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National Grid Pylon proposals

I’m writing to you as I’ve discovered many villagers did not receive a letter from the National Grid about its proposals to locate super-sized pylons through Mark across the Levels and Moors.

National Grid held a well-attended Exhibition in the Village Hall last week to present its options for the route of these pylons. The feedback papers requested you support Corridor 1 or Corridor 2.  

Corridor 1a
Replace existing pylons

Corridor 1b
Run pylons parallel to the existing pylons

Corridor 2
Run a new line of pylons across the Levels and Moors, passing through Woolavington, Mark, Blackford, The Allertons, Ashton, Badgworth, Biddisham and Loxton.

Other possible options were not presented to us.

I am strongly opposed to any of the options on offer for a number of reasons, some of which I explain below:

The pylons will carry 400,000 volts, a huge leap up from the existing 132,000 volt pylons.  People complain about a constant humming emitted from all pylons, particularly these super-sized ones.  

The proposed pylons will be over 152 feet high, 60 feet wide (46.5m high x 18.2m wide), compared with the existing 87 feet height, 32 feet width (26.5m x 9.3m) ones.  To put this in context, the height of Holy Cross Church to the very top of the pinnacles is only 106 feet.  

At this height, I understand the pylons will need obstruction lights similar to the Pen Hill mast near Wells, which means not just a red light at the top, but red lights down the length of the pylon tower as well.  We all know how low the aircraft from Yeovilton fly over the village, both day and night, and these warning lights will be essential for safety.

Each pylon will carry 18 cables, and I’m sure the many wildlife and environmental organizations will, quite rightly, want to protect swans and other birds from flying into the cables, using the round pink plastic flight deflectors.  These will make the pylons even more obvious and intrusive across the landscape.  

We are surrounded by several Sites of Special Scientific Interest, an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and this part of Somerset is being considered for ‘World Heritage Site’ status – all of which encourages visitors and holidaymakers, for some time critical to Somerset’s economy.  The presence of these pylons will ruin our countryside, wreck our tourism and compromise forever our chances of gaining the prized World Heritage Site status.  However, none of this is of any interest to National Grid in their push to put their pylons here.

There have always been questions about the health of those who live near pylons and one of the proposed routes comes very close to Mark School where our children spend 30+ weeks a year.  Reported health ‘hotspots’ for cancer and leukaemia near Hinckley Point and along the existing pylon route have been dismissed as a ‘statistical blip’ by the various authorities. 

Several locals have bought land near their homes to develop a more sustainable lifestyle, to protect the wildlife, for horses and other livestock or to ensure their surroundings remain as they are.  There is no power for an individual to stop the location of pylons on their land and the only ‘compensation’ available is a small ‘wayleave’ payment.  

The distance between the existing pylons is 218 – 240 yards (200m - 220m) whereas the new pylon towers will be 400 yards (365m) apart.  The impact of this is that even if National Grid used the proposed Corridors 1a or 1b, different residents will be affected, as the pylons must be in different locations from before.  This demolishes any argument that to use the existing corridor will affect the smallest number of residents (because they have pylons near their properties already) as no-one knows where the new pylons will be located on that route.  On a separate point, the very existence of the maps issued by National Grid has blighted most of the properties in Mark whether on the route or not.

My last major criticism is that the planned pylons have no capacity for any transporting electricity which might come from using tidal power, should the Government make a decision about a Severn barrage or lagoon.  If that decision is ever made, then more connections into the National Grid will be needed with new pylons.  The danger must be that should Corridor 1 or 2 be chosen now, there will be another debate in the future about even more pylons locally, and the arguments from National Grid in favour of using, by that time, an existing route corridor will be so much harder to win.

Personally, I would like to see National Grid reveal its facts and figures for four other options for consideration before we are asked to state our preferences.  

a.
The first extra option would be to use the route from Hinckley Point C to Avonmouth, under the Bristol Channel

b.
The second extra option would be to use a land route on a corridor alongside the M5

c.
The third extra option would be to bury the cables underground on a land route on a corridor alongside the M5

d.
The fourth extra option would be to bury the cables underground along the National Grid’s proposed Corridors 1a, 1b or 2
At the exhibition, National Grid dismissed all other routes or suggestions as ‘too costly’.  However, we will be the ones who are going to be paying the costs of whatever National Grid does, through our electricity bills for the next 60 years.  A bit of foresight over this infrastructure project might cost extra now, but we should be aware of the economic, environmental and social costs for the future if that foresight isn’t forthcoming.

The extra options a. to d. above have the advantage of being far more direct routes, which should save costs over distance and minimize the impact on the local landscape.  Power cables are buried beneath the sea in Europe and the USA and it seems extraordinary that the National Grid is resorting to 1950’s technology for the 21st Century.  The M5 corridor is blighted land already and this route would certainly allow for easy access to the power lines for maintenance purposes and any further expansion necessary for energy generated from the Severn over future decades.  Certainly extra options a. – c. would mean that far fewer homes would be affected, and I believe that a combination of b. and c. might be a possible solution.  Power cables which would run close to homes should be buried underground.  

To this end, last week I requested Sedgemoor District Council provide me with details of the number of homes which would be affected in its area by using land alongside the M5 corridor.  I am hoping to have the answer to my question by the end of this week, after which I hope to press the case for the other options further.  The boundaries of Sedgemoor District and this Parliamentary constituency finish at Loxton in the north.  My colleagues in Bridgwater and North Somerset Parliamentary constituencies are co-ordinating action to the south and north.   

During the last week, I have attended Parish Council meetings for Mark, Wedmore, Badgworth and Biddisham, the Blackford “No More Pylons” campaign group’s meeting; today I shall attend the Allertons’ Green Group’s regular meeting and next week, I shall report to the Wedmore Green Group’s monthly meeting.  I am writing to the residents of all those villages affected to make sure they are up-to-date on events .

I will be working with Diana Bayliss and Richard Burden, your District Councillors, and expect to meet with Cllr Duncan McGinty, Leader of Sedgemoor District Council, next week to explore the nature of the Council’s proposed response to consultation on the National Policy Statement on Energy.  Sedgemoor’s new ‘Nuclear Team’ is drafting the Council’s response (since the pylons form part of the large scale planning for Hinckley Point C Nuclear Power Station) in order that it can be submitted prior to Sedgemoor’s deadline of 11th January 2010.

The Government has removed large scale infrastructure projects, such as the 3,600 mega-watt (ie. 3,600,000,000 watts) Hinckley Point C Nuclear facility, from the local scrutiny process (which, with appeals, could mean that planning applications took several years to resolve) to a new all-powerful, fast-track Infrastructure Planning Commission which will rule on all large scale development projects.  Now County, District and Parish Councils are but ‘consultees’ in the process and their comments go into the mix with everyone else’s views.

The important thing now is to take action: please write to National Grid (if you would like to see the route plan, or one of the standard forms please let me know), write to Mr Heathcoat-Amory MP and keep copies of your letters and emails.  Any of the points raised above can be included in your response.  Only by demonstrating the strength of public opinion have we any chance of stopping the pylons from marching across our beautiful countryside – but it is important that we don’t set village against village, community against community.  By opposing this together, we have a better chance of success.

I apologise for the length of this letter, but thought it important that information should be available to everyone.  Many people are working hard to oppose the National Grid limited proposals and if you have access to the internet, you can find more information at www.no-moor-pylons.co.uk .  Please join the campaign and keep up-to-date that way.

If you do not use the internet, I would be happy to keep you updated by text or letter, so please feel free to contact me with your details.  My address and telephone number are at the head of this letter.

If you would like any further information, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Kind regards,

Tessa Munt

Liberal Democrat Parliamentary Candidate

Wells Constituency
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