the proposals on the various designated heritage assets located 

between Bramford and Twinstead which may be impacted through development within their 

setting.  

With regards to Hintlesham Hall, SPS defers to the views Historic England regarding the options 

for routing the additional 400kV line close to this grade I listed asset. We do, however, consider 

that any harm to the setting of this highly graded heritage asset will require significant mitigation.  

We therefore support Suffolk County Council in its call for greater compensatory mitigation 

measures in terms of the reinstatement of parkland to the front of the Hall which would greatly 

enhance its current setting, and note that the current proposed planting falls some way short of 

this aspiration.  

 

Policy context 

National Policy Statement EN-5 Electricity Networks Infrastructure explains, at para 2.2.6, that 

section 9 of the Electricity Act 1989 places a duty on all transmission and distribution licence 

holders, in formulating proposals for new electricity networks infrastructure, to have regard to the 

desirability of preserving natural beauty, of conserving flora, fauna and geological or physiographical 

features of special interest and of protecting sites, buildings and objects of architectural, historic or 

archaeological interest; and … do what [they] reasonably can to mitigate any effect which the proposals 

would have on the natural beauty of the countryside or on any such flora, fauna, features, sites, buildings or 

objects. EN-5 is also clear that, depending on the location of the proposed development, statutory 

duties under section 85 of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 and section 11A of the 

National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 may be relevant. 

Section 85 of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 requires that “In exercising or performing 

any functions in relation to, or so as to affect, land in an area of outstanding natural beauty, a relevant 

authority shall have regard to the purpose of conserving and enhancing the natural beauty of the area of 

outstanding natural beauty.”   This statutory requirement therefore includes the setting of the 

AONB, views into and from the designated area.  

 

Summary and conclusion 

An additional 400kV overground pylon line, together with the cable sealing end compounds will 

be highly visible from multiple locations both outside and within the AONB and yet the 

consultation lacks detailed information on the cable/pylon routes, information on the rationale for 

their location and the extent of undergrounding.  

The lack of comprehensive visualisations results in a failure to demonstrate the true impacts of the 

proposals, particularly on the designated and valued landscapes and their settings, and the overly 

simplistic approach of undergrounding short divorced sections does not take into account the 

impact of the project on the wider landscape. Whilst SPS welcomes the proposal by National Grid 



 
 

 

to underground sections of the new 400kV line, we consider that a more extensive, single section of 

undergrounding should be delivered. In fact, the impact of additional overhead lines and required 

cable sealing end compounds may nullify any benefit derived from limited undergrounded 

sections.  

This project also misses a wider opportunity to remove some of the wirescape which currently 

blights communities, harms the setting of heritage assets and impacts large areas of Suffolk 

countryside.  We trust these comments are is helpful in developing a less damaging and more 

sensitive scheme that satisfactorily reconciles the needs of the local communities hosting these 

proposals while meeting the challenge upgrading the nations transmission infrastructure. 

 

Yours faithfully, 

 
Bethany Philbedge BSc (Hons) MSc (Town Planning) MRTPI 

Planning Officer  

 
 


