
 

2015-03-03 PCAP Notes from National Grid Visual Impact Provision Page 1 of 3 

PCAP Notes from National Grid Visual Impact Provision (VIP) Project Workshop 
 
3rd March 2015 
Bouverie Hall 9.30am to 1.30pm 
 
Hector Pearson National Grid 
Rose Somerset  NWD AONB 
Mary O’Connor Land Institute and Stakeholder Advisory Group 
Dawn Wilson  PCAP Chair 
Susie Brew  PCAP Coordinator 
Henry Oliver  NWD AONB 
Paul Millard  Wiltshire Council Rights of Way 
Stuart Fox  Carmargue Consultancy 
 
(Plus two others – one National Grid, one UK AONB representative) 
 
Purpose of the meeting: 
To explain the approach and background and gather information from local representatives for the area 
being considered for a VIP project. 
 
Ofgem has implemented this initiative which requires National Grid to provide £500m as a budget for 
implementing visual impact improvements across the country’s National Parks and AONB’s.  This 
equates to somewhere between 3 and 5 of the projects listed in the Landscape & Visual Impact 
Provision Technical Report - http://www2.nationalgrid.com/UK/In-your-area/Visual-Impact-
Provision/Downloads/ .  This report outlines the process which has been used to prioritise the sections 
of cabling that have been considered.  The top twelve sites are now being considered for as part of this 
exercise. 
 
The area being considered in the NWD AONB is YYM4 which runs from south of Pewsey to south of 
Burbage which falls into the highest impact band (see the Technical report). 
 
National Grid has to get the authorisation to go ahead on any of the projects from Ofgem who will 
consider the economics of the proposals and will expect that all project solutions have considered the 
range of options – not just undergrounding – that are available. 
 
There are a number of options for reducing the visual impact of a set of pylons, which include putting 
them underground (which is very expensive), replacing the pylons with a new design, relocating the 
pylons, implementing smaller pylons.  Each of these has to be considered. 
 
There is also a budget of £24m (Landscape Enhancement Initiative) for local smaller projects in any 
AONB or National Park that will reduce impact.  This might include tree screening, moving footpaths, 
painting the pylons, and so on.  This will be launched in Summer 2015 and applications will be made via 
the AONB.  Applying for and receiving a grant for smaller projects will not impact on an area’s 
eligibility for the larger capital intensive mitigation projects. 
 
The budgets for the larger and smaller projects must be spent by 2021.  It is not known whether there 
will be another project round in the future.  The Stakeholder Advisory Group is very keen on getting 
Ofgem to do this again and it would be likely that the current list would be used as the starting point 
for a next round, should it take place.  That means that those projects not considered or considered but 
not selected this time round would effectively move up the list. 
 
For the larger projects, the profile of the project is roughly: 
2 years design and plan 
2 years build 

http://www2.nationalgrid.com/UK/In-your-area/Visual-Impact-Provision/Downloads/
http://www2.nationalgrid.com/UK/In-your-area/Visual-Impact-Provision/Downloads/
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Plus restoration work 
 
National Grid are very open to ideas on how to reduce the impact that have not yet been identified or if 
there are any research programmes into alternative methods of delivery or design that can reduce the 
impact.  
 
To implement cabling overhead costs about £2m per km. 
To underground the cabling costs about £18m - £20m per km. 
 
Insulation and cooling are the key issue for undergrounding as both can be achieved easily by the cables 
being in the air.  To put them underground means you have to have bigger cables and more of them. 
 
At a very high level, the project would follow these main stages: 

 Construct an access road 
o There would need to be a site office and equipment store.  The swathe would be 

between 30m and 50m wide, with a road down the middle and three trenches on each 
side for the cables 

o Access roads for YYM4 would come in from the A338 in the east and the A345 in the west.  
The cables constitute an exceptionally wide load and would not go down the B3087 or the 
lanes through the villages. 

o There would be about 20 or so people working on the project at any one time, some of 
whom would look to stay locally at B&B’s or caravan parks. 

 Dig trenches – not too deep but deeper than ploughing – about 1.5 metres 

 Lay cables 

 Back fill with an inert sand and concrete mix 

 Replace soil and topsoil 

 Remove access road 

 Restoration by reinstalling hedges, banks, walls, footpaths but NOT buildings or deep rooted 
trees 

 
At the end of each ‘above ground’ stretch and the beginning/end of the ‘below ground’ stretch, you 
have to have bigger, fatter pylons than are normally used and, effectively, a mini substation.  They 
would look for natural hollows to put this in so that the impact is mitigated.  There is no increase in 
noise from the pylons at either end – incidentally dirty conductors are quieter than clean ones. 
 
T Pylons are a new design currently under test, having a solid upright much like a wind turbine.  These 
are 35 metres high, whereas a normal pylon is 50 metres. 
 
The known impacts of the project on the following were then discussed and the detail capture by 
National Grid: 

 Landscape & Visual 

 Ecology – environment 

 Archaeology ‘ heritage 

 Land ownership / access / PRoWs 

 Socio-economic / tourism / community impacts 

 Technical issues 
 
It was agreed that of the solutions for this particular run of pylons would likely be: 

 Lower height lattice pylons are a possibility and will be investigated (if only to rule them out); 

 Undergrounding would be a possibility; 

 Alternative pylon design would not be appropriate; 

 Relocation would not be appropriate; 

 Screening would not be appropriate. 
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The Stakeholder Advisory Group will meet in September 2015 to make a decision on which projects 
should move forward. 
 
 
Questions raised to PCAP (merged and condensed to avoid repetition): 
 

Query Response 

Milton Lilbourne and Easton Royal 
have two sets of pylons running 
parallel to one another. 
Will both lines be buried or just one? 

The larger pylons belong to National Grid and the smaller ones 
belong to the local Distribution Company. 
The scope of the VIP project is only for National Grid pylons, 
therefore the smaller, local ones would not be put underground 
as part of this project. 
 
Part of the visual impact issue is because the current 
arrangement has different heights and different distances 
which, in landscape terms, creates a visual clutter.  Reducing it 
to one set will make a big difference. 

Can the project be extended further 
east?   

The Technical document (see above) contains the methodology 
used to determine the priority stretches of cabling.  YYM4 
scores the highest rating (‘purple’), YYM5 and 6 are the next 
level down (‘red’) and are therefore not considered.  If National 
Grid included all the ‘red’ stretches across the country, the list 
would be too long.  They will probably only be able to fund 
between 3 and 5 of the 12 they are currently looking at.   
The Landscape Enhancement Initiative could provide funding to 
support other ways of reducing the impact of the pylon stretch. 

What is the basis for selecting the 
stretch identified (Burbage – Pewsey) 

See the Technical report for details on how the scoring was 
done across the country. 

What on-going maintenance is 
required once line are buried? 

Normally very little maintenance is required.  If there are 
problems, it is normally due to a third party doing something to 
the lines – e.g. digging out the land.  The cabling has a life of 
about 50 years and is inert so can be left in the ground if it ever 
became redundant in the future. 

What likely route would the 
underground cabling take?  It would 
be better if it went round field edges 
rather than through the middle. 

The cabling goes in the straightest route possible in order to 
reduce costs. 

Is there an opportunity to use the 
new cable tracts for other uses – e.g. 
broadband cabling? 

There is an opportunity to include cabling for broadband but it 
would require a broadband supplier to get in touch with 
National Grid.  They already install fibre optics so that one 
pylon can ‘talk’ to another. 

Are there any masts that are used by 
mobile phone service providers?  If 
so, how can the service be provided 
in a pylonless world? 

This would be checked and alternatives found. 

Will the fact that the pylons are 
underground mean that the areas are 
more vulnerable to house building? 

Buildings cannot be put on an area where cables are buried as 
they are only about 1.5 metres below ground so in fact an area 
with underground cables would become undevelopable. 
Building policy which determines sites for new housing is set by 
the Wiltshire Council Core Strategy and/or the local 
Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

 


