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INTRODUCTION
PURPOSE OF STAGE ONE CONSULTATION FEEDBACK REPORT
This report, which has been prepared by SP Energy Networks and its communications advisers,
Camargue, outlines the scope of the informal Stage One Consultation and the review of feedback
received. It sets this out by:
e Providing an overview of how the Stage One Consultation was undertaken;
e Explaining how feedback responses have been recorded;
e Assessing feedback to identify key issues and providing responses
SP Energy Networks has also published an Updated Line Route Report, which explains how

feedback on the Preferred Line Route and Options and Likely Environmental Impacts has been
considered.

STAGE ONE CONSULTATION

As part of this stage of consultation, SP Energy Networks developed a consultation strategy
document. This was agreed in June 2016 with Shropshire Council, the relevant local authority. The
strategy document, referred to as Approach to Stage One Consultation followed discussion with
Shropshire Council in May 2016 on a draft report.

Stage One Consultation commenced on 29 June 2016 and ran until g September 2016. As explained
in the Approach to Stage One Consultation document, this consultation focused on:

The preferred line route, with options in some sections, in terms of its location and limits;

The likely environmental impacts of the preferred line route and its associated construction
works, such as storage areas for equipment i.e. lay-down areas, and transport;

Any other aspects of the current proposals or the work to reach this point; and

SP Energy Networks’ approach to consultation.

The preferred line route and options were split into sections 1-4 and respondents were asked to
include references to sections or geographical locations wherever possible.

The preferred line route and options that SP Energy Networks consulted on can be viewed in the
Project Update One Summer 2016 newsletter in Appendix 1. This newsletter was sent to residents
in the project consultation zone (see 1.8-1.11).

The newsletter included a section headed ‘Our work so far — identifying route options’ which
referred to the assessment work carried out in Steps 1 and 2 prior to identifying the line route
options (Step 3) and then the preferred line route itself (Step 4).
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FIGURE 1—SP ENERGY NETWORKS’ PREVIOUS WORK

STEP

Where to reinforce the network

During 2015, SP Energy Networks considered a number of alternative
overhead line routes from other substations at Legacy and Marchwiel
near Wrexham, Crewe and Shrewsbury. These alternatives, however,
have been discounted due to technical suitability, costs and potential
increased environmental impacts. The route from Oswestry to Wem
was considered most suitable.

Choosing route corridors

In the latter part of 2015 and early 2016, we considered the location
of villages and towns, the landscape, cultural heritage and other
environmental sensitivities 1o develop broad route corridors (broad
ribbons of land) which we could route the line within,

From our initial routeing work, we then identified two route corridors
from Oswestry to Wem, each up to Tkm wide, and assessed them

to see which had the least impact overall. We have based our
consultation zone on an area around these two route cormidors to give
local people in this area the opportunity to be involved.

Identifying line routes

More recently in 2016, we have carried out further work within the
overall preferred corridor to identify and then consider alternative
line route options. These alternative line routes are 100 metres
wide at this stage, which enables flexibility for a more refined design
at the next stage of our work, These line routes also include the
land needed for constructing the overhead line (such as tempaorary
construction roads and lay-down areas),

Choosing a preferred line route

Following further assessment, we have now identified our
preferred line route (shown on the map inside) - the option
which we think is the preferred design to minimise likely effects
on the environment. In doing so, we have also identified
alternative line route options in some sections.

Stage One Feedback Report
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reinforcing the network between Oswestry and Wem. Step 2 explains SP Energy Networks’ work
on developing and identifying wider and less specific broad route corridor options, from which two
route corridors up to 1km wide were identified and assessed. The newsletter referred to this work
being set out in technical reports, which were made available on the project website and at six
locations locally.

Reference is made in Step 2 to how the two route corridors formed the basis of the consultation
zone shown in the newsletter. SP Energy Networks considered the zone of effect of its proposals

- where the project may have a direct impact (either permanently and/or temporarily) through the
construction period and then operation. Earlier routeing work also informed this consultation zone.

SP Energy Networks considered that these effects were mostly within an area of approximately
2km to the north and south of the two route corridors used for earlier routeing work. Initially, and as
referred to in the draft consultation strategy shared with Shropshire Council in May 2016, this area
excluded the urban areas of Oswestry and Wem to these west and east of the route corridors as the
two substation sites are on the edges of both towns.

Following consultation with Shropshire Council on the consultation zone, SP Energy Networks
reviewed the extent of this area and considered it appropriate to extend it eastwards to include the
western fringes of Wem. At the Oswestry end, SP Energy Networks considered it was reasonable to
retain the consultation zone as initially shown because the works here would be within the existing
substation compound and the 132kV reinforcement would exit the substation via underground
cables along the existing verge of the main road. As such, it did not consider there to be likely visual
or other impacts arising. The consultation zone in the consultation strategy agreed with Shropshire
Council therefore shows an extended area at the eastern end (see Figure 2).

The consultation zone as finally agreed is a sufficiently broad area that includes communities
beyond those more likely to be directly affected in the immediate vicinity of the proposals.

SP Energy Networks and their communications advisers, Camargue, undertook further work to
identify relevant stakeholders. This included notifying statutory consultees required by the Planning
Act 2008, as well as a number of other groups that may have an interest in the project. These are
listed in Appendix 2.

Furthermore, as most of the parish council areas within the consultation zone extend beyond the
2km zone, the communities outside the zone would also have been made aware of the proposals
through the letters and posters sent out to the clerks from these local councils. This included also
sending letters and posters to Oswestry Town Council and parish councils listed in Appendix 3 under
the heading ‘Parish councils with areas within the consultation zone'. In addition, county councillors
were notified along with a number of local groups and organisations. A press release was also sent
to a number of local newspapers and the project received coverage in a number of newspapers
circulated in the wider area.
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FIGURE 2—-STAGE ONE CONSULTATION ZONE (AS AMENDED)
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114 Prior to sending out the newsletters, SP Energy Networks held a briefing on the 28 June 2016 for
Shropshire Council county councillors and parish councillors whose boundaries extend into the
consultation zone. Posters were available at this event advertising the consultation and parish
councils were asked to display these on public notice boards.

115 The newsletter outlined the project proposals, explaining the specific areas that SP Energy
Networks was consulting on, and how the feedback will be used to review the proposals. Reference
to how feedback could be provided was also explained.

116 The newsletter also provided details of four public exhibitions that had been arranged as part of the
consultation in each section of the preferred line route. More details of these events are available in

chapter 2.

_’ Stage One Feedback Report
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2. STAGE ONE CONSULTATION
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CONSULTATION STRATEGY

The Approach to Stage One Consultation June 2016, agreed with Shropshire Council, set out the
approach to consultation under a number of headings. SP Energy Networks used this approach to
carry out the Stage One Consultation.

WHO SP ENERGY NETWORKS CONSULTED

Residents and businesses within the consultation zone received newsletters —in total 3,135
newsletters were posted out at the start of consultation.

SP Energy Networks also held a briefing for parish councils on the 28 June. All parish councils within
the consultation zone were invited to attend the event. At the start of consultation, letters were
sent to all relevant parish and town councils. This mailing included posters (see Appendix 3) and

a request to councils to display these in public locations. Posters were also available at SP Energy
Networks’ parish council briefing held on 28 June 2016. Calls were made to key parish councils
during the consultation, encouraging them to submit feedback.

SP Energy Networks issued press releases to local newspapers, such as the Shropshire Star,
Oswestry and Border Chronicle and Whitchurch Herald, to promote the start of the consultation.
Coverage generated by these releases appeared in local newspapers.

Newsletters were issued to:

e County councillors within whose wards the proposals were sited and those with relevant
portfolios

e Members of Parliament and Members of the European Parliament representing constituencies
consulted with

e Identified special interest groups (such as local wildlife, heritage and leisure groups)

e Hardto reach groups SP Energy Networks identified in the area

Landowners were consulted by way of a separate letter (Appendix 4) sent out to all landowners
affected by the earlier route corridors 2 and 3.

HOW SP ENERGY NETWORKS CONSULTED

Project newsletter — SP Energy Networks presented the preferred line route and route options in
an A2 plan with an OS base map and invited feedback on this information. It also referred to the
reasons why a new 132kV overhead Trident line is being proposed and what the next stages will be.

Feedback form — SP Energy Networks published a feedback form (see Appendix 5) that was
available to download or submit online, at public events, at local libraries and on request from the
community relations team. The feedback form was designed to be easy-to-use and focused on four
key points of consultation (see 1.4). A freepost address was provided for forms to be returned. All
respondents who provided contact details received an acknowledgement that their feedback has
been received. A copy of this acknowledgement can be found in Appendix 6.

Stage One Feedback Report
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Project website - SP Energy Networks launched its project website on the first day of consultation.
The website contained information on the project, supported by maps and technical documents.
The website can be found at: http://www.spenergynetworks.co.uk/north_shropshire. Screenshots
from the website are available in Appendix 7.

SP Energy Networks held four public events in venues suitable for public gatherings:

13 July, 5.00pm-8.00pm — Whittington Community Centre

14 July, 3.30pm-7.30pm — Wem Town Hall

18 July, 3.30pm-7.30pm — Cockshutt Millennium Hall

19 July, 3.30pm-7.30pm — Hordley and Bagley Village Hall

Events included a full suite of community and technical documents, as well as exhibition panels,
image folios and additional maps. The events were staffed by SP Energy Network employees and
associated specialists, representing a wide range of expertise. Members of the public were able to
ask questions of the project team and submit feedback. A record of these consultation events is
available in Appendix 8.

TECHNICAL MATERIALS

SP Energy Networks published three technical reports in June 2016: Strategic Options Report,
Route Corridor Report and Line Route Report. Copies of these reports were made available on the
project website and in local libraries.

VIEWING MATERIALS AT LOCAL LIBRARIES

Copies of the three technical reports together with the newsletter and feedback form could be
viewed at the following libraries and civic offices, which were asked to make them available to the
general public:

e Wem Library

Oswestry Library

Ellesmere Library

Cockshutt Memorial Hall

Wem Town Council offices

e Whitchurch Library

These locations were advertised in the project newsletter and on the project poster.

’ Stage One Feedback Report
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213 Following the issuing of a press release, which announced the launch of the consultation and
provided an outline of the proposals, the project received the following coverage in the press as well
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PUBLIC EXHIBITIONS OVERVIEW

214 The Stage One Consultation public exhibitions were held to ensure people had the opportunity to
talk face-to-face to the SP Energy Networks’ project team and be advised of the project proposals.
Visitors were informed of the consultation material available in a guide on display at the entrances
to the events.

FIGURE 3—-THE LAYOUT OF A CONSULTATION EVENT
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215 Available at every consultation event were:

e A portfolio containing:

. Ao Preferred line route and options plan

. A1 Aerial imagery and route (in 3 sections)

. A1 Construction and route overview

. A1 Construction and route options (in 3 sections)
. A1 Photomontage 1 — wood pole designs

. A1 Photomontage 2 — construction vehicles

. A1 Line route plan and constraints
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e Event panels:
*  ‘Welcome to our consultation’ panel
¢ ‘Your comments can influence our work’ panel
¢ ‘Our preferred line route and line route options’ double map panel
«  ‘Aerial views west’ panel
¢ ‘Aerial views east’ panel

e Our technical documents

+  Strategic Options Report
*  Route Corridor Report

*  Line Route Report

e Community documents
«  Project Update One newsletter
«  Consultation feedback form

216 SP Energy Networks ensured land, environmental and engineering specialists were available at
all exhibitions to discuss specific issues.. Visitors were encouraged to provide feedback on the
proposals and focus comments on specific sections of the project. Visitors were also advised of the
consultation deadline was g September 2016. Summaries of the events, including photographs and
details of the conversations, are available in Appendix 8.

217 The event panels can be viewed in Appendix 9.

218 Table 2 sets out the dates of the public exhibitions and the level of attendance. In total 79 people
attended the public exhibitions.

TABLE 2—-CONSULTATION EVENTS AND ATTENDANCE

EVENT DATE TIME LOCATION ATTENDED

1 Wed 13 July 5.00pm- Whittington 18
8.00pm Community Centre
Oswestry SY11 4BS

2 Thurs 14 July 3.30pm-7.30pm | Wem Town Hall 20
High Street, Wem SY4
;DG

3 Mon 18 July 3.30pm-7.30pm | Cockshutt Memorial 30
Hall
Cockshutt SY12 0JQ

4 Tues 19 July 3.30pm-7.30pm | Hordley and Bagley 11
Village Hall

Lower Hordley, Nr
Ellesmere SY12 9BQ

Stage One Feedback Report
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CONSULTING WITH STAKEHOLDERS

219 SP Energy Networks informed stakeholders and special interest groups of the proposals and
consultation by mailing the newsletter on 29 June 2016. See Appendix 3.

2.20 SP Energy Networks followed up these enquiries with a number of these groups following the start
of consultation, through phone calls, emails and meetings. These groups included: Historic England,
Natural England, the Civil Aviation Authority, Network Rail, RSPB, Wildlife Trust, Shropshire
Council, Environment Agency and relevant parish councils.

2.21 The following statutory stakeholders provided feedback during Stage One Consultation:

West Felton Parish Council
Environment Agency
Whittington Parish Council
Oswestry Rural Parish Council
Severn Trent Water
Baschurch Parish Council
Canal and River Trust
Severn Trent Water
Cockshutt Parish Council
Wem Rural Parish Council
Loppington Parish Council
Hordley Parish Council
MOD

Shropshire Council

Natural England

Oswestry Rural Parish Council
Wem Town Council
Natural England

Oswestry Town Council
NATS

Historic England

OTHER ORGANISATIONS THAT PROVIDED FEEDBACK INCLUDED:

NFU

RSPB

Shropshire Wildlife Trust

Woodland Trust

Meres and Moses Landscape Partnership Scheme

2.22 A summary of the feedback provided by those listed above can be found at 4.8.

2.23 Consultation information was also sent to the Planning Inspectorate. As part of this process
published a webpage for the project on 13 August 2016. This can be viewed at https://infrastructure.
planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/west-midlands/reinforcement-to-north-shropshire-
electricity-distribution-network/

’ Stage One Feedback Report
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RECORDING FEEDBACK

31 Members of the public, statutory bodies and other groups submitted in total 68 responses in the
form of written feedback in the following ways:

e Feedback forms submitted electronically or via the Freepost address;
e Letters to the Freepost address;
e Emails to the project email address.
3.2 In addition, face-to-face feedback was received through contact with communities and landowners,
at public events, and telephone calls to the project enquiry line.
3.3 Interms of written feedback, Table 3 outlines the breakdown of feedback received.

TABLE3-TYPES OF FEEDBACK RECEIVED

TYPE RESPONSE NUMBERS

Online Feedback Forms 3
Hard Copy Feedback Forms 21
Emails 40
Letters 4

3.4 Allindividual respondents were allocated a unique, sequential Project ID. This Project ID will be
carried through to future stages of consultation, allowing future comments to be attributed to an
individual already included in the consultee database.

3.5 Aproject database was created to log and track all feedback responses as it was received.

3.6 Allfeedback forms, letters and emails were processed as follows:

e If a feedback form or letter, it was scanned and filed electronically and the hard copy was
safely stored. Emails or online feedback forms were copied into word documents and filed
electronically.

e Aunique Project ID was given to each individual respondent in the project database.

e The feedback form, letter or email content was then logged in the project database verbatim.

Stage One Feedback Report
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3.7

3.8

3.9

310

3N

312

‘ Stage One Feedback Report

Comments within each individual response were reviewed having regard to the four questions
asked in the feedback form and were recorded as follows:

e Comments on Preferred line route and options;
e Comments on Likely environmental impacts;
e Comments on Other comments on the proposals; and

e Comments on Our consultation.

Many feedback responses contained comments that fell in to more than one category and these
responses were split as appropriate.

In total, 126 feedback comments were received in the 68 responses.

Where relevant, these comments were further categorised by the particular section of the
preferred route to which they referred.

FACE-TO-FACE FEEDBACK

The Stage One Consultation public exhibitions were attended by 79 people, who were able to
view information and ask the SP Energy Networks team questions about the Preferred Line Route
and Options (see Appendix g for summaries of all face-to-face feedback captured at consultation
events). The face-to-face feedback was in addition to feedback forms and other written feedback.
It was written down by members of the project team at events and represented the sentiment and
key points communicated verbally in direct conversation with consultees at events.

FEEDBACK FROM LANDOWNERS

There were two primary objectives of the consultation with landowners:

e To confirm ownership/relevant persons with an interest in land e.g. tenants of land within the
preferred line route and options

e To gather initial feedback from landowners of the preferred line route and options and
encourage landowners to submit feedback to the Stage One Consultation

Landowners were invited to attend our public exhibitions through a letter sent at the launch of
consultation. Landowner attendance at events was relatively high and landowners had face-to-face
discussions with SP Energy Networks’ appointed land agents at these events and subsequently
where requested by landowners.
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4. FEEDBACK AND SP ENERGY NETWORKS’ RESPONSE

41  Assetoutinchapter 3, feedback was grouped into the four categories set out in the feedback form.
This is how the feedback has been considered and responded to by SP Energy Networks.

THE PREFERRED LINE ROUTE AND ITS OPTIONS AND LIKELY ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTS

FEEDBACK FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC

4.2 Feedback which relates to the preferred line route and options and to the likely environmental
impacts has been considered by SP Energy Networks’ environmental advisers, Gillespies. Their
assessment and responses are set out in a separate report to this feedback report — the Updated
Line Route Report.

4.3 Insummary, feedback received on the preferred line route and its options related to the overall
route or to a particular section i.e., Section 1, Section 2, Section 3 or Section 4 and this is how it is
summarised in the Updated Line Route Report.

4.4 Insome cases, feedback included suggestions for alterations to options presented or to new
options. The suitability of these suggestions has been considered using the same environmental
and technical criteria that was used to establish the preferred line route and options set out in the
earlier Line Route Report — June 2016, including:

e Length of the line route
e Landscape and Visual amenity
e Historic environment
e Ecology and biodiversity
e Water environment
e Forestry and woodland
e Socio economic
e Technical feasibility
e Planning and land use considerations
4.5 Having considered the suggested changes against the above criteria, SP Energy Networks’

environmental advisers have made some changes to the preferred line route.

4.6  SP Energy Networks have also considered other changes based on ongoing site assessment work
and new information arising from ongoing discussions with interested parties.

4.7  The Updated Line Route Report provides more details of this analysis and how this feedback has
informed the development of the proposed line route.

Stage One Feedback Report
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FEEDBACK FROM STATUTORY BODIES AND GROUPS

4.8 Feedback on the preferred line route and options and on likely environmental impacts was received
from 28 statutory bodies and organisations of those listed in Appendix 3. This feedback is referred
to in more detail in the Updated Line Route Report and summarised below.

4.9  Of the 10 parish and town councils consulted, where the preferred line directly runs through their
parish, g of these (Oswestry Rural, Oswestry Town Council, West Felton, Hordley, Baschurch,
Cockshutt, Loppington, Wem Rural and Wem Urban) have no objections.

410 Whittington PC, while not against the need for the new line, are concerned about its proximity to
Babbinswood and the impacts on the setting on Whittington'’s historic sites, and asked why a route
following an old tower line could not be used.

411 A number of other statutory environmental agencies commented as follows:

e The Environment Agency advised of works in relation to their Shropshire Groundwater
Scheme in the area, planned for 2017, which comprises a number of new boreholes for future
water abstraction. The borehole locations and timing of this project have been taken into
account.

e The Canal and River Trust have expressed concern about overhead lines crossing the canal
and advised of the need to take their guidelines into account. SP Energy Networks is holding
further discussions with the trust on these matters.

e Natural England consider the following:

« That there are unlikely to be any direct effects on statutory designated nature
conservation sites or landscapes in the area and any indirect effects can be managed
and avoided through the implementation of standard pollution prevention practices
during construction phases;

« Reference should be made to the Midlands Meres and Mosses designated sites, as,
although it is agreed that effects on these sites are unlikely, the assessment should
reference this;

« Consideration should be given to setting out how, through survey and mitigation
measures where necessary, protected species can be safeguarded, although no
specific concerns were raised in relation to this project.

e Historic England has considered the proposals and they do not object at this stage.
e Severn Trent Water responded to say:

« They have significant land interests in the area and having looked at the proposals,
do not have any concerns, although ask to be kept informed as they do have
improvement works planned in the area over a similar timescale to the project;

« To be kept informed of proposals so they can review any likely impacts on their own
infrastructure in the area.

e Ministry of Defence MOD and National Air Traffic Systems (NATS) have no immediate
concerns although request to be kept informed and no concerns have been received from the
CAA.

’ Stage One Feedback Report
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412 Feedback from non-statutory organisations in relation to the preferred line route and options and
likely environmental effects was as follows:

e The RSPB indicated that their main, if not only, concern was to avoid breeding waders and
the undesignated wet grassland habitats near Baggy Moor and would be keen to share survey
data, although overall, the project area is not one of a particular sensitivity and it is good to
see the designated sites have been avoided.

e The Woodland Trust have noted that Long Wood, which is at the western end near the start of
the new overhead line, is of historical importance and further mapping and research, including
ecological studies, need to be carried out before further comments can be made.

e The Forestry Commission has no concerns.

e Shropshire Wildlife Trust have drawn attention to the following:

« The likelihood of great crested newts in the Oswestry substation area and need to
check records at the Wem substation site;

« The need to take into account the significant ornithological interest in the R Parry
and Baggy Moor area;

« Overall, the proposed route would appear unlikely to cause a significant impact
however detailed knowledge should be used through ongoing consultation to ensure
habitats and species are taken into account;

« Measures will need to be in place to protect habitats and species during the
construction phase of the project and contact should be made with the Meres and
Mosses Partnership Scheme.

e The National Farmers Union requested:

« That the proposed design is clearly communicated to and shared with farmers;

« Consideration is given to any deviations of existing overhead lines being placed
underground;

« In addition to the engagement already taking place with landowners and occupiers,
they encourage this to continue, in particular, where new accesses are required
and how this can be provided whilst respecting the ongoing farming and domestic
operations;

« SP Energy Networks to maintain dialogue with landowners and occupiers regarding
compensation procedures.

413 SP Energy Networks has had regard to the above responses from local people and statutory and
non-statutory groups, and reviewed the line route and options and likely environmental impacts.
The outcome of this is the proposed line route as shown in Figure 4 below and, as referred to in the
Updated Line Route Report. The report also refers to how likely environmental impacts highlighted
in feedback have been considered in the further line routeing work and avoided further, or
acknowledged as either matters to be assessed at a later stage when there is a more refined design,
or in possible future mitigation measures.

Stage One Feedback Report
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OTHER COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSALS

414 The feedback received from members of the public on other comments on the proposals (Question
3 on the feedback form) and SP Energy Networks’ response is summarised in this report in Table 4

below.

TABLE 4—OTHER COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSALS

Project ID

1and2and 35

Submission

These respondents called for the line to be
underground to preserve the unspoiled area of
North Shropshire countryside and/or avoid land
that they own, which they felt would mean all
route objections could be easily overcome. They
also said that underground cable would only
have a short term effect, if land was returned to
its original state.

Response

SP Energy Networks considered the costs and
benefits of undergrounding the new line but
concluded that the proposed wood pole design and
limited level of likely environmental impacts arising,
the increased costs of an underground cable was not
outweighed by the landscape benefits. In terms of
whether and sections of the overhead line should

be placed underground, SP Energy Networks will,
once it has assessed the likely various environmental
impacts of the new line, consider whether these are
of such a concern to justify reviewing the costs and
benefits of undergrounding that particular section.

line would impact on the viability of their farm,
which has recently undergone investment. They
also commented on the payments available

to landowners who have equipment sited on
theirland. They questioned whether SP Energy
Networks were aware of the costs to landowners
associated with infrastructure on land.

2 *  This respondent had concerns about the SP Energy Networks has identified a proposed line
devaluation of their property as a result of route which minimises likely effects including visual
the new line. amenity on occupiers of those properties nearest

to the new line. It will continue to review potential
impacts as it carries out further environmental
assessments. Any concerns regarding potential
devaluation of properties as a result of the new line is
not a consideration to which it has regard.

8 This respondent felt that the projectis a This project is completely separate to National

continuation of National Grid's Mid Wales Grid’'s Mid Wales connection proposals, and does not
Connection Project, and people remain opposed | include installing pylons. Reference should be made
to new pylons in the area. to the above response regarding the comment about
placing the line underground.
The response highlighted the EU referendum
result and stated that due to the UK leaving the
EU, investment could now be made in placing the
new line underground.
12 This respondent had concerns that the new SP Energy Networks has identified a proposed

line route which minimises likely effects, including
farming operations. . It will continue to review
potential impacts as it carries out further
environmental assessments.

Stage One Feedback Report
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Project ID Submission Response

12 This respondent asked what studies had been SP Energy Networks has gathered information on a
undertaken into the costs and impacts of wind range of environmental constraints, including wind
farms and PV arrays in the area farms and solar farms in the area, and taken these

sites into account in identifying the proposed route.

39 This respondent was concerned about the SP Energy Networks has identified potential
construction process and method, and resulting | construction sites along the line route to avoid
trafficin the area. They also expressed a concern | construction traffic using only one site. Once more
about the impact on local wildlife. detailed proposals are known, SP Energy Networks

will review likely construction traffic movements and
prepare a draft Traffic Management Plan which will
indicate the types of construction traffic associated
with the building of the new line and how this will
operate during the construction phases.

40 This respondent felt that the close proximity Whilst SP Energy Networks maintains there is
of the preferred line route to Cockshutt meant no health risk, and this will be demonstrated in
that people’s main concern was health effects subsequent environmental impact assessment
associated to living near power lines — whether report, it has, in response to other concernsin
proven or not. relation to concerns being expressed relating to

likely visual amenity impacts in the Cockshutt area,
considered and is now proposing an alternative line
route further to the south of the village.

YA This response questioned why SP Energy The existing 33kV overhead line from Wem
Networks was not upgrading the existing 33kV | substation cannot be upgraded because this is
overhead line. distributing power from Wem whereas the purpose

of the reinforcement is to bring additional power
into Wem substation and reinforce the local 33kV
network.

415 The feedback received from statutory bodies and interested groups in relation to other comments on
the proposals and SP Energy Networks' response is summarised in Table 5 below.

TABLE 5—OTHER COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSALS FROM STATUTORY BODIES AND
INTERESTED GROUPS

Stakeholder

Canal and River
Trust (2)

Submission

The Trust’s adopted code of practice for service
crossings, such as overhead power lines, is to be
placed under the canal.

Response

SP Energy Networks will continue to discuss its
proposals with the Canal and River Trust regarding
the need to place the proposed line underground
where it crosses the Montgomery Canal..

Oswestry Rural
Parish Council

(14)

The council noted that, at this time, it had no
comment on the proposals.

SP Energy Networks notes this comment.

Stage One Feedback Report
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Stakeholder Submission Response
Shropshire This consultee raised the possibility of SP Energy Networks has taken these likely impacts
Wildlife Trust disturbance to species during the construction into account by having regard to known records
(15) phase of the project. data and avoiding protected species and habitats
and avoiding such sites in identifying the proposed
line route. Further avoidance measures during the
construction phase will be factored into mitigation
measures.
NFU (21) This response raised points about compensation | Compensation will be a matter to be negotiated in
for farmers in the area and asked SP Energy agreeing land rights with individual landowners and
Networks to ensure any compensation reflects occupier.
disturbance caused.
MoD (23) This consultee stated that they had no SP Energy Networks notes this comment.
comments on the project but asked to be kept
informed as the proposals progressed.
Shropshire Shropshire Council consider that the SSP Energy Networks is pleased to receive the
Council (28) reinforcement will support growth of a support for this project and note the Council’s

number of market towns and villages in North
Shropshire, and so the Council broadly supports
the principle of the proposed development.

The wood pole design is one that is relatively
common in the rural landscape near settlements
and farmsteads. More explanation should be
given to why Corridor options 1 and 4 were
scoped out at an earlier stage. The final report
should explain the rationale for retaining
flexibility between the red and blue (Options 2
and 3) corridors. It would also be helpful to show
sites of local landscape and visual interest, as has
been done for local heritage sites.

comments regarding the use of the wood pole.

The corridor options 1 and 4 were scoped out at

an earlier stage because following the mapping

of the constraints, it appeared that thee options
were longer and more constrained by designated
sites which resulted in a narrowing of the corridors
presenting less flexibility for changes at later design
stages. As such, SP Energy Networks concluded
there was no benefit in taking these options forward
for assessment against the more direct options 2 and

3.

The Updated Line Route report includes reference to
designated walks and cycle rides possibly affected by
the proposed line route.

FACE-TO-FACE CONVERSATIONS AT EVENTS ON OTHER COMMENTS ON THE
PROPOSALS

416

In terms of the feedback expressed at the public events on other comments, these focused on

putting the overhead line underground, impacts of property prices and perceived health impacts.
SP Energy Networks’ specialists at the events were able to answer these questions and consultees
were advised to also submit their comments in writing.

COMMENTS ON THE CONSULTATION

417

Networks’ response is summarised in Table 6 below.

Feedback from local people on the way in which the consultation was managed and SP Energy

Stage One Feedback Report
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TABLE 6 -COMMENTS ON OUR CONSULTATION

Project ID

Submission

This respondent asked why the public events
took place in the same week — especially as this
was the final week before the school holiday,
when many people go on holiday.

Response

The dates of our consultation zone were carefully
considered and agreed with Shropshire Council. They
were aimed at ensuring as many people as possible
could attend and therefore avoided the school
holidays —the most popular time for people to go
away.

SP Energy Networks recognises that not everyone
will be able to attend events, regardless of when
they are held. To ensure people could still fully
participate in the consultation, all information was
available online and in libraries in the area. SP Energy
Networks also ran a public enquiry line that people
could ring to find out more information.

We will consider feedback on the timing of our events
ahead of the next stage of consultation.

12

This consult felt that SP Energy Networks had
not sufficiently consulted with landowners.

Consultation with landowners plays an important
role in the development of projects like the project to
reinforce the North Shropshire electricity network.

SP Energy Networks develops its initial proposals
before identifying landowners. Consultation will then
be carried out with landowners and their views taken
in to account as the proposals develop.

13

This response stated that there was a good
window of consultation.

Positive feedback on our consultation is really useful
and helps us to assess the decisions we made when
planning the consultation.

SP Energy Networks will consider all feedback on
how it ran the Stage One consultation when planning
the next stage.

14

This respondent felt the consultation events
gave residents a good opportunity to ask
questions and found the Whittington event very
informative.

Positive feedback on our consultation is really useful
and helps us to assess the decisions we made when
planning the consultation.

SP Energy Networks will consider all feedback on
how it ran the Stage One consultation when planning
the next stage.

I
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Project ID Submission Response

18 This response had concerns that the consultation | SP Energy Networks based its consultation period
period was not long enough. on experiences from other projects and in discussion
with Shropshire Council.

It's considered that 10 weeks is sufficient for people
to participate in the consultation. SP Energy
Networks ensured that all materials were available at
the beginning of the consultation to allow people the
full time to consider the proposals.

20 This respondent believed that the consultation SP Energy Networks will consider all feedback on
had been run very efficiently. how it ran the Stage One consultation when planning
the next stage

25 This response stated that the event on 19 July at | SP Energy Networks will consider all feedback on
Hordley and Bagley Village Hall was excellent. how it ran the Stage One consultation when planning
the next stage

35 This consultee would have preferred SP Energy | SP Energy Networks understands that some people
Networks to provide a face-to-face meeting. would prefer face-to-face meetings to discuss
individual concerns. However, a balance must be
found and a practical approach to consultation taken.

SP Energy Networks held four consultation events
in the area to give local people an opportunity to
conduct face-to-face conversations. It alsorana
freephone enquiry line where residents could have
questions answered about the proposals.

39 This consultee would have preferred SP Energy | SP Energy Networks understands that some people
Networks to provide a face-to-face meeting. would prefer face-to-face meetings to discuss
individual concerns. However, a balance must be
found and a practical approach to consultation taken.

SP Energy Networks held four consultation events
in the area to give local people an opportunity to
conduct face-to-face conversations. It also ran a
freephone enquiry line where residents could have
questions answered about the proposals.

41 This response stated that the Wem Town Hall SP Energy Networks will consider all feedback on
event was extremely helpful. how it ran the Stage One consultation when planning
the next stage

Stage One Feedback Report
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Project ID

Submission

This respondent felt that landowners should be
better consulted on the plans.

Response

Consultation with landowners plays an important
role in the development of projects like the project to
reinforce the North Shropshire electricity network.

SP Energy Networks develops its initial proposals
before identifying landowners. Consultation will then
be carried out with landowners and their views taken
in to account as the proposals develop.

418 The feedback received from statutory bodies and interested groups on how the consultation was
run and SP Energy Networks' response is summarised in Table 7 below.

TABLE 7- COMMENTS FROM STATUTORY BODIES AND INTERESTED GROUPS ON OUR
CONSULTATION

Steakholder

Whittington
Parish Council

(1)

Submission

This parish council questioned the decision to
begin consultation at the preferred line route
stage and felt that the decision of where the new
line will go had already been taken.

Response

SP Energy Networks’ preferred line route and
options, presented at Stage One Consultation, was
the result of detailed survey and planning work. The
Project Update 1 newsletter made reference to this
previous work and technical documents explaining
this work were available on the project website and at
libraries in the project area.

SP Energy Networks presented its proposals at

a stage where local people could have a detailed
enough explanation of them to be able to provide
clear feedback that could influence the design or
location of the preferred line route.

Residents and stakeholders were invited to comment
on this earlier work and SP Energy Networks would
have regards to this. All decisions remained open to
influence by feedback during the consultation.

Shropshire
Wildlife Trust

(15)

This consultee advised also speaking to the
Meres and Moses Landscape Partnership.

SP Energy Networks had contacted this organisation
as part of its original stakeholder mailing.

NFU (21)

The NFU advised regular meeting with their
members.

SP Energy Networks will continue to consult with
people in the area. As the proposals develop, this
will include consultation with landowners. SP Energy
Networks will also continue to consult with interest
groups, like the NFU.

Stage One Feedback Report
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Steakholder Submission Response
Shropshire It is considered that the distribution of SP Energy Networks notes the supportive feedback
Council (28) information and consultation documents, provided.

alongside the community meetings held, have
provided an adequate basis for consulting local
communities on the proposals.

419

4.20

4.21

4.22

4.23

4.24

FACE-TO-FACE CONVERSATIONS AT EVENTS

Conversations at events about SP Energy Networks’ approach to consultation were broadly
supportive and there was a general agreement that the consultation was carried out well.

SP Energy Networks notes the general level of support provided in the comments received.
FEEDBACK FROM LANDOWNERS

During the consultation owners and occupiers were encouraged to provide feedback in writing
giving particular regard to the potential implications of the proposals on their land so that it can be
used to inform and develop the next stage of its proposals.

SP Energy Networks understands the land in the North Shropshire area is good agricultural land,
and this was confirmed by many attendees at the events and as expected one of the main subjects
raised by owners and occupiers was the impact that a new wooden pole supported overhead line
would have on their agricultural practices. Their concerns related to their ability to farm around
poles and stays and under an overhead line with the types of agricultural machinery being used in
this area. In many cases the information brought forward by the owners and occupiers requires
Manweb to undertake further studies.

Other concerns raised by interested parties included the work which was previously undertaken by
the Environment Agency (EA) along the River Perry and the implications this has on water levels
along sections of its preferred route and also the existence of other underground infrastructure
such as Gas and Oil pipelines. The impact of the line on the value of their property and the potential
sterilization of future business interests was also mentioned. These concerns will also require
further investigation by SP Energy Networks.

In respect of comments on the preferred route, a number of helpful suggestions were raised on
alternative line routes and owners and occupiers understood the need case for the North Shropshire
Connection. A number have already consented to SP Energy Networks undertaking non-intrusive
survey works. SP Energy Networks is also continuing to discuss proposals further with landowners
and occupiers.

Stage One Feedback Report
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5. CONCLUSIONS AND NEXT STEPS
CONCLUSIONS

51 The Stage One Consultation ran between 29 June 2016 and 9 September 2016 and introduced the
Preferred Line Route and Options. Following the approach set out in the Approach to Stage One
Consultation resulted in a well-attended consultation that generated a significant amount of useful
feedback on the proposals. From the information provided, many members of the public provided
detailed feedback as did technical stakeholders.

5.2 Inresponse to the above approach, feedback was received both face to face at the exhibitions and
via feedback forms and letters. A total of 68 written feedback responses were received from the
public and stakeholders.

5.3 Key issues for line design influenced a proposed route (see figure 4), which is being published in
Project Update Two in November 2016. The key issues identified, included:

e The likely local environmental constraints affecting Section 2 (Hordley). SP Energy Networks
used this feedback to review options, and identified a preference for a new Section 2A, the
evaluation of which is almost complete. If there are any changes to this section, we'll let people
know. This route supported retaining Section 1 (Babbinswood), as opposed to following the
line of a former tower line.

e Comments near Section 3 (Cockshutt), including likely visual impacts in the area from
property owners. As a result of this feedback SP Energy Networks decided to follow a more
southerly route. This is further away from Cockshutt and avoids greater impacts on any single
property in the area.

e Concerns were raised about the proximity of the new overhead line in Section 4 (Noneley),
and suggested alternatives: to use the existing 33kV overhead line; or identify a new line
route north of Noneley. As the existing line cannot be upgraded, and a parallel route would be
less preferable for visual impact reasons, we looked at replacing the existing 33kV line with the
new 132kV line and installing the 33kV line along the preferred route. However, the likely low
level of impact on the landscape character to the south of Noneley of the new 132kV line would
not be very different to that of a 33kV overhead line, whereas, it would to the north. To reduce
any likely visual impacts, the updated line has been moved further south from properties in
Noneley. As part of the consultation, SP Energy Networks has spoken to bodies responsible for
safeqguarding Sleap Airfield and received no objection to the proximity of the line route to the
airfield.

e Baggy Moor and River Perry area and ponds in the central area of the line route, which are
important bird feeding areas and the likely impacts on farming operations in the Hordley
area.The changes we have made to the line route have taken these comments into account.

e Earlier work carried out and whether the line could be placed underground. SP Energy
Networks’ assessment work to date shows that the likely level of landscape and visual impact
wouldn't justify placing any sections of the overhead line underground. This position will be
reviewed in light of further environmental assessment work. An overhead wood pole trident
line allows us to find the right balance between minimising environmental impacts and
ensuring the new line offers value for money, which is in the interest of bill payers.

I
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5.4

5.5

5.6

NEXT STEPS

SP Energy Networks will publish Project Update Two in autumn 2016. This newsletter will summarise
the key issues raised during the consultation and include a plan of the proposed line route. It will be
issued to residents in the consultation zone and stakeholders.

Stage Two Consultation will take place in 2017 and will present a detailed route, including wood pole
positions as well as details on construction requirements and traffic management. Stage Two will

be a formal consultation process as part of the application for a Development Consent Order. As
part of this consultation, communities, groups and statutory consultees will be contacted to provide
feedback on the project. This will be reviewed, assessed and considered prior to the application
being submitted.

Stage Two Consultation will also include consultation on the required Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) work. This consultation will be help shape our project proposals from an
environmental impact perspective and will enable us to prepare an Environmental Statement (ES)
which is a core component of the DCO application.

Stage One Feedback Report
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PROJECT UPDATE 1
SUMMER 2016

SP ENERGY
NETWORKS

Reinforcement to North Shropshire
Electricity Distribution Network:
132,000 volt wood pole overhead line from Oswestry to Wem

SP Energy Networks is planning to invest £18m in order
to support and enable growth across North Shropshire.
This investment is to reinforce the electricity distribution
network by constructing an overhead 132,000 volt

wood pole line from Oswestry substation, located at the
A5/A495 roundabout, to Wem substation, located on
Ellesmere Road on the western side of Wem.

This line will provide capacity to support development

on land allocated for new jobs and homes in Oswestry,
Whitchurch and Wem in current planning forecasts to 2026.
And it will attract future business and housing investment
across North Shropshire through to and beyond 2036.

The new overhead line will reinforce the existing 33,000 volt
electricity distribution network by increasing the capacity
available throughout North Shropshire.

Have your say on plans
for a new electricity line
for North Shropshire

* New overhead line needed to support and enable
growth in North Shropshire

e Communities have important role in developing
the line route

e Stage One Consultation open from 29th June to
9th September 2016

Route for the new line

We need to find a suitable route for the new electricity
distribution line. Feedback from the local community will play
an important role in assisting us to establish the final line route.

We have carried out a considerable amount of investigatory work
to look at and consider the location of communities, heritage
features and other sensitive areas. From these investigations,

we have developed a number of proposed routes that seek to
either avoid or mitigate impacts on these areas.

We now wish to open a consultation to enable people living in
the area to have their say about our proposals. This is stage one
of a two stage consultation. We will use your feedback together
with our assessments to establish the most appropriate route in
order to reinforce the North Shropshire electricity distribution
network. Your views really can influence our work, so we strongly
encourage you to take part in this consultation process.

‘ ‘ These proposals are good news. Shropshire Council has been pressing for
investment in North Shropshire infrastructure, including Whitchurch, for a
number of years. With the new homes and employment sites proposed,
we are going to need the extra power. The North Shropshire reinforcement
project will help our area realise its economic ambitions and ensure that

we continue to enjoy a reliable electricity supply. ’ ’

Councillor Steve Charmley,

Deputy Leader and Portfolio Holder for Business and Economy

COMMUNITY
EVENTS

We are holding events in the local
area for people to view maps and
to talk to our team.

See the back page for dates,
times and locations.
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Statutory stakeholders we are contacting

Parish councils directly affected within the
consultation zone

Health & Safety Executive

Baschurch Parish Council

West Midlands Strategic Health Authority

Cockshutt Parish Council

Shropshire Fire & Rescue Authority

Hordley Parish Council

Police and Crime Commissioner for West
Mercia

Loppington Parish Council

Equality and Human Rights Commission

Oswestry Rural Parish Council

The Homes and Communities Agency (HQ)

Oswestry Town Council

The Homes and Communities Agency
(Midlands)

Wem Rural Parish Council

Crown Estates Commissioners

Wem Urban Parish Council

The Coal Authority

West Felton Parish Council

Ofgem

Whittington Parish Council

Marches Local Enterprise Partnership

Parish councils with areas within the
consultation zone

Gas and Electricity Markets Authority (GEMA)

Ellesmere Rural Parish Council

Ofwat

Myddle, Broughton and Harmer Hill Parish
Council

Melverley Internal Drainage Board

Prees Parish Council

SP Manweb

Ruyton-XI-Towns Parish Council

SP Distribution Limited

Sellattyn and Gobowen Parish Council

National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc

Welshampton and Lyneal Parish Council

National Grid Plc

Additional parish councils included in the
consultation

National Grid Gas Plc

Whitchurch Town Council

ESP Electricity Limited

Whitchurch Rural Parish Council

Independent Power Networks Limited

Other statutory stakeholders

The Electricity Network Company

Planning Inspectorate

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) Plc

Shropshire Council

Northern Powergrid

Natural England

Energetics Gas Limited

The Environment Agency

Energetics Electricity Limited

The Environment Agency (Midlands Region)

ES Pipelines Ltd




The Forestry Commission (West Midlands)

ESP Connections Ltd

The Forestry Commission (HQ)

ESP Networks Itd

Historic England

ESP Pipelines Ltd

Historic England (Birmingham office)

Fulcrum Pipelines Limited

Design Council CABE

GTC Piplelines Limited

Highways England

Independent Pipelines Limited

Shropshire Council Highways

LNG Portable Pipeline Services Limited

The Civil Aviation Authority

Quadrant Pipelines Ltd

Network Rail

SSE Pipelines

West Midlands Passenger Transport
Executive

Scotland Gas Networks Plc

Transport Focus

Southern Gas Networks Plc

The Disabled Persons Transport Advisory
Committee

Royal Mail Group

The Office of Rail Regulation

BT Plc

Network West Midlands (Integrated Transport
Authority)

NATS En-Route Safeguarding

Canal and River Trust

Hard to reach groups

Lakelands School, Sports & Language College

Shropshire Housing Alliance

The Thomas Adams School

Meres & Moses Housing Association

The Marches School

Shropshire Infrastructure Partnership

Positive Activities Team (Shropshire Youth)

Shropshire Rural Community Council

Shropshire Federation of Young Farmers
Clubs

Shropshire Disability Network

Shropshire Youth Association

Shropshire Voluntary and Community Sector
Assembly

Age UK Shropshire, Telford & Wrekin

Tourism Service, Shropshire Council

Shropshire Association of Senior Citizen
Forums

Shropshire Tourism

Other stakeholders to contact

Member of Parliament for North Shropshire

Meres and Mosses Landscape Partnership

Leader of Shropshire Council

Shropshire Wildlife Trust




Shropshire Council Portfolio Holder for
Planning

The Woodland Trust

County Councillor for Gobowen, Selattyn &
Weston Rhyn

Open Spaces Society

County Councillor for Gobowen, Selattyn &
Weston Rhyn

Campaign to Protect Rural England (CPRE)

County Councillor for Oswestry East

The RSPB

County Councillor for Oswestry East

Offa's Dyke Association

County Councillor for Prees

National Trust

County Councillor for Ruyton and Baschurch

Highways Agency Historical Railways Estate

County Councillor for St Oswald

Sleap Airfield, Shropshire Aero Club

County Councillor for The Meres

Shropshire Chamber of Commerce

County Councillor for Wem

Oswestry Rotary Club

County Councillor for Wem

Shropshire Women'’s Institute

County Councillor for Whitchurch North

Shrewsbury and District Riding Club

County Councillor for Whitchurch North

Shropshire Peregrine Group

County Councillor for Whitchurch South

Whittington History Society

County Councillor for Whittington

Wem Civic Society

Department for Communities and Local
Government

Shropshire Borders District Scouts

Department for Environment, Food and Rural
Affairs (Defra)

NFU Shropshire

Department of Energy and Climate Change

Country Land and Business Association Limited

Secretary of State for Defence

The Ramblers - Shropshire

Defence Infrastructure Organisation

Federation of Small Businesses




APPENDIX 3

POSTER SENT TO TOWN AND PARISH COUNCILS

Stage One Consultation Feedback Report
November 2016



SUMMER 2016 “ SP ENERGY

Have your say:

on plans for a new electricity line for North Shropshire

Public events - come along to find out more:

DATE LOCATION TIME

Wednesday 13th July | Whittington Community Centre. 5.00pm - 8.00pm
Oswestry SY114BS

Thursday 14th July | Wem Town Hall, 3.30pm~-7.30pm
High Street, Wem 5Y4 5DG

Monday 18th July Cockshutt Millennium Hall, 3.30pm=-7.30pm
Cockshutt 5Y120JQ

Tuesday 19th July Hordley and Bagley Village Hall. 3.30pm-7.30pm
Lower Hordley, Nr Ellesmere SY12 9BQ

Documents and mapswith more information on ourwebsite and at the following locations:

Wem Library Cockshutt Millennium Hall

High Street. Wern, Shrewsbuny 54 5a8 Shrewsbury Road, Cotkshutt 5Y12 00
Cswestry Library Wem Town Council

Arthur Street. Oswestry 511 1N Edinburgh House, New Street, Wem 5¥d 508
Ellesmere Library whitchurch Library

Fullwood House, Victoria Street, Hiesmera 5712 D48 High Street, Whitchurch 5Y13 1AX

Send us your feedback:

onlne ot WWw.spenergynetworks.co.uk/north_shropshire
At one of our events

via email to enquiriesio spennorthshropshire.co.uk

wnte to us via FREEPOST SPEN NSR

Any questions?

Give us a call on

0800 804 4666
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SP Energy Networks
North Shropshire Reinforcement
3 Prenton Way,
Prenton
CH43 3ET
28th June 2016
Our Ref: [NSR 120.1]

Dear [Insert]

Reinforcement to North Shropshire Electricity Distribution Network: Proposed 132,000 volt Wood Pole
Overhead Line from Oswestry to Wem

SP Energy Networks is writing to you on behalf of SP Manweb plc (SPM), the holders of the electricity
distribution licence for North and Mid Wales, Merseyside, Cheshire and North Shropshire and as part
of its licence SPM distributes electricity for the purpose of giving supply to any premises or to enable a
supply to be so given.

SP Energy Networks is proposing a new line to operate at 132,000 volts (132kV) which will reinforce
the electricity distribution and supply network across North Shropshire. The new line will connect the
existing electricity substations at Oswestry and Wem. We have identified potential routes for the new
line and you are being written to because your land has been considered in part of our proposals. In
some instances, you may already have had a visit by members of our Land Rights team as we seek to
ascertain landownership and occupation details.

SP Energy Networks will be holding consultation events on its proposals and the dates, times and
venues of these public events are contained within the enclosed newsletter. The public consultation
events are an opportunity for any member of the public to attend as part of the process of seeking
views on the proposed route options. In addition, we will be collating land rights information in order
to identify the contact details of: landowners, occupiers (if appropriate); and any other party that may
have an interest in the land affected. The consultation period commences on 2gth June 2016 and will be
running until gth September 2016.

Your feedback is important to us and may, where appropriate, assist SP Energy Networks with
the further refinement of its proposals prior to the submission of its application to the Planning
Inspectorate. We would very much appreciate hearing your views on our proposals and we would
welcome the opportunity to meet with you in order to discuss your views at one of the scheduled
consultation events.



If you are unable to attend any of the listed events, the proposals will be made available on
the project website or may be viewed at the
following locations:

Oswestry library - Arthur Street, Oswestry, Shropshire SY11 1JN

Wem library - High Street, Wem, Shrewsbury, Shropshire SY; 5AA

Ellesmere library - Fullwood House, Victoria Street, Ellesmere, Shropshire SY12 0AA
Whitchurch library - High Street, Whitchurch, Shropshire SY13 1AX

Cockshutt Millenium Hall - Shrewsbury Road, Cockshutt, Ellesmere, Shropshire SY12 0JQ

Wem Town Council - Edinburgh House, New Street, Wem, Shropshire SY; 5DB

Feedback may be returned to us by mail using FREEPOST to the address: FREEPOST SPEN NSR.

Or, please contact our FREEPHONE telephone number on: 0800 804 4666 to discuss matters
further.

Yours sincerely

Steven Edwards

Senior Environmental Planner
SP Energy Networks

Enc.
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SUMMER X116 SP ENERGY
NETWORKS

Reinforcement to North Shropshire Electricity Distribution Network:
132,000 voit wood pole overhead line from Oswestry to Wem

Have your say on plans for a new electricity line for North Shropshire
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@& sP ENERGY
" NETWORKS

Thank you for Laking part in 5P Energy Netlwork's consultation on the Norh Shropshire
Remforcement projed.

The feedback we recese & really mporteant and we ook o everything s2nt 1o us. We conside ryour
comments n the context of all of the feedback we recewe. Forthes reason, we do not respond to
each comment ndividually but will cummance the feedback in 3 consytation report, which we il
publish after the consultation.

Thes report will pwve everybody the opporiunity to see all of the comments we have recewed, what
the iocal communty Felt was Important and Row we are Takng TheS& views INTo Sccount. We'll
pubish this report after our CONSUNBHDN CO%es.

Once again, thank you for taking the lime to provide your comments about the project.
¥ours sncerely,

Cosnmunity Relations Tesm
SPEN North Shropshire Reinforcement Projecy
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Alternative 132,000 volt designs

There are a range of different technologies available for the new bine, including stesl pyloms, heavy duty double wood poles
and single wood pole Trident designs

We also considered placing the new line entirely underground. Howsver, this was discounted due to cost and not being the
rechnically preferred option. Also, overhead lines are not generally comsidered incompatible in rural areas such as that covered
by this project

Steed pylons - Heavy duly double wood polies - Singh wood pole Trldent -
AR, ST L s e %™ A00r0. 1M

indicative hesghts, sciual hesghos Can vary de pending on desn Isguirsments

Wood pole Tndent design

Following & review of the available eptions for this project, we are proposing to e & wood pole Tridem design witeh would
comprise moitly angle poles, Wa congider that thit detign will hane Lt of an im@act on the aréa comparsd Lo Ehe others and
will provide a better fit withan the local landscape.

This design offers more fledbility in how we route the ling than the other aptions, which helps in reducing potential impacts on
important sites, commumties and properties. A Trident design also assists s in addressing landowmer requests when
determining the bast location for polss on site.

As we develop our proposals the design will include comtruction aress, about every Skm along the line. and “cablepulling”
poines. This is where conductors (the wires that carry the electricity) are strung oo the wood poles by a winch or tractor and
renioner with & mobile slevated platform. Comntruction aecess would be vin local roads, farm tracks and fisid gates
Construction wehicles would typically be regular 20 tonne lormies. The installation would have an cverall comstruction phase of
approcimately six months.

2 Backi to top

Why our proposals are needed

The importance of the North Shropshire reinforcement project

The current local slectricity distribution neteork hat been supplying MNorth Shropshire with slectricity reliably for mamy years
Bt with future growth plans in the region planned ug to 2026 and beyvond, we need to réinforce the network and prondde
additional capacity.

These propossls are good news, Shropahire Council hna been prezsing for irrseszment in Horth Shropshire infrastructure,
including Wimtchurch, for & number of years. With the new hormes and smployment sives propoted, we are §oing Lo nesd the
@xira power, The Morth Shropihine retnforcement propect will belp our area realiie 1ts scondmid ambitions and ermare that we
contine to emjoy a reliable elactncity supply,”

Councillor 5teve Charmley, Deputy Leader and Portfolio Holder for Business and Economy

@ Back to top



Qur work so far
Being aware of the need to reinforce the existing electricity distribution netwerk to support increased demand for
electricity in the areas, we have investigated & number of route options.

It is essential that we determine the most appropriate rume for the proposed wood pole line and, in 5o doing, sesk to minimise
the imgact on the area for landowners and the local communaties.

We have undertaken a wide range of asessments to find options that we think best achisve this

Step one: Duaring 2015, 5P Energy Hetworks considered a number of alternative overhead line routes from
Where to reinforce the  other substations at Legacy and Marchaiel near Wirezham, Crews and Shressbury. Thess
metwork sltsrnatives, howsver, have been discounted due to techmical suitability, costz and potential

increased anvironmental impacts. The route from Opesttry o Wem was contidered matt suitabls.

Step beo: Im the latter part of 2015 and early 1016, we considered the location of villages and towns, the
Choosing route commidors | landscape, cultural heritage and other environmental sensitivities to develop broad route
corridors (broad nbbons of land) which we could route the line within

From our initial routeing work, we then identified two route corridors from Oswestry to Wem,
#ach up to Tkm wide, and aseszed them to see which had the least impact overall, We have
bazed our comnultation Tone on an area around these tug route comidors to give local people in
this area the opportunty to be imeodved.

Step thres: More recently in 2015, we have carried out further work within the overall preferred corridor o

Idemifying line routes identify and then comider alternative line route options. Thess alternative line routes are 100
metres wide at this stage. which enables Mexibility for & mare refined design at the next stage of
our work., These line routes alzo include the land needed for comstructing the overhead line | mch
a5 temporary construction roads and Lay-down areas).

Step four: W' re now comnsulting with lecal communities and specialist bodies (3uch as hentage and

Choosing emvirgnmental groupsl to seek their comments on our work and the options, inCluding the

a preferred ing routs preferred option we have identified and associated corstruction areas. This fesdback will help
us check the decision: we have made and provide information 1o develop a detailed design

& Back to top

What we need to know from you

Your feedback has an important role to play fn establishing the best route for the new line,

We've done lots of work to identify routes and would now like your local knouledge and comments to chech the dectsions we've
miade ard develop our proposals further,

We'd like you tell us what effects you think owr proposals coudd have on the local area such as farmng, commumties, the
landscape, wildlife, ecology and anything elie you conmider important.
Specifically, we are consulting on:

= The preferred line route in terms of its location and limets

= The likely ervironmental impacts of the preferred line route and its associated construction works, such as storage areas
for equipment i.e. lay-down areas, and transport

= The other line route option: that have been considered

* Any ocher aspects of this project that you think 5P Energy Hetworks should conmider

= 5P Energy Herworks' approach to consudtation

We"d like your comments on all of these things and would appreciate as much detail as you can provide. {link to our
comnsultation)



Next steps

Using your feedback tozether with our can assessments we can identify a prefermed line routs that keeps any IMPpacts as low as
we can, We will review our proposals in line with the information we recetve and develop them further. We will comsult again in
2017 to get comments on a detailed design which will include the locations of the poles. Thizs will be a statutory stage of
corsultation before making an application for planning permission

Project Timeline

E.iﬁ.l-ﬁgﬁhﬂmn Review and consider
consultation feedback
and pubdlish consultation
Continue with studies and report - autumn 2016
surveys to develop our
proposals - winter 20016 (o
SURTHTIET £U1 Stage 2 consultation
{this will be our statucry
consutation -

autumn 2017

Submit our application for
a development consent
arder (DCO) -

£} maer 2018 [
surmamies 201 DCO examination stage -

mn 2018 1o summed

=
=
=
=




Qur Consultation

Your feedback has an important role to play in
establishing the best route for the new line.

Specifically, we aré corsulting on:

s The preferred line route in terme of ot lscation and limdt

®  The bhkely evdronmental impacts of the preferred ling route and its
associated comtruction works, such as storage areas for equipment 1.2, Lay-
doran areas, and Transport

= The other ling route options char have been comiderad

e Any other aspects of this project that you think SP Energy Metworks should
consider

= 5P Energy Hetworks® approsch to consultation

The mare detailed your comments can be, including referencing a location or

particular saction of the preferred line route or options, the more helpful this is in
developing aur proposals.

Our consultanon is open from 29 June to 9 September - please submit your
fesdback before the closing date.

There are four warys 1o give your fesdback:

1. Online feedback form

Comglete the feedback form below and submat online.
2. Postfeedback form

Download a PDF of the fesdback form to print, complete, and podt to our freepom
address: FREEPOST SPEH MER

¢ Download fesdback form 2

3. E-mail

Send us an e-mail to: enguines@spennarthshropshire_co. uk

4. \Write

Write to s wing our frespeost address: FREEPOST SPEM N3R

What happens to your feedback?

Follraing the clote of our contultation, we'll review our propossls in light of the
fesdback we've received. Uiing theld comments, and our cwn asseiaments, we'll
then develop a more detailed design for the connection - including where
individual wood poles could be sived.

we'll carry out another cormultation in 2017 on these mare detailed plans to
provide another opportunity for you to comment snd influence our propesals.

= Consultation Dates

Qwur corsultation is open for ten
weskt from Wednesday 29 June
ta Friday 9 September.

¥ Community Events

Wednesday 13th July
Whittington Community Centre,
Oimwasory 5711 485

Sp -Bpm

Thursday 14th July
Wem Toarn Hall,
High Strest,

Wem 5Y4 5DG

1 om - 7. 30pm

Manday 18th July
Cockehirte Millennium Hall,
Cockshutt 5712 0UQ

3. 30pm - 7. 30pm

Tuesday 19th July

Herdley & Bagley Village Hall,
Lower Hordley,

Hr Ellesmere 5711 FBQ
3.30pm - 7.30pm

& Where to Find Out More

Wa have publiched a number of
technical documnts and magps
that can give you more
information on our propasals.
Thete pre pvailable on o webte
and at the following locations:

Wem Library

High Street,

Wem,

Shreasbury,
Shropehine SY4 544

Ouwestry Library
Arthor Street,




Online Feedback Form

Cuestion 1
Vie've considered options for line routes and from this we've
identified a preferred line route, with options in some

sections, Do you have any comments on the location and
Lirvits of this preferred line route or it optsons?

Question 2

Do you have any cemments on the likely emdronmental
impacts of the preferred line route and it ascociated
construction works, such as lay-down arexs o transport?

Question 3

D you have any other comments on our current proposals
and our previows work to reach this point, including any
impacts it could heve that yeu think we should consider?

Chuestion 4
Do you have any comments on how we are carrying out our
consultation?

Abouwt You
* Title:

=TTk

Fhivgihire,
FrIAN

Ellesmore Library
Fullwosd Howse,
VICLOME SCrest,
Ellmmrars,
Shropshire 712 0dd

Cockshutt Milleandem Hall
Shrieatbury Rosd,
Togkahay,

By,

‘Brhropahing 51T 0

‘Wem Town Councl
Edinbrargh Houne,
Hhew Traet,

Wem,

Ehropahire $¥4 308

Whitcharch | Brary
High Surise,
Wihitghurch,
Sheopafdre 3V13 1AX

o,

s




Useful Documents

MNorth Shropshire Reinforcement Newsletter - Summer 2016
& Click here to download &

Morth Shropshire Line Route Report - Juna 2016
» Click here to download &'

Morth Shropshire Reinforcement Options Report
= (lick here 1o download &

North Shropshire Reinforcement Route Comidor Options Report
#  Click here to download &5

Maorth Shropshire Reinforcement Maps

Download a map showing all sections G
Download a map showing section 1 &
Download 3 map showing section 2 and 3 &
Doranload & map showing section 3 and 4 G

W our Views Countl

Your fesdback can influence our
work and we want to hear from
you on our [atest proposals.
Find out hovw 0O Take part 10 our
consultation

Il Contact Us

Email us: Click here
Give us a call: DB0D 804 4568
Write to us: FREEPDST SPEM MSR
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CONSULTATION EVENT SUMMARY
Event: Whittington Community Centre

Route section: Section One (east of Oswestry)
Date/time: Wednesday 13 July 2016, 5pm —8pm
Number of attendees: 18

Overview:

Visitors stayed for more than 20-30 minutes, having detailed conversations. Generally it was a very
positive event with no major challenges against the proposals. Several people said they’d found the
event very helpful. People generally were mainly interested in the sections of the route that were
near their homes.

The main themes and issues raised included comments:

- identifying a preferred route from the options available in this consultation;

- on the chosen wood pole design;

- about transport and construction — including where else SPEN has built this type of pole;
- about removing existing lines crossed by the new one; and

- about how the poles would look from certain distances.

A small number of residents attended from the Babbinswood, Berghill Lane area, expressing their
preference for the preferred line route in section one. It was their view that the preferred line route
would have less visual impact.

Land rights:

A number of landowners also attended. There was general acceptance of the preferred line route
and Trident wood poles and discussions were held about site visits to mark out poles on their land.

Press:

Two members of the press attended — from the Oswestry Advertiser and the Oswestry Border
Chronicle.

Written feedback:

One feedback form was submitted on the day of the event and several were taken away to complete
and send back to the Freepost address.

Feedback Form Qa: preferred line route and options



A preference for the preferred line route to be taken forward was expressed and visitors felt the
comparison of pole heights to mature trees was helpful. One concern was expressed about an existing
National Grid line on one side and now this project’s proposed lines on the other and the owners of this
property discussed the apparent height of the wood pole at a distance of 250m which would appear small
in the landscape.

Feedback Form Q2: likely environmental effects, including construction effects

One landowner indicated interest in favour of having a construction compound on his land.Residents from
the Berghill Lane area said they were concerned about construction traffic on the narrow lane to their
property as in their experience it's very tight even when a tractor drives down there.

Feedback Form Q3: any other comments on the proposals

Two visitors were concerned about the levels of EMFs surrounding their property. In response to their
concerns on EMFs, they were provided with links to the ENA website.

Feedback Q4: any comments on the consultation

A local councillor said he thought the consultation event was run well and very helpful to people and said
he would provide this as written feedback to the consultation.

Event images:




Consultation event summary

Event: Cockshutt Millennium Hall

Route section: Section Three

Date/time: Monday 18 July 2016, 3.30pm —7.30pm
Number of attendees: 30

Overview:
The event was busy throughout the afternoon and evening Of the four events, it was in this area that there
was most concern due to the proximity of the preferred line route to Cockshutt.

The NFU's county advisor attended and was interested in being kept up to date on the project so he could
provide details in his reqular updates to members.

The main themes and issues raised included comments:

- on the preferred route and its proximity to the village;

- on option 3B;

- on the proposals’ effect on wildlife, in particular on birds;

- on construction effects, in particular the effects on traffic on narrow lanes;
- about the need for the new line;

- about how the poles would look from certain distances; and

- about the consultation process and the role and influence of feedback.

Land rights:
Several landowners attended — some had suggestions for where on their land equipment (including land

compounds) could be sited and discussed in detail the varying suitability of areas of their land for this. Own-
ers of a large area of land stated a preference for the preferred line route, while others supported a variation
of option 3B.

Press:
No members of the press attended today'’s event.

Written feedback:
Four feedback forms were submitted on the day of the event and several were taken away to complete and
send back to the Freepost address.

Feedback Form Qa: preferred line route and options

A main theme was that people wanted the preferred line route to be further south. Some people suggested
they had a preference for option 3B or a variation of 3B.

One landowner attended andrequested that a straighter line between Bagley Marsh and Moor House Farm
is investigated.



Feedback Form Q2: likely environmental effects, including construction effects

One couple enquired about the effects of construction transport- in particular they were concerned
about large vehicles coming down the narrow Stanwardine Lane just south of Cockshutt.

One landowner discussed in detail suitable locations for a construction compound on his land and
talked through the reasons why. He mainly wanted to avoid his garden and paddock and instead cross
arable fields.Two landowners talked about the indicative works compound is proposed in section
3would not be suitable because of the wet land, flooding and peat in those areas.

Feedback Form Q3: any other comments on the proposals

Some said they felt the route should be put underground. The reasons not to and the potential
effects of this were explained.

Some asked about health considerations relating to EMFs and more information on the subject will
be provided. One couple also asked if the wires would emit any noise.

Several visitors asked what the connection was needed for and the need case for the project was
explained, but some people said they felt it wasn’t required.

Feedback Form Q4: any comments on the consultation
One visitor asked if the parish councils had been briefed on the project and the pre-launch briefing
to councillors was explained. People also sought assurance that feedback would be considered and

could genuinely influence the proposals.

Event images:




Consultation event summary

Event: Hordley and Bagley Village Hall

Route section: Section Two

Date/time: Tuesday 19 July 2016, 3.30pm —7.30pm
Number of attendees: 11

Overview:

Visitors discussed their concerns with members of staff from across all disciplines. People were
mainly interested in finding out exactly how far the route would be from their homes and had
concerns about the visual impact. A member of Hordley Parish Council attended to find out more
about the project.

The main themes and issues raised included comments:

- on the preferred route and its proximity to properties;

- on the proposals’ effect on ecology;

- on whether the proposals could be underground;

- about how the proposals may attract more local wind turbines;

- about how the poles would look from certain distances; and

- about the consultation process and the role and influence of feedback.

Land rights:
Three landowners attended to talk about the plans (see more detail below).

Press:
No members of the press attended the event.

Written feedback:
One feedback form was submitted on the day of the event and a few were taken away to complete
and send back to the Freepost address.

Feedback Form Qa.: preferred line route and options

The proximity of the route to the scattered residential properties between Lower Hordley and
Bagley was a concern and it was suggested the route should be routed north of the ABP packaging
facility where there are far fewer properties and further away from Bagley Marsh. Some people said
they were concerned the preferred route ‘splits Baggley in half’.

Some people had questions about the design, including pole height, the different types of poles to
be used and spacing between them. They also asked about the construction process and lifetime of
the poles.



Feedback Form Qz2: likely environmental effects, including construction effects

Some people said they had concerns the proposals would impact on the ecology in the area and not-
ed the presence of newts and toads. They were encouraged to provide detailed feedback on this.
Feedback Form Q3: any other comments on the proposals

Visitors asked if the proposals could be underground and the costs, construction details and main-
tenance relating to undergrounding were discussed and whether the proposals would have an effect
on the sale of their property.

Three landowners attended who all currently had the preferred line route crossing their land. They
discussed pole positions, including areas to avoid and made suggestions for where poles could go.
They also raised upcoming surveys and compensation with the land rights representative. One
landowner highlighted an area of flooding and the times of year to avoid construction and another
talked about an irrigation system on his land which he’d want the line route to avoid.

Feedback Form Q4: any comments on the consultation

One visitor said it was good we were offering consultation events and enquired how busy we’d been.

Event images:
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