National Grid – Hinkley C Connection
This document reports on the latest activities regarding the Hinkley C Connection consultations and activities for the period 16th February to 12th March 2012. 
Strategic Community Forum (SCF) Meeting

The SCF meeting, held on 28th February 2012, had an agenda which primarily focussed on the IET report, with additional items on an update from Themetic Groups, agreeing the structure for Local Community Forums and agenda items raised by members.

National Grid’s presentation and discussion on the IET report overran its 1½ hour slot. The presentation on the IET report was abandoned on the grounds that NG was presenting too much technical detail which was beyond most attendees. The discussions were positive but challenging for National Grid’s conclusion on their overhead connection (Pylons) strategy. National Grid stated that the discussion on the connection method was now irrelevant as the project was now at stage three. The meeting quoted NG’s consultation policy to support its claim that Phase 2 could not be concluded. The Chair of the meeting considered that the representatives of Parish Councils were in a position that required them to consult with their Parish Councils to decide their mandate for continuing to be a member of the Community Forum for the next SCF meeting on 15th May.
NG’s presentation of the IET report
1. National Grid’s presentation analysed the IET report from the NG’s perspective. There were a number of fundamental challenges to the conclusions reached by NG, particularly on the lifetime vs. full-life costs and undergrounding methods.
2. The National Grid claimed that the IET costings were more or less in line with theirs. However they had previously stated that undergrounding would be between 10 and 17 times more costly than overhead cables. The IET report now says this is more like 4.7 to 8 times greater. 
3. The SCF felt that the IET report challenged National Grids reasons for excluding sub-sea connection for both phase 1 and 2 of the consultation. The SCF strongly promoted the request that, in light of the updated cost comparisons which questioned the substance of their ‘Optioneering Report’, the connection method should be reassessed.

4. The SCF maintained that the Thematic groups, as established by NG, correctly cover Ecology and Biodiversity: Historic Environment: Landscape and View but has omitted the Social Impact, including property values and community benefit. The latter topic was requested, but omitted from the agenda for this meeting.
5. SCF attendees were urged to join the Local Community Forums (Stage 3).  These forums are to consider the effects OHLs on local areas and communities.  Attendees did not agree that Stage 3 had been reached. It was agreed that Parish Councillors would go back to their councils to ask for a mandate on how to proceed.  Since the meeting, NG has issued the invitations despite the fact that some councils may not meet before the scheduled LCF dates 26/27/28 March 2012.

6. National Grid is demonstrating that their consultation process has been developed in line with various governmental guidelines including The Electricity Act and national policy statements. Their stance appears to be such that ‘consultation’ is a requirement of their process and appears to allow for critical and justified dissent, but this can be disregarded by NG.
7. Their original ‘optioneering report’ discounted some options on cost grounds and NG went straight into ‘Stage 1- Preferred Route’ with the cost of pylons. This had no regard for some undergrounding which would certainly be identified when the thematic group reports conclude. Therefore the cost of a ‘part OHL and part underground’ solution will incur higher costs and therefore will be at odds with their original cost assumptions as identified in their optioneering report. 
8. NG, I believe, should have investigated the routes which were possible (via Thematic Groups?) and then determine the preferred routes within the zones where it would not conflict with landscape, biodiversity, etc... This would ensure that the cost basis for selection was robust.
9. Regarding Community Forums, I believe it is essential that Compton Bishop Parish Council continues as a member of the Community Forums, the group known as Somerset Alliance against Pylons (SAAP), and sub-groups of locally affected Parish Councils. It should continue to inform and assist local organisations, such as Kennel Lane Residents, which are represented on Community Forums. The membership will ensure CBPC and its view is represented, that CBPC is appraised of any significant event and that where possible due influence can be brought to bear on decisions being made.
Proposal
· That CBPC continues as an active member of the Community Forums, the SAAP and any relevant sub-group of locally affected Parish Councils. It will also support any local organisation represented on the Community Forum.
· That any network connection option should not compromise the position of adjacent parishes, i.e. Badgworth and Loxton.

· That CBPC re-affirms its position regarding Hinkley C Connection i.e. that it does not support Overhead Lines (pylons) and will support and promote the alternate options of Sub-sea or Underground routing. (see original proposal, below)
For reference : CBPC  Minutes of  January 13th 2010
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The consultation report (mentioned in minute 6.1), contained the following proposal :

· Compton Bishop Parish Council objects in the strongest possible terms to National Grid's proposals to install Pylons which are significantly larger than those currently in operation. The impact on the visual amenities within this parish, and adjacent parishes is unacceptable. The proximity of the higher capacity cabling, in an overhead situation, is unacceptable to the residents who live within the curtilage of the proposed routes.

· Compton Bishop Parish Council would wish the options for Subsea and undergrounding to be the only options for the planned infrastructure within our parish which is in a designated AONB and adjoins a proposed World Heritage Site. 

Consultation - NG’s Statement of Community Consultation (SOCC)
I discovered, from another PC on 7th February, that a consultation on version 3 of NG’s SOCC (for stage 3) had its deadline on 15th March. The PC’s of Wraxall and Failand, Badgworth and Compton Bishop have compiled a detailed response to the consultation. This response identifies flaws and omissions experienced in the consultation processes for stages 1 and 2 of the connection project and suggested remedies. The final copy, at the time of writing this report, is being compiled by Chris Ambrose
Hinkley C Connection Group (HCCG)

1. The Hinkley C Connection Group consists of elected Members from the affected local authorities as well as a number of other stakeholder organisations. It meets quarterly to discuss information on the project including progress with the consultation to the stage where an application is made to the Infrastructure Planning Commission (IPC) and if deemed acceptable, onwards to the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change for a decision. This Group will have an opportunity to consider the consultation process and provide its thoughts to the Councils who will, in due course, be responding on the adequacy of the consultation to the IPC.

2. The SCF felt that a representative of Parish Councils (PC) should attend the HCCF meetings. This was achieved and Dr. Peter Gregory from Mark Parish Council was nominated by PC members of the CF. Peter has recently resigned from Mark Parish council and cannot now represent PC’s. Chris Ambrose is the choice of CF members and a letter will soon be received requesting CBPC’s support for this nomination.
3. The latest meeting of the HCCG was attended by Chris Ambrose was asked to attended at short notice, deputising for Peter. His feedback on the meeting is some cause for concern. The meeting reviewed the IET report, with NG in attendance. It was Chris’s opinion that insufficient time was given to the topics and NG was not challenged.

4. I had an opportunity to speak with Paul Sobczyk, the Reporting Officer, for SDC’s Consultation Response and member of the HCCG who confirmed the following :-
i. There is a poor linkage between District Council and Parish councils with regards to HCCG. This will, in part, be addressed at the Cluster Group meetings.
ii. It was recognised that there is not an activity which addresses the social and socio-economic impact of NG’s connectivity options. He would try to correct this.

iii. He is arranging to meet Chris Ambrose to fully brief him for his new role and receive any relevant input from him.
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