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Introduction

Background

This Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) has been prepared between Rampion
Extension Development Limited (RED) (hereafter referred to as ‘the Applicant’)
and Arun District Council (ADC) to set out the areas of agreement and
disagreement between the two parties in relation to the Proposed Development
Consent Order (DCO) Application for the Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm
(hereafter referred to as “Rampion 2” or “the Proposed Development”).

The need for a SoCG between the Applicant and ADC was set out within Rule 6
letter issued by the Examining Authority Inspectorate on 20 September 2023 [PD-
006]. In this letter, the Examining Authority requested that Interested Parties, such
as the ADC, submit Principal Areas of Disagreement Statements (PADS) where
the Interested Party: ‘holds a substantive concern or concerns with the Proposed
Development'.

This SoCG covers all topics where there are areas for agreement and areas for
disagreement between the Applicant and ADC, and covers the topics split by
discipline as detailed in the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for Rampion
2.

This SoCG has been prepared in accordance with the ‘Planning Act 2008:
Guidance for the examination of applications for development consent’
(Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG), 2015 (hereby
referred to as ‘DCLG guidance’).

Following detailed discussions undertaken through pre-application engagement
and consultation, the Applicant and ADC have progressed a SoCG.

It is the intention that this document provides the Examining Authority with a clear
overview of the level of common ground between both parties. This document will
facilitate further discussions between the Applicant and ADC and will be updated
as discussions during both the pre-examination and the Examination phase.

Approach to SoCG

This SoCG has been developed during the pre-examination phase and the
Examination phase of the Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm. ADC issued their
relevant representations [RR-033] and Principal Areas of Disagreement Summary
Statement (PADSS) [AS-012] which covers the topics and points of discussion.
The SoCG makes reference to other submission documents that set out, in greater
detail, the discussions that have taken place between ADC and the Applicant.
These documents are:

e Consultation Report [APP-027];
e Planning Statement [APP-036];

Rampion 2 Statement of Common Ground: Arun District Council Page 5
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Evidence Plan [APP-243 to APP-253]: and

The ‘Consultation’ section included within relevant chapters of the
Environmental Statement, Volume 2 [APP-042 to APP-072].

The SoCG is structured as follows:

Section 1: Introduction: outlines the background to the development of the
SoCG and provides an overview of the Proposed Development;

Section 2: Arun District Council’s remit: describes the main areas of
discussion within the SoCG and a summary of consultation to date; and

Section 3: Agreement/Disagreement Log: provides a record of the positions
of the Applicant alongside those of ADC as related to the topics of discussion
and the status on those positions.

The Proposed Development

The Applicant is developing the Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Project (Rampion
2) located adjacent to the existing Rampion Offshore Wind Farm Project in the
English Channel.

Rampion 2 will be located between 13km and 26km from the Sussex Coast in the
English Channel and the offshore array area will occupy an area of approximately
160km?2.

The key offshore elements of the Proposed Development will be as follows:

up to 90 offshore wind turbine generators (WTGs) and associated foundations;

blade tip of the WTGs will be up to 325m above Lowest Astronomical Tide
(LAT) and will have a 22m minimum air gap above Mean High Water Springs
(MHWS);

inter-array cables connecting the WTGs to up to three offshore substations;

up to two offshore interconnector export cables between the offshore
substations;

up to four offshore export cables each in its own trench, will be buried under
the seabed within the final cable corridor; and

the export cable circuits will be High Voltage Alternating Current (HVAC), with
a voltage of up to 275kV.

The key onshore elements of the Proposed Development will be as follows:

a single landfall site near Climping, Arun District, connecting offshore and
onshore cables using Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) installation
techniques;

buried onshore cables in a single corridor for the maximum route length of up
to 38.8km using:

o trenching and backfilling installation techniques; and

o trenchless and open cut crossings.

Rampion 2 Statement of Common Ground: Arun District Council Page 6
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e anew onshore substation, proposed near Cowfold, Horsham District, which will
connect to an extension to the existing National Grid Bolney substation, Mid
Sussex, via buried onshore cables; and

e extension to and additional infrastructure at the existing National Grid Bolney
substation, Mid Sussex District to connect Rampion 2 to the national grid
electrical network.

135 A full description of the Proposed Development is provided in Chapter 4: The
Proposed Development, Volume 2 of the ES [APP-045].

July 2024
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Introduction

ADC'’s remit covers the aspects of the Proposed Development within its local
authority area only.

ADC’s role in relation to the DCO process derives from the Planning Act 2008 (the
‘Act’) and secondary legislation made under the Act. ADC as a district council is
classified as a consultee under section 43 of the Act, meaning applicants must
consult with ADC before submitting a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project
(NSIP) application.

ADC is the planning authority for Arun, with the exception of the area of the district
within the South Downs National Park and will host the Climping compound during
the construction phase.

In terms of other responsibilities, ADC is responsible for the provision of public
services such as planning applications, housing, waste collection, leisure and
recreation and revenue collection (Council Tax).

The SoCG covers topics of the DCO Application of relevance to ADC, comprising:
e Development Consent Order and Securing Mechanisms

e Socio Economics

e Seascape, Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment

e Terrestrial and Marine Ecology

e Noise and Vibration

e Historic Environment; and

e Principle of Development

Consultation summary

Table 2-1 in this Section briefly summarises the consultation that the Applicant
has undertaken with ADC including both statutory and non-statutory engagement
during the pre-application and post-application phases.

Rampion 2 Statement of Common Ground: Arun District Council Page 8
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Table 2-1  Consultation and correspondence undertaken with Arun District
Council pre-application
Date and type Description of consultation
6 May 2020 Email from RED to ADC with project update with specific
. reference to historic environment assessment
Early Engagement email
regarding historic
environment
12 May 2020 Email from RED to ADC Environmental Health Team for
. information gathering on key constraints and local
Early Engagement email T
: . sensitivities.
regarding noise and
vibration (onshore)
26 May 2020 Email from RED to ADC regarding EIA scoping information

. forthe P Devel including air quali _
Early Engagement email or the Proposed Development and including air quality query

regarding EIA scoping

information

5 June 2020 Email from RED to ADC covering data requests for

Further Engagement :Eig:mgggg on existing private water supply (PWS)

email regarding private '

water supplies

11 June 2020 RED Project Call

Microsoft Teams Call ADC (and Chichester District Council (CDC) at the request of

ADC) and Horsham District Council (HDC).

To introduce the Proposed Development and the approach to
environmental impact assessment (EIA) scoping. Key items
covered included an overview of baseline sources, brief
characterisation of the historic environment, mitigation
approach and planned surveys and likely significant effects.

15 September 2020 Rampion 2 ETG meeting — SLVIA/LVIA, Onshore and

Expert Topic Group Offshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

(ETG)

10 November 2020 Technical Note from RED Dated 10 November 2020
Further Engagement LVIA Study Area and viewpoint selection was undertaken in
Technical Note November and December 2020 with the South Downs
regarding LVIA National Park Authority (SDNPA), Natural England (NE),

July 2024
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Date and type

Description of consultation

4 December 2020

Further Engagement
Technical Note
regarding LVIA

27 October 2020
ETG

16 March 2021
ETG

18 March 2021
ETG

Statutory Consultation
carried out under
Section 42 of the
Planning Act 2008 (14
July to 16 September
2021)

Statutory consultation
response 2021

4 November 2021
ETG

4 November 2021
ETG

Statutory Consultation
carried out under
Section 42 of the
Planning Act 2008 (18
October to 29
November 2022)

West Sussex County Council (WSCC), HDC, ADC and Mid
Sussex District Council (MSDC).

Technical Note from RED Dated 4 December 2020

LVIA Study Area and viewpoint selection was undertaken in
November and December 2020 with the SDNPA, NE, WSCC,
HDC, ADC and MSDC.

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Transport, Air quality, Noise,
Health and Socio-economics

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Traffic, Air Quality, Noise and
Socio-economics

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — SLVIA/LVIA, Onshore and
Offshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

RED Targeted Onshore Cable Route Consultation

Response from ADC dated 14 September 2021 including key
topics:

Site Selection/Alternatives, SLVIA, Socio-economics &
Tourism, Cultural Heritage, biodiversity net gain (BNG), LVIA,
Traffic & Transport and Community Liaison.

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Traffic, Air Quality, Noise and
Socioeconomics Meeting

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — SLVIA/LVIA, Onshore and
Offshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Supplementary Consultation

Response from ADC confirmed no further comments raised
beyond the 2021 statutory consultation response.

July 2024
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Date and type

Description of consultation

Statutory consultation
response

17 June 2022
ETG

17 November 2022
ETG

22 November 2022
ETG

25 November 2022
ETG

1 March 2023
ETG

2 March 2023
ETG

7 March 2023
ETG

13 April 2023

Targeted engagement

14 June 2023
ETG

16 June 2023
ETG

20 June 2023
ETG

Rampion 2 Expert Topic Group meeting — Targeted SLVIA
Meeting

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Noise & Vibration and Air Quality

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Water environment [Onshore]

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Traffic and Socioeconomics

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Landscape and Visual and
Historic Environment

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Noise and Vibration, Air Quality,
Soils and Agriculture and Ground Conditions

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Terrestrial Ecology and Water
Environment

Email communication with ADC regarding the methodology
and scope for construction noise monitoring.

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment and Historic Environment

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Air Quality, Noise & Vibration,
Soils & Agriculture and Ground Conditions

Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Transport and Socio-Economics
Discussion

July 2024
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Date and type Description of consultation
22 June 2023 Rampion 2 ETG meeting — Terrestrial Ecology and Water
ETG Environment
13 February 2024 Statement of Common Ground Page Turn Review between
SoCG Review RED and ADC
15 March 2024 Rampion 2 Expert to Expert Meeting- Noise discussion ADC-

R2

Expert to Expert
Meeting
18 March 2024 Rampion 2 Expert to Expert BNG Meeting

19t April 2024 Expertto Rampion 2 Expert to Expert Meeting- Socio Economics
Expert Meeting

July 2024
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3. Agreement/Disagreement Log

3.1.1 The following sections of this SoCG set out the level of agreement between the
Applicant and ADC for each relevant component of the Application identified in
paragraph 2.1.5. The tables below detail the positions of the Applicant alongside
those of ADC and whether the matter is agreed or not agreed.

312 In order to easily identify whether a matter is ‘agreed’, ‘not agreed’ or an ‘ongoing
point of discussion, the agreements logs in the tables below are colour coded to
represent the status of the position according to the criteria in Table 3-1 below.

Table 3-1  Position status key

Position Status Colour Code
The matter is considered to be agreed between the parties Agreed
The matter is neither ‘agreed’ or ‘not agreed’ and is a Ongoing point of
matter where further discussion is required between the discussion

parties, for example where relevant documents are being
prepared or reviewed.

The matter is not agreed between the parties, however the = Not agreed — No material
outcome of the approach taken by either the Applicant or impact

Around District Council is not considered to result in a

material outcome on the assessment conclusions.

The matter is not agreed between the parties and the
outcome of the approach taken by either the Applicant or
Arun District Council is considered to result in a materially
different outcome on the assessment conclusions.

313 The overview of the status of discussion on all of the themes presented in the The
Agreement/Disagreement log has been reported throughout the Examination via the
Statements of Commonality. The opening position of the stakeholder is reported
against the evolving position of the Applicant. Where agreement is reached- this
indicates that the stakeholder and Applicant mutually support the position stated by
the Applicant. The date of agreement is noted and the ‘Record of Progress’ section
of the SOCG tables captures how the issue reached the final ‘position status’ (key
for this is found in Table 3-1 above

July 2024
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Table 3-2  Status of discussions related to Development Consent Order and Securing Mechanisms
Reference Number Point of ADC'’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Discussion Status Agreement
ADCO1 Climping Concerns The Climping construction compound was  Not Agreed - 01/07/24 01/07/24: ADC note the description of
This is a Principal A Construction c ding th shown on the Works Plans and described  No Material Climping Compound is now provided in the
IS 1S a Frincipal Area Compound oncerns regarding the in the PEIR as part of the statutory Impact updated CoCP. ADC still has concerns

of Disagreement
identified by Arun
District Council

parameters, use

and consultation.

substantial size of Climping
Compound covering 6.13ha
and limited detailed provided
on its use. The draft
Development Consent Order
(DCO) refers to Work No.10
only as a ‘temporary
construction compound’,
although several
assessments refer to
concrete plant.

Concerns that the
Environmental Health
Department at ADC has not
previously been consulted on
the proposed final location of
Climping Compound.

Desired Actions:

Whilst ADC appreciate a
degree of flexibility is
required, further detail of
Climping Compound,
including on its use and
justification for the substantial
size, is sought.

A description (comparable
detail to other Work No.
descriptions) of its use is
sought in the draft DCO or
another document where
there is a commitment to
comply with the description.

consultation in 2021. ADC had been invited
to participate in this consultation.

The Statement of Reasons [APP-021]
provides an outline of requirement and
description of uses for the temporary
construction compounds in Paragraph
6.10.5. The associated Appendix 5
Package of Rights provides the description
of rights being sought for the compounds.

The function and maximum parameters of
the compounds are described in Chapter 4
The Proposed Development, Volume 2
of the ES [APP-044] from Paragraph
4.5.35 and Table 4.22. This section has
been updated at Deadline 3 to provide
more information as requested. For clarity
concrete batching plant are temporary
equipment used for the cable corridor
construction.

The Outline Code of Construction
Practice (CoCP) [REP4-043] also
describes the compounds in section 4.3;
this was expanded at Deadline 3 in
response to ADC’s comments.

Commitments are provided in the
Commitments Register [REP4-057] in
relation to effects of construction
compounds during and after construction
including:

e C-27 (Reinstatement);

e C-129 (Aggregate for Surface
Protection);

e (C-196 (Landscape Re-instatement);

e (C-204 (BS5837, tree protection); and

regarding the compound owing to its size,
location and associated activities in
proximity to Climping.

13/02/24 ADC want clarification on the size
of the Climping Compound and more
general on visual and noise impact and
how it is tied into the phased CoCPs.

Residential impact is something flagged by
ADC as a request for clarity.

ADC would like the points raised in the
local impact report reviewed before the
applicant’s points is responded to.

The Applicant is addressing this in
Chapter 4 The Proposed Development,
of the ES [APP-044] and the Outline
Code of Construction Practice (CoCP)
[REP3-025] updated at Deadline 3.

July 2024
Rampion 2 Statement of Common Ground: Arun District Council
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Reference Number Point of
Discussion

ADC’s Position

Applicant’s Position Current
Status

Date of
Agreement

Record of Progress

e (C-282 and C-285 (Arboricultural
Method Statement).

The Environmental Statement (ES) has
assessed the effects of the Climping
compound during construction. Though
impacts will arise, there are no significant
effects arising from noise, dust, ecology,
settlement / residential areas, Public Rights
of Way access and traffic impacts when
considering the embedded environmental
measures secured in the Outline Code of
Construction Practice (CoCP) [REP4-
043], the Outline Construction Traffic
Management Plan (CTMP) [REP4-045]
and Outline Public Rights of Way
Management Plan (PRoWMP) [REP3-
033]. The Applicant acknowledges that
there will be significant landscape and
visual effects associated with the presence
of the Climping compound on the local
landscape character and views from PRoW
168, Church Lane / A259 (partly
overlapped with the Arun Way and South
Coast Cycle Route), Clymping Village Hall
/ recreation area and the Climping Caravan
Site. These will be temporary and limited
by retention of the perimeter vegetation
along the A259. Where removal is required
(as per the Vegetation Retention Plan —
Appendix B of the Outline Code of
Construction Practice [REP4-043])), this
will be temporary as per the commitment to
reinstatement in the Outline Landscape
and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP)
[REP4-047] is considered. Each of the
above plans will be subject to submission
of stage specific details for approval
(including the CoCP and LEMP) to Arun
District Council who will also be consulted
on the CTMP and PRoWMP (for approval
by West Sussex County Council). This is
as per the draft Development Consent
Order [REP4-004] requirements 22, 12, 24
and 20 respectively.

July 2024
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Point of
Discussion

Reference Number

ADC’s Position

Applicant’s Position

Current
Status

Date of
Agreement

Record of Progress

ADCO02 Mitigation,
Monitoring and

This is a Principal Area Compensation

of Disagreement
identified by Arun
District Council

Concerns

Concerns regarding the lack
of commitment and securing
mechanism of mitigation,
monitoring and
compensation. For example,
the mitigation set out in the
Commitments Register refers
to where practicable, where
feasible, if necessary.
Furthermore, some
mitigation/compensation such

See below chapters:

e Chapter 17 Socio-economics,
Volume 2 of the ES [APP-058];

e Chapter 18 Landscape and
visual impact, Volume 2 of the
ES [APP-059];

e Table 2-3 of Appendix 18.3
Landscape assessment,
Volume 4 of the ES [APP-169];

e Table 1-3, Table 1-14, Table 1-
16, Table 1-35 and Table 1-43
Appendix 18.4 Visual
assessment, Volume 4 of the
ES [APP-170));

e Chapter 19 Air quality,
Volume 2 of the ES [APP-060];

e Chapter 21 Noise and
vibration, Volume 2 of the ES
[APP-061];

e Chapter 22 Terrestrial
ecology and nature
conservation, Volume 2 of the
ES [APP-062]; and

e Chapter 23 Transport,
Volume 2 of the ES [APP-063]
for further information on the
assessment of effects.

The Commitments Register [REP4-057]
includes a column for the securing
mechanism for each embedded
environmental measure and its related
commitment reference. This cross-refers to
the mechanism (e.g. a requirement in
Schedule 1 Part 3 of the draft
Development Consent Order (DCO)
[REP4-004]). Where there is an
accompanying document such as an
outline plan submitted with the DCO
Application with which works must be
undertaken accordance, this is also

Not Agreed -
no material
impact

1/7/24

01/07/24: ADC remains to have some
concerns regarding the nature of some of
the wording of the commitments but notes
the Requirements as a securing
mechanism and the commitment by the
Applicant to providing a Community
Benefits Package in consultation with
ADC.

July 2024
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Reference Number Point of ADC'’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Discussion Status Agreement
as Supply Chain Plan and the referred to under the ‘Relevant Application An updated version of the Commitments
Community Benefits Package Documents’ column. The Applicant will Register [REP1-015] was submitted at
do not appear to be defined provide an update to the Commitments Deadline 1.
and followed through to a Register at Deadline 1 to include further
commitment and/or securing  detail e.g. the full reference to DCO
mechanism. requirements and addition of the location of
In addition, the construction gurther information within the Application
O ocuments.
communications plan should
include Climping Compound. A Community Benefits Package will be
- . consulted upon locally in 2024. This is not
ADC W'.” incur ad_dltlonal part of the DCO application, nor should it
expendltpre relating to the be secured within it, as such packages
d|sch§1rg|ng of . cannot be considered within the planning
Reqmrements/assomated assessment. The Planning Statement
applications. [APP-036] demonstrates that the benefits
Desired Actions of the proposed development outweigh the
_ ) harms.
Firmer commitment to
mitigation/compensation and A Planning Performance Agreement is
these to be followed through  currently in place with ADC, which can be
to a securing mechanism. extended to cover requirement discharge.
ADC is of the opinion that
compensation (e.qg.
community fund such as that
for Rampion 1) is required for
significant effects that cannot
be addressed by embedded
mitigation measures, for
example, the significant
effects on seascape from the
Arun coastline.
Seek to recover costs
associated with discharging
Requirements/applications
such as S61 applications.
ADCO03 Alternatives for Concerns The Applicant carried out an extensive Not agreed - 13/02/24
. . Climping - . route and site selection process that was no material
This is a Principal Area  con4rction Insufficient evidence of guided by detailed specialist engineering,  impact
of Disagreement Compound. reasonable alternative e

identified by Arun
District Council

locations (taking account
environmental effects) has
been given for the temporary
construction compound at
Climping. Main reasons for

engagement with local stakeholders,
regulatory stakeholders and non-
governmental organisations. Details of this
process are set out in Chapter 3:

July 2024
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Point of
Discussion

Reference Number

ADC’s Position

Current
Status

Applicant’s Position

Date of
Agreement

Record of Progress

the selection of this location
next to a residential area and
tourist assets have not been
given.

During the initial route option
process and for the additional
land included within the DCO
limits at the landfall at
Climping during route
modification, it is not evident
that Climping Site of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI) or
the strategic housing
allocation were considered as
part of the route selection
process. Instead, Chapter 3
‘Alternatives’ of the ES states
that one of the key reasons
justifying the preferred route
was that ‘statutory ecological
designations are largely
avoided along the onshore
cable route, and none were
identified within the onshore
cable corridor at this stage’.

Desired Actions

ADC requires further
information on the options
appraisal to demonstrate
consideration of
environmental, social and
economic effects have been
taken into account in the
selection process for the
onshore corridor route at
landfall and location of
Climping Compound.

Alternatives, Volume 2 of the ES [APP-
044]. The Proposed Development requires
a temporary construction compound close
to the location, and Section 3.4 of this
chapter confirms the factors that influenced
the selection of the location for Landfall.

The site of the Climping compound is
primarily driven by its proximity to the
landfall location and highway access to
support landfall and cable construction in
the area. An alternative compound location
to the west of Church Lane was considered
but was discounted prior to the first
statutory consultation due to presence of
an approved Outline Application
CM/1/17/0UT for the erection of up to 300
dwellings and ancillary development (for
more information please see Table 3-1,
Page 30, 6.4.5.4 Environmental
Statement - Volume 4 Appendix 5.4
Cumulative effects assessment
shortlisted developments [APP-128]).
Other alternatives were also considered
following feedback from the landowner on
the first statutory consultation but were
discounted due to them being located in
Flood Zone 2 and 3.

The Climping Beach Site of Special
Scientific Interest is specifically
acknowledged in Chapter 3 of the ES
[APP-044]. To clarify the Applicant’s
position, at the second statutory
consultation the proposed Order Limits
were widened to the east to allow for
flexibility in the location of the landfall
compound. Though this area overlaps with
the Climping Beach SSSI, impacts are
avoided as the works are limited to
underground cable installation as per Work
No. 6 and Work No.7 (see Sheet No.1 of
the Onshore Works Plans [APP-009]). As
per the works description for Work No.6
and 7 in the draft Development Consent
Order (DCO) [REP4-004]], these are
"works consisting of up to four

July 2024
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Reference Number Point of
Discussion

ADC’s Position

Applicant’s Position Current
Status

Date of
Agreement

Record of Progress

transmission cables and associated cable
ducts laid underground by horizontal
directional drilling.”

The above ground works at landfall are
shown by Work No. 8 on the Onshore
Works Plans [APP-019] and are outside
the SSSI. Dependent on the final alignment
(determined during detailed design) these
transmission cables may avoid passing
underneath the Climping Beach SSSI
altogether. The Outline Code of
Construction Practice [REP4-043] Table 5-
5 and paragraph 5.6.8 to 5.6.15 secure
specific commitments related to the SSSI.
This includes seasonal restrictions (C-217)
on undertaking the HDD works to avoid
disturbance to wintering waterbirds using
the SSSI and restriction on ground
breaking activity and use of vehicles in the
area (C-112).

The strategic housing allocation was also
considered as part of route selection and
the design of the cable corridor. The land
identified in Policy H SP2b of the Arun
Local Plan (2018) is considered within
paragraph 4.7.150 of the Planning
Statement [APP-036]. This notes the
following “Policy H SP2b of the Arun Local
Plan (2018) allocates land for residential
development of 1,000 units west of
Littlehampton but there is no present
planning application for the site. The
onshore cable corridor crosses this land.
Discussions have been held with the
landowner to ensure that the Proposed
Development would not preclude the
allocated site from coming forward. This
has involved widening the corridor to the
west (modified route MR-02) as described
in Section 4 of the PEIR SIR (RED, 2022)
as the western area of the site is identified
for open space provision (in line with the
policy requirements). The Proposed
Development would not preclude the site
coming forward for the uses proposed in
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Reference Number Point of
Discussion

ADC’s Position

Applicant’s Position Current
Status

Date of
Agreement

Record of Progress

the allocation. "The Applicant considers
that the measures set out in the
Commitments Register ensure that there
are no unacceptable negative
environmental, social and economic effects
impacts from the onshore corridor route at
the landfall and the Climping temporary
construction compound.
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Table 3-3  Status of discussions related to Socio Economics
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Reference Point of ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Number Discussion Status Agreement
ADCO04 Outline Concerns Arun District Council (ADC) have been consulted on = Agreed 19/04/24 01/07/24: ADC remain of the view that the OSES
. Skills and - S the development of the revised OSES which is should be linked to job/skill opportunities,
s 1 & Employment canese that.l'm'ted. detail is given ¢y mitted to the Examining Authority at the pre- apprenticeships and local education institutes in
Principal Strategy within the Outline Skills and examination deadline. Arun and that this should be strengthened in the
A_rea of Emplc_)ymenj[ Strategy (SES) and that . . next iteration of the OSES in consultation with
Disagreement ADC is not listed as a consultee. The Outline Skills and Employment Strategy (0SES) ADC
identified by . . is deliberately high level. The oSES is an iterative '
Arun District Desired Actions process, based on continuous consultation. The Agreed at Socio Economic meeting 19/04/24
Council ADC to be listed as a consultee. implementation plan will be formed at the end of the
_ ) ) process/consultation.

To provide more information on the

strategy and benefits for ADC, The Skills and Employment Strategy will be

including linking to apprenticeships approved by West Sussex Council in consultation

and local education institutes in with local planning authorities, secured by

Arun. Objectives need to include Requirement 33.

support for local SMEs and

opportunities for SMEs to access the

supply chain.

Measures to also be secured

through the Outline Code of

Construction Practice.
ADCO05 Community Concerns Adverse impacts of the scheme have been greatly Agreed 19/04/24 01/07/24: ADC raised in the meeting that the

. Benefits . - _— reduced, through evolving design (in response to Community Benefits Package will be important for

Th.'s IS a Package Arun IS O.f th.e. opinion that_the District consultation feedback and survey findings), the ADC. Notes the commitment by the Applicant to
Principal will not significantly benef_|t from the identification of mitigation solutions and their providing a Community Benefits Package in
A_rea of PrOJegt, rathgr the area will N subsequent implementation through management consultation with ADC.
Disagreement experience disruption and significant
: ” h plans.
identified by adverse effects, some of which are
égtr:]g'lsmm unlikely to be mitigated. While community benefits are not a legal or DCO Agreed at Socio Economic meeting 19/04/24

Concerns about the mechanism
regarding which the Community
Benefits Package is secured and the
criteria/funds involved as not
referenced in the draft DCO.

Desired Actions

Further information on a Community
Benefits Package.

Commitment (and securing
mechanism) needs to be made to
ADC for this package to compensate

requirement, Rampion 2 will be a permanent
neighbour in the Sussex community and the
Applicant intends to develop and implement a
community benefits package of proposals. In the
second half of 2024, the Applicant will therefore be
consulting key stakeholders on a package of
proposals to benefit Sussex communities, which
may include a range of initiatives to benefit
business, education and residential communities.
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Reference Point of ADC'’s Position Applicant’s Position Current  Date of Record of Progress
Number Discussion Status Agreement
and offset adverse effects within the
District.
ADCO06 Jobs Concerns It is acknowledged that the number of local jobs Agreed 19/04/24 01/07/24: ADC provided a high-level analysis in
This i Job i fructi q during the construction phase is low in comparison the Local Impact Report to estimate the
P IS 1S al 0 crtga |orr]1 (con? l;uc lon an d at to other offshore wind farms. However, it is proportion of employment likely to be local in Arun
Arlncm}a ?hpeg?‘ Ito'n)t | as Fo.thge:]hassesse a important to note: — which is low. It was agreed that no further job
reao € district ‘evel within the . . . estimates would be provided at local level.
Disagreement administrative area of Arun. e The 80 full time equivalent (FTE) construction . .
identified by phase jobs quantified in Chapter 17 Socio However, ADC remain of the view that
S ' ' . R} mployment benefi Arun are consider
Arun District Desired Actions economics, Volume 2 of the ES [APP-058] are \(/avegkoy ent benefits to Arun are considered
Council based on the annual number of jobs supported '

benefits

Employment effects, including job
numbers should be assessed at
district level and not just at County
level. Employment relates to the
SES insofar as the outcomes of the
Strategy in terms of developing skills
and employment opportunities may
influence the spatial distribution of

with suppliers in Sussex or accessed by local
residents. This therefore does not include non-
Sussex resident construction workers.

e Itis noted that the actual number of peak jobs
onsite will be higher than this due to the inclusion
of non-local jobs and the variations in
construction activity across the construction
phase.

e The assessment is based on a realistic worst-
case scenario. This uses conservative
assumptions about the level of local sourcing
and assumes that the port used for construction
will be outside the local Study Area.

Operational employment benefits of 100-110 FTE
jobs across Sussex are consistent with other
offshore wind farm job creation so the Applicant
disagrees that this represents a low number of
skilled jobs. It should be noted, however, that these
jobs are more likely to be accessed by residents of
districts closer to the operations and maintenance
base (which is likely to be located in Newhaven,
East Sussex).

It is noted that positive activity and engagement that
takes place due to the Outline Skills and
Employment Strategy [PEPD-037] and
subsequent Skills and Employment Plan will help to
increase the local benefits as the Project may be
able to achieve more local employment due to the
commitments outlined in the plan.

ADC is correct to note that preparing and informing
local businesses of supply chain opportunities may

Agreed at Socio Economic meeting 19/04/24
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Reference Point of ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Number Discussion Status Agreement

help the project achieve higher levels of local

employment.

The Applicant considers that it would not be

worthwhile carrying out further study on the localised

economic impacts of construction activity as it would

be unlikely to resolve issues conclusively.
ADCO07a Tourism and Concerns The study being referred to is a report Not 1/7/24 ADC would like an Expert-to-Expert Discussions

. Tourism . commissioned by Glasgow Caledonian University Agreed - between the socio-economic counterparts will be

Th_|s s a Assets — ADC has concerns regqrdlng (Moffat Centre, 2008). The study was used to No set up to discuss these- Meeting currently being
Principal Constructio adv&_—:-rse effects on tourism and . assess whether government priorities for wind farms | Material arranged.
A_rea of n Stage tqurlsm asset;, including potential in Scotland were likely to have an economic impact ' Impact : - .
_Dlsagr_eement displaced tourism from Arun. on Scottish tourism. The methodology involved a Tourlsm_- itis reviewed at a county level rather
fe”“g?dt byt Chapter 17 of the Environmental comprehensive literature review of past studies than a district level.
cgﬂ Cills e Statement (ES) states that regarding throughout the world; a national visitor intercept A potential impact to the employment in tourism

construction effects of wind farms
‘the research typically focusses on
measuring opinions of what the
impacts on the visitor economy could
be prior to implementation of the
scheme.

However, ex-post research suggests
that even where there have been
negative effects, these often occur in
the form of displaced tourism with
visitors diverting to neighbouring
areas instead’. Whilst this may be
considered a neutral effect at County
level, it suggests areas directly
affected by construction such as
Arun will experience at least
temporary adverse effects, even if
Sussex overall has a neutral effect.

Chapter 17 also notes that at the
local level ‘installation activity along
the onshore cable corridor may have
a negative impact on walking and
cycling routes, coastal paths, holiday
parks and other tourism-related
assets that are located in close
proximity to onshore construction

survey at four destinations throughout Scotland
where windfarms are present; an internet survey of
potential visitors to Scotland; GIS and econometric
modelling of the impact on local and national visitor
economies based on results from the visitor surveys.
One of the key aims was to undertake interviews
with individuals who had actual experience of wind
farms (as opposed to mocked up pictures in
before/after studies) in part because some held the
belief that individuals inadvertently exaggerated their
reactions. The intercept surveys were based on
onshore wind farms!. For onshore wind,
displacement of visitors is a greater issue than in
offshore wind, particularly in areas that are very
close proximity to turbines. This is less of an issue
for offshore wind because the turbines are further
away and visible along long stretches of the coast.
The results are therefore more relevant for onshore
wind farms. Nevertheless, the study found that the
economic impact on the tourism sector across
Scotland would be ‘very small’.

After this study, given the increase in wind farm
development in Scotland, the Scottish Government
asked ClimateXChange to identify what new
information exists on the impact on tourism of wind
farms, and to consider what new conclusions may

sector. Site specific effects

The Applicant states that they are happy to
review the mitigation of the harms to tourism.

ADC would welcome reference to district tourism
projects.

The applicant can confirm that the Local Impact
Report was submitted at Deadline 1 [REP1-039]
and the applicant has subsequently responded at
Deadline 2 in Applicant’s response to Arun
District Council’s Deadline 1 Submissions [REP2-
021].

ADC has noted the updated submission
documents and has reviewed and made
comments.

An expert-to expert discussion between the
Applicant and ADC too place on 19" April 2024:

-The experts representing ADC highlighted
several sensitive locations (tourism and
businesses). The concern is that works will cause
decreases in tourist numbers and the view of
ADC is that it is unrealistic to say there will be no
effects.

! Braes of Doune Wind far, Buolfruich Wind farm, Causeymire Wind farm, Forss Wind farm, Dunlaw Wind farm and Dalswinton Wind farm
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Point of ADC’s Position

Discussion

Reference
Number

Applicant’s Position

Current
Status

Date of
Agreement

Record of Progress

works... the assessment concludes
that during the construction phase
there would be major / moderate,
and therefore significant effects on a
limited number of tourist
destinations.

These locations are Climping Beach,
Climping Camp Site, Climping
Caravan Park and Washington
Caravan Park’. Many of these
locations are in Arun and there are
also other local assets which are
omitted which will experience
adverse effects. When this is
measured at the Sussex the effect is
negligible, however, for residents
and local businesses in Arun, the
effects may be significant and this
should be recognised.

Desired Actions

Further information is necessary on
the effects and mitigation at the local
— Arun District — level as the list of
tourism assets is not considered
complete.

Furthermore, mitigation such as ‘C-
33 An Outline COCP will be adopted
to minimise temporary disturbance to
residential properties, recreational
users and existing land users. It will
provide details of measures to
protect environmental receptors’ is
not considered actual mitigation as it
IS an attempt to minimise disruption,
which is not to say that significant
disruption will not occur.

Adverse effects on the tourism and
tourism assets will need to be
overcome through community
compensation notably via the
Community Benefits Package.
Specific mitigation should be put in

be drawn from this information (ClimateXChange,
2012). This study found no new evidence to suggest
that wind farms are having a discernible negative
economic impact on tourism in Scotland.

More local evidence from the tourism sector ONS
employment data pre and during construction of
Rampion 1 is presented in Chapter 17 Socio-
economics, Volume 2 of the ES [APP-058]. As
noted in the assessment this shows continued
growth of the sector across Sussex when comparing
pre construction to post construction (pre Covid-19
pandemic). Likewise, even through the pandemic,
Arun has seen steady growth in tourism sector
employment during this period, indicating that
Rampion has not led to a decline in the tourism
sector in Arun.

The Applicant notes that several tourism assets
have been raised by ADC which were not included
within the assets listed as part of the existing
environment within Chapter 17 Socio-economics,
Volume 2. The Applicant has considered the
additional tourism assets highlighted by Arun. Some
of these assets fall outside the impact area used for
assessment. The tourism assets outside of the study
area are not included within the scope of the
assessment as no/very limited localised impacts are
anticipated to occur at distance beyond 500m (as is
also assumed for the recreation assessment).
Where the additional tourism assets do fall within
the study area, the Applicant has determined that
their inclusion does not alter the assessment of
effects on tourism as a result of onshore
construction, operation and decommissioning (which
would remain Not Significant). Any disruption from
construction activity on the would be temporary,
short term duration and would be unlikely to be
substantial enough to alter visitor perceptions of
Arun as a place to visit. C-33 states “It will provide
details of measures to protect environmental
receptors.” If there are no significant noise and other
relevant effects, then it is unlikely there will be
significant socio-economic effects.

-Following this, the question of what degree of
effect can be agreed was raised, how to mitigate,
and whether it was material. The experts
representing ADC would like to see localised
disincentives recognised.

— The route was discussed and it was highlighted
that the ADC local impact report noted a camping
site (glamping) to the north of the compound,
separate from the caravan park identified in the
discussion. The Applicant notes that this is in the
vicinity of the open prison. There are roughly half
a dozen sites which ADC are concerned about
including combination effects and impacts on the
enjoyment of assets.

- The experts representing ADC noted that it is
difficult to reach any conclusion. ADC are looking
more for adequate recognition that there will be
some localised effects.

- The Applicant suggests that process of
assessment at different levels will reach the same
conclusion of not significant.

- The experts representing ADC do not
necessarily agree. Re-iterates main concern of
adverse effects been adequately recognised.

- The Applicant explained the current assessment
and reasoning. If there are no significant noise
and other relevant effects, then it is unlikely there
will be a significant socio-economic effect. It was
suggested that the points discussed would be
taken away and considered further.
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Reference Point of ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current  Date of Record of Progress
Number Discussion Status Agreement

place for Climping Compound

regarding nearby tourism assets.
ADCO7b Tourism and Concerns The study being referred to is a report Agreed 19/04/24

. Tourism . commissioned by Glasgow Caledonian Universit : .

Thisis a ADC has concerns regarding y g y An expert-to expert discussion between the
Princinal Assets- q froct fouri q (Moffat Centre, 2008). The study was used to Apolicant and ADC t | 19% April 2024
Arlncm}a Operational ? Verse e e(i S _onl Ootlj.nsm a;n tial assess whether government priorities for wind farms ppiicant an 00 place on pri :
D_rea 0 ¢ Stage dqurllsm z:\jstse Sy mc;u mg potentia in Scotland were likely to have an economic impact -The experts representing ADC highlighted
Idlgr?tgl;‘lee%mbeyn ISplaced tourism from Arun. on Scottish tourism. The methodology involved a several sensitive locations (tourism and

Arun District
Council

Chapter 17 of the Environmental
Statement (ES) states that regarding
construction effects of wind farms
‘the research typically focusses on
measuring opinions of what the
impacts on the visitor economy could
be prior to implementation of the
scheme.

However, ex-post research suggests
that even where there have been
negative effects, these often occur in
the form of displaced tourism with
visitors diverting to neighbouring
areas instead’. Whilst this may be
considered a neutral effect at County
level, it suggests areas directly
affected by construction such as
Arun will experience at least
temporary adverse effects, even if
Sussex overall has a neutral effect.

Chapter 17 also notes that at the
local level ‘installation activity along
the onshore cable corridor may have
a negative impact on walking and
cycling routes, coastal paths, holiday
parks and other tourism-related
assets that are located in close
proximity to onshore construction
works... the assessment concludes
that during the construction phase
there would be major / moderate,
and therefore significant effects on a

comprehensive literature review of past studies
throughout the world; a national visitor intercept
survey at four destinations throughout Scotland
where windfarms are present; an internet survey of
potential visitors to Scotland; GIS and econometric
modelling of the impact on local and national visitor
economies based on results from the visitor surveys.
One of the key aims was to undertake interviews
with individuals who had actual experience of wind
farms (as opposed to mocked up pictures in
before/after studies) in part because some held the
belief that individuals inadvertently exaggerated their
reactions. The intercept surveys were based on
onshore wind farms2. For onshore wind,
displacement of visitors is a greater issue than in
offshore wind, particularly in areas that are very
close proximity to turbines. This is less of an issue
for offshore wind because the turbines are further
away and visible along long stretches of the coast.
The results are therefore more relevant for onshore
wind farms. Nevertheless, the study found that the
economic impact on the tourism sector across
Scotland would be ‘very small’.

After this study, given the increase in wind farm
development in Scotland, the Scottish Government
asked ClimateXChange to identify what new
information exists on the impact on tourism of wind
farms, and to consider what new conclusions may
be drawn from this information (ClimateXChange,
2012). This study found no new evidence to suggest
that wind farms are having a discernible negative
economic impact on tourism in Scotland.

businesses). The concern is that works will cause
decreases in tourist numbers and the view of
ADC is that it is unrealistic to say there will be no
effects.

-Following this, the question of what degree of
effect can be agreed was raised, how to mitigate,
and whether it was material. The experts
representing ADC would like to see localised
disincentives recognised.

— The route was discussed and it was highlighted
that the ADC local impact report noted a camping
site (glamping) to the north of the compound,
separate from the caravan park identified in the
discussion. The Applicant notes that this is in the
vicinity of the open prison. There are roughly half
a dozen sites which ADC are concerned about
including combination effects and impacts on the
enjoyment of assets.

- The experts representing ADC noted that it is
difficult to reach any conclusion. ADC are looking
more for adequate recognition that there will be
some localised effects.

- The Applicant suggests that process of
assessment at different levels will reach the same
conclusion of not significant.

- The experts representing ADC do not
necessarily agree. Re-iterates main concern of
adverse effects been adequately recognised.

- The Applicant explained the current assessment
and reasoning. If there are no significant noise

2 Braes of Doune Wind far, Buolfruich Wind farm, Causeymire Wind farm, Forss Wind farm, Dunlaw Wind farm and Dalswinton Wind farm
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Point of
Discussion

ADC’s Position

Current
Status

Applicant’s Position

Date of
Agreement

Record of Progress

limited number of tourist
destinations.

These locations are Climping Beach,
Climping Camp Site, Climping
Caravan Park and Washington
Caravan Park’. Many of these
locations are in Arun and there are
also other local assets which are
omitted which will experience
adverse effects. When this is
measured at the Sussex the effect is
negligible, however, for residents
and local businesses in Arun, the
effects may be significant and this
should be recognised.

Desired Actions

Further information is necessary on
the effects and mitigation at the local
— Arun District — level as the list of
tourism assets is not considered
complete.

Furthermore, mitigation such as ‘C-
33 An Outline COCP will be adopted
to minimise temporary disturbance to
residential properties, recreational
users and existing land users. It will
provide details of measures to
protect environmental receptors’ is
not considered actual mitigation as it
IS an attempt to minimise disruption,
which is not to say that significant
disruption will not occur.

Adverse effects on the tourism and
tourism assets will need to be
overcome through community
compensation notably via the
Community Benefits Package.
Specific mitigation should be put in
place for Climping Compound
regarding nearby tourism assets.

More local evidence from the tourism sector ONS
employment data post construction of Rampion 1 is
presented in Chapter 17 Socio-economics,
Volume 2 of the ES [APP-058]. As noted in the
assessment this shows continued growth of the
sector across Sussex when comparing pre
construction to post construction (pre Covid-19
pandemic). Likewise, even through the pandemic,
Arun has seen steady growth in tourism sector
employment during this period, indicating that
Rampion has not led to a decline in the tourism
sector in Arun.

The Applicant notes that several tourism assets
have been raised by ADC which were not included
within the assets listed as part of the existing
environment within Chapter 17 Socio-economics,
Volume 2. The Applicant has considered the
additional tourism assets highlighted by Arun. Some
of these assets fall outside the impact area used for
assessment. The tourism assets outside of the study
area are not included within the scope of the
assessment as no/very limited localised impacts are
anticipated to occur at distance beyond 500m (as is
also assumed for the recreation assessment).
Where the additional tourism assets do fall within
the study area, the Applicant has determined that
their inclusion does not alter the assessment of
effects on tourism as a result of operation and
decommissioning (which would remain Not
Significant).

and other relevant effects, then it is unlikely there
will be a significant socio-economic effect. It was
suggested that the points discussed would be
taken away and considered further.

Agreed at Socio Economic meeting 19/04/24
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Reference Point of ADC'’s Position Applicant’s Position Current  Date of Record of Progress

Number Discussion Status Agreement

ADCO08 Strategic Concerns The cable route is proposed to be drilled underneath | Not 01/07/24 ADC has noted the comment regarding the

This is a Housing The cable route transects throuah a a section of the allocated land, without breaking the ' agreed - proposal to drill underground. ADC does not
incipal Allocation trateqic housi location (P ? H surface. material agree that the point has been addressed at this

irlnmpfa Zgﬁggﬁuﬁ'qgﬁ ocation (WO ICy impact stage. ADC want clarity on the on the impacts.
feao & - 'tt? amptpn — West This site has been considered within paragraph Nothing new has been flagged for this site.

Disagreement Bank) identified in ADC’s adopted 4.7.150 of the Planning Statement [APP-036]

identified by Local Plan. The allocation is for circa ' The following points were discussed at the

Arun D_istrict 1,000 residential _dwellings that will The project is proposing a 25m wide restriction for Expert-tp-Expert meeting on 19" April on socio-

Council be key to supporting future economic matters:

regeneration of the town and the
Littlehampton Economic Growth
Area.

ADC has significant concerns that
the route will sterilise the western
part of the allocation and impede the
ability to bring forward this site for
housing.

Desired Actions

Details required on what impact the
Project is likely to have on the
strategic housing allocation,
including any sterilisation of land,
and the effect on housing delivery
within Arun.

four cables. This area could be accommodated by

roads and back gardens (i.e. not brick construction).

Rampion 2 would not sterilise the site and
development could be designed around the
constraint. Rampion 2 would compensate for
constraints on residential development at this site.

-The experts representing ADC queried the extent
of land which would not be permitted for
residential developments (i.e. land over cable
routes).

-The Applicant noted that the project is proposing
a 25m wide restriction for four cables. This area
could be accommodated by roads and back
gardens (i.e. not brick construction).

-The experts representing ADC recognised that
the scheme doesn'’t sterilise the site and it could
be designed around; but this would be a
constraint.

19/04/24 ADC Comment;

Regarding the Strategic Housing Allocation, SD4:
Littlehampton — West Bank, Arun is maintaining a
holding objection. We appreciate that further clarity
has been provided by the Applicant that a covenant
would be imposed for no buildings/permanent
structures above the cables within a defined corridor
without receiving permission, which we understand is
likely to be a 25m wide restriction and potentially
wider in places, if a direct route cannot be
implemented. Unless this can be designed as open
space, Arun is of the view that this could have a
significant impact on deliverability and the allocation
coming forward in the future to deliver 1,000 much
needed new homes. We appreciate that the proposals
for the allocation are unknown at this stage,
nevertheless, given the potential for a significant
impact on an allocated housing site, we are of the

July 2024

Rampion 2 Statement of Common Ground: Arun District Council

Page 27



(;-- Rampion?2
L\ IJpTﬁHM

Reference Point of ADC'’s Position Applicant’s Position Current  Date of Record of Progress

Number Discussion Status Agreement
view that this should be changed to not agreed -
material impact.

Table 3-4  Status of discussions related to Seascape, Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment

Reference Points of ADC'’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Status Date of Agreement Record of Progress

Number Discussion

ADCO09 Scale and Concerns The visual impacts of Rampion 2 WTGs are Not Agreed- 06/06/24 ADC has noted the comment. ADC

This i Extent of Th tial extent i assessed in Chapter 15 of the ES. The Material Impact would like the Local Impact report

P IS 1S al Wind € ?paﬂl]a eéen IS 1 Applicant notes that significant effects on views reviewed and recognised.

Arlncu}a Turbine gr%a:[r)c an t_amplotn experienced by people have been identified at Th licant firm that the Local

Drea 0 ¢ Generators ﬁn ; .(]zlon n:ues 0 a number of representative viewpoints from | € apth;can (t:an con Ik;m 'tt?}l te oca

_dlsatgfr_e%mben ave signi |cand_ h settlements and seafronts along this section of [r)anf ip;:g&a(s)gsg mld ?h a

L\en I[;?t 'yt conlcernls tr.ega}[r L?]g € the ADC coastline. The array area is located ear met h[ b- ]atr; € ded

run Distric scalé relative 1o the approximately 14km from the closest point of appiicant has subsequen ){respon €
Council proximity to the at Deadline 2 in Applicant’s response

coastline and the
resulting significant
visual effects.

Desired Actions

We recognise that the
spatial extent has been
reduced. However,
there will still be
significant visual effects
on the coastline, for
example, from Climping
Beach and
Littlehampton seafront,
which are tourist and
recreational
destinations.

ADC is of the opinion
that as no further
mitigation is possible,
compensation is the
only route.

the Arun coastline. Design principles are
described in Section 15.7, which sets out how
the design of Rampion 2 provides embedded
environmental measures addressing visual
effects, in response to stakeholder comments,
including a reduction in the spatial extent of the
Rampion 2 array area, it's spread and quantity
of WTGs within it. Opportunities to reduce
effects through turbine height reduction are
limited due to the technical and economic
requirements associated with producing
renewable energy as well as other
environmental factors. The need to retain
flexibility of WTG numbers, size and location
within the Rampion 2 array area through the
planning stages and assessment of a
Maximum Design Scenario is necessary.

The Applicant considers that the visual impacts
of the proposed development are outweighed
by the significant scheme benefits, expressed
in the Planning Statement [APP-036], and
thus compensation is not required to make the
proposal acceptable in planning terms.

to Arun District Council’s Deadline 1
Submissions [REP2-021].

06/06/24: Applicant has confirmed this
as not agreed. The Applicant can
confirm that no further mitigation is
possible to reduce significant visual
effects arising from the WTGs within the
array area.
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Reference Points of ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Status Date of Agreement Record of Progress
Number Discussion
ADC10 Climping Concerns The Applicant acknowledges that significant 20/05/24 ADC has noted the comment- ADC
This | Construction c di landscape and visual effects associated with would like the Local Impact report
IS 1S a Compound ONCErns regarding the presence of the landfall construction reviewed and recognised
Principal visual effects visual effects of the compound and the Climping Compound on the . .
Area of landfall construction local landscape character and views with the The applicant can confirm that the Local
Disagreement compound (Work No.8) latter affecting the views from PRoW 168 Impact Report was submitted at
identified by and Climping Church Lane / A259 (partly overlapped With the Deadline 1 [REP1-039] and the
Arun District Compound (Work Arun Way and South Coast Cycle applicant has subsequently responded
Council No.10); the latter is at Deadline 2 in Applicant’s response

Route),Clymping Village Hall / recreation area
and the Climping Caravan Site. These will be
Desired Actions temporary and limited by mitigation to retain /

) protect perimeter vegetation along Church
ADC expect the visual  Rpad and the A259, and reversible through the
effects from viewpoints  commitment to reinstatement in Section 4 of
(to be agreed with ADC) ' the Outline Landscape and Ecology

to Arun District Council’s Deadline 1
Submissions [REP2-021]. Agreed
following Applicant response.

substantial in size.

to be assessed. Management Plan [REP4-047]. It is noted that
Seek appropriate each _of t_he above plans vyi_ll be squect to
landscaping boundary subm|55|qn of stage specific details for
treatments for Climping approval including the CoCP and LEMP for
Compound to be ADC who will also be consulted on the CTMP
secured and and PRoWMP (for approval by WSCC). This is
implemented. as per the draft Development Consent Order

[REP4-004] requirements 22, 12, 24 and 20

respectively.

See:

e Chapter 18 Landscape and visual
impact, Volume 2 of the ES [APP-
059];

e Table 2-3 of Appendix 18.3
Landscape assessment, Volume
4 of the ES [APP-169]; and

e Table 1-3, Table 1-14, Table 1-16,
Table 1-35 and Table 1-43
Appendix 18.4 Visual
assessment, Volume 4 of the ES
[APP-170));

Consultation in relation to the LVIA Study Area
and viewpoint selection was undertaken in
November and December 2020 with Arun
District Council and a technical note was
issued 10 November 2020 and 4 December
2020 describing the LVIA Study Area and
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Points of ADC’s Position

Discussion

Reference
Number

Applicant’s Position Current Status

Date of Agreement

Record of Progress

ADC11 Permanent Concerns
Infrastructure
Corridor

details

Permanent
infrastructure corridor
width up to 25m (or
wider at trenchless
crossing locations).

Thisis a
Principal
Area of
Disagreement
identified by
Arun District

Council Desired Actions

Detail required on the
surface treatments
within these permanent
infrastructure corridors,
any requirements for
easements in these
areas and whether this
impacts reinstatement

viewpoint selection process. No response was
received from Arun District Council.

Through the combination of commitments (C-
27, C-196, C-204 and C-285 of the
Commitments Register [REP4-057])
regarding effects of construction compounds
during and after construction and the
commitment to reinstatement in Section 4 of
the Outline Landscape and Ecology
Management Plan [REP4-047], there is the
requirement for further detail to be provided
including the CoCP and LEMP. It is likely that
this would include further information for
appropriate landscaping boundary treatments
for Climping Compound (vegetation retention,
possible additional screen planting, and
location of soil bunds / other construction
elements to provide perimeter screening).

The commitment to reinstatement along the
infrastructure corridor is set out in Section 4 of
the Outline Landscape and Ecology
Management Plan [REP4-0472]. This
accounts for easement requirements for
example Annex A of the Outline Landscape
and Ecology Management Plan [REP4-047]
details the species selection and location of
planting to allow for hedgerow reinstatement to
comply with the planting and management
wayleaves for underground electrical cables.
Otherwise, the surface treatments would be
reinstated to match existing as set out in
Section 4 of the Outline Landscape and
Ecology Management Plan [REP4-047].

Agreed

13/02/24

*Agreed at Page Turn Meeting- 13/02/24
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Table 3-5  Status of discussions related to Terrestrial and Marine Ecology
Referenc Points of ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
e Discussion Status Agreement
Number
ADC12 Climping Concerns The Applicant would not expect any effects on the habitats or Agreed 12/06/24 12/06/24: ADC officer confirmed this
. SSSI D . invertebrates using the sand dunes associated with works at the agreed on 12 June
Th.'s IS a Significant concems regarding the landfall. The closest proposed works where construction activity : :
Principal cable route passing beneath and is to take place (Works No. 8 on the Offshore Works Plans 06/06/24: ADC in their response to the
Area of near to the Climping SSSI and [APP-009]) is in excess of.175m from the boundary of the SSSI. Examining Authorities first written
Disagree ecolloglcal sensitive areas. All closer works (including beneath the SSSI) are proposed to be guestions state in their answer to
_ment_ . Nationally s_carcc_—:-_mvertebrates either underground (i.e. the HDD) or pedestrian traffic only (e.g. TE1'3(.) has no furth_er concerns
identifie have been |.den_t|f|ed on the sand monitoring of the drill head path). Under all normal rega@ng construction on (lacolloglcally
d by dunes of Climping bee_lch. We 06 csnmserees ndies: & s o e S8 sieh a6 dus) sensitive sites including Climping Beach
A_run_ access v::/lould be re;,glctelg inthe deposition, pollutant losses etc. can be effectively managed SSSI.
glostjrr:gitl Scstflllt;n No groundbreaking through the Code of Construction Practice secured through ADC to confirm this point is agreed.
Requirement 22 of the draft Development Consent Order ) _ -
PR I e RERS06, Goncerns. Firet sentence referencin
IF:)(Z:t:Iri]sf?cli ':;)é urg?jl:t?gr?%fegsgitt;and Only in the event of an unforeseen break-out of driIIin_g fluid to effects on habitats - ADC ecology O?ficer
within the SgSI which is of a the §urface within the SSSI would any effectg on habltats_ and disagrees with this and would like more
concen. ' the mvertebra_ltes they support be reall_sed. Given the_deS|gn and clarity. ADC requested a profile.
ways of working described in the Outline Construction Method _ _
Desired Actions Statement [APP-255] and Outline Code of Construction The Applicant has confirmed that as per
. Practice [REP4-043] the risk of this occurring is very low. the Written Representations, no surveys
To undertake an invertebrate will be undertaken.
survey of Climping SSSI. An additional commitment has been
To provide an assessment of made as per the Written
indirect effects to the SSSI. Representations
ADC13 Terrestrial Concerns The Applicant is committed to delivering Biodiversity Net Gain. Agreed 12/06/24 12/06/24: ADC officer confirmed this
This i biodiversity Biodi it t qain h tb Detailed calculation of losses and details of the gains to be agreed on 12 June based on the
IS1Sa et gain — at lodiversity net gain has not been made will come forward on a phase-by-phase basis at the additional information provided at district
Principal district level assessed at the d's.tr'c.t IeV(_eI ADC. detailed design stage. At this juncture calculations will show level.
A_rea of W‘? would expgct blod_lvgrsny net losses and gains in individual districts, including ADC, enabling
Disagree gain to be ‘%‘Ch'e"ed within the an understanding of how local delivery may be achieved.
_ment_ : administrative area of Arun. Appendix 22.15: Biodiversity Gain Information, Volume 4 of
'ddggt'f'e Desired Actions the ES [APP-193] demonstrates losses based on a realistic _
_ o ) ) worst case to demonstrate that the scale of the overall reduction
Arun To provide biodiversity net gain in biodiversity value can be compensated for and a net gain
District matrix specifically for the area achieved.
Council within Arun.

The maintenance programme will
need to align and comply with the
requirements of the biodiversity net
gain for Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Projects, which is

Section 5.3 describes how biodiversity units will be sourced, and
the prioritisation of local delivery. On current understanding, it is
likely that all required biodiversity units could be delivered within
2km of the proposed Order limits. Local delivery is incentivised
through the metric, so there is no need for this to be secured
further.
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Referenc Points of ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
e Discussion Status Agreement
Number

expected to come into force in
2025.

Regarding Requirement 14 in the
draft DCO (Part 3), ADC request
that it is amended so that the
biodiversity net gain strategy for
stages that relate to areas within
Arun is also submitted to and
approved by ADC.

ADC14 Marine Concerns Whilst Marine Net Gain is not currently mandated in the same Agreed 13.02.24
. biodiversity . - . way as onshore (terrestrial) BNG, in recognition of the principles
Th.'s ISa " et gain lo demonstrate marine biodiversity set out in the Draft NPS EN-1 (DESNZ, 2023a), The Applicant is
Principal T GRL currently exploring opportunities to partner with organisations
girseggc;];e Desired Actions who are able to deliver marine benefits in the region
ment ADC expect marine benefits to be
identifie achieved and contribution to marine
d by restoration projects such as Help
Arun the Kelp.
District
Council Consideration should be given to a
marine biodiversity net gain
assessment.
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Table 3-6  Status of discussions related to Noise and Vibration
Reference Points of Discussion  ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Number Status  Agreement
ADC15 Potentially detrimental  Concerns The assessed receptor (Village Hall, Crookthorn | Agreed 15/03/24 Changed to Agreed following
. effects of Climping N . . Lane, BN17 5SN ) in this case is closer to Expert to Expert Call 15/03/24.
Th_|s IS a Compound on Land to Climping Compound is located adjacent to Climping Compound than the proposed
Principal the west of Church Land to the west of Church_Lane, Sou_th O.f residential dwellings at the Land to the West of
A_rea of Lane, South of Horseme(e Qreen Lane; C"”f‘p'”g- jinisisite Church Lane development. Whilst the Applicant
_Dlsagr_eement Horsemere Green has permission for 300 dwelllngs and . has not assessed these receptors within a
|dent|f|¢d by Lane, Climping therefore has reaso.nable certalnty Difcoming theoretical development, as the assessment has
P D.'St”Ct (planning ref. forv_vards and_ there_ IS t_he potential for_n(_—:‘w been undertaken for a closer receptor to the
Council CM/48/21/RES, residents whilst Climping Compound is in use. ., ,0nd. the Land to the West of Church Lane
CM/1/17/0OUT). No assessment of the noise effects of these will benefit from the mitigations that have been

ADC16

Thisis a
Principal
Area of
Disagreement
identified by
Arun District
Council

Noise from Horizontal
Directional Drilling
(HDD). Section 61
Applications - The
Control of Pollution Act
1974

future residents nearest to the compound has
been undertaken.

Although classified as ‘temporary’, this
compound will be in place for a minimum of
3.5 years with potential for protracted noise
detriment.

Desired Actions

Provide modelling and assessment of the
noise effects on future receptors introduced
by the residential development west of Church
Lane and adjoining Climping Compound.
Location of receptor(s) to be agreed with
ADC.

Concerns

Potential for prolonged exposure of sensitive
receptors to noisy drilling and ancillary works
24 hours per day over consecutive, often
multiple days.

Section 61 applications allow the Applicant to
apply for prior consent to extend the agreed
hours of (noisy) working for specified
purposes to be agreed with the Environmental
Health Department at ADC. This is likely to
apply in the case of HDD for 24-hour
consecutive, often multiple days.

Desired Actions

The Applicant to consider temporary
relocation of people affected by 24-hour
drilling as a method of mitigation where HDD

included for the assessed receptor.

The use of Section 61 applications is part of how | Agreed 01/07/24
the Applicant envisages the works will be

progressed, but specifically for extraordinary

circumstances that are not programmed in from

the outset.

1/07/24: ADC - based on the
Outline NVMP, together with the
commitment for BPM employed
throughout and regulatory
controls through the Section 61
process for works outside of
‘normal’ work patterns which the
Applicant has committed to, this
can be agreed.
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Reference Points of Discussion  ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Number Status  Agreement
(or other noisy working) is scheduled to
proceed for 24 hours per day for longer than
48 consecutive hours.
ADC17 Determination of Concerns If the method changes significantly to what has Agreed 15/03/24 Changed to Agreed following
. Requirement for . been assessed, such that where previously no Expert to Expert Call 15/03/24.
Th_|s IS a Mitigation / Section 61 Chapter 2.1 of the ES states with respgct t_o significant impacts were predicted and then the
Principal COTEES construction noise effects that determination amended method suggests that significant
Area of of the need for Section 61 consent will be impacts will be experienced, this is where the
Disagreement determined by contractor at detailed design Section 61 process would b;a instigated. This will
identified by stage following review of construction noise require a competent person to be asseésing the
Arun District assessments, if it is determined that there is SEReTUEIEn el (o MElEs @ (e ek a1
Council ‘significant deviation’ from initial predictions. e Al
Desired Actions
Clarification required on level of competency
of contractor to review construction noise
predictions.
Quantify what is considered a ‘significant
deviation’ from predicted construction noise
levels.
ADC18 Table 21.23 of Chapter Concerns The times indicated in Table 21-15 of Chapter Agreed 15/03/24 Changed to Agreed following
This i 21 of the ES - Th | licate th | Couti 21 Noise and vibration, Volume 2 of the ES, Expert to Expert Call 15/03/24.
P IS 1S al Construction Noise T Elsee/zzuefsBr(_ep 'ﬁ‘ée de Vc? uBeSs 55e2208u_ n which replicates BS5228-1 (British Standards
Armmpfa ‘Trigger Values'. ab'e | : fo f:ItI%SO(gan 1gr00(_ ) . ('jn Institution (BSI), 2014) Table E.1 are reflective of
D_rea 0 EarUcu aé or the 08( _h time perao ) the times stated within the standard. Therefore,
Disagreement roposed construction hours are stated as the shoulder hours of 07:00 — 08:00, and 18:00 —
identified by 0700 — 1900 hours where for the shoulder 19:00 are within the daytime period, and
Arun D.'St”Ct hours (0700 — 08.00 and 1800 — 1900) Table therefore the higher threshold of significance
Council E.2 suggests a trigger value of 70dB LAeq, T. applies for the ambient noise category for the
Desired Actions corresponding receptor.
Confirm that trigger values of to align with
lower trigger value as set out in Table E.2 for
the proposed construction periods
construction Table E.2.
Review/update construction noise
assessment against revised criterion.
ADC19 Construction Noise Concerns Whilst uncertainties are addressed, the Agreed 15/05/24 Changed to Agreed following
This | Predictions/Assessment F locai that | ¢ construction noise assessment uses a worst- Expert to Expert Call 15/03/24.
P IS 1S al outcomes (Tables or socrine ?ﬁa EIS%ZISB ﬂ‘? art:a f dosel 0 th case activity level to generate the receptor
rincipa 21.27 — 21.29) exceeding the reshold value, the predictions. Therefore, the Applicant considers
Area of assessment outcome has been increased to
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Reference
Number

Points of Discussion

ADC’s Position

Applicant’s Position

Date of
Agreement

Current
Status

Record of Progress

Disagreement
identified by
Arun District
Council

ADC20

. noise modellin
This is a 9

Principal
Area of
Disagreement
identified by
Arun District
Council

ADC21 Baseline Monitoring

. D
This is a ata

Principal
Area of
Disagreement
identified by
Arun District
Council

Climping Compound

assumptions missing

reflect potential impact. This has not been
done consistently and where there are
predicted values that are also close to the
threshold value, the outcome has not been
increased.

Desired Actions

Review construction noise assessment and
increase assessment outcomes where they
are within 2dB of threshold/trigger values.
This will address the inherent uncertainties
that are discussed 21.5.10 — 21.5.11.

Concerns

There are insufficient details of the noise
modelling inputs for the operation of the
construction compound.

Desired Actions

Provide noise modelling inputs for the
construction compound predictions (such as
concrete plant).

Concerns

Insufficient baseline for noise sensitive
locations in the vicinity of the Climping
Compound. Only data for a single location to
the south-east of the compound has been
presented. This will not accurately
characterise existing baseline noise
conditions at nearby noise sensitive receptors
in particular Climping Village, the caravan
park immediately west of the proposed
compound, Climping C of E Primary School,
Climping Village Hall and play area
immediately north of this and glamping at
Cuckoo Farm.

Desired Actions

Provide additional baseline noise data that is
representative of existing sound climate at

that determining a magnitude of impact higher
than that reported when the predictions are
within 2dB of a threshold is unnecessary.

The Applicant acknowledges that the plant list
table assumed for the operational noise

modelling of the construction compounds has not
been included in Appendix 21.2: Construction
Plant List, Volume 4 of the ES [APP-177]. This

will be amended accordingly.

It is also worth noting, that the above appendix
includes the detailed modelling methodology
utilised for the construction modelling and
operational modelling of the compounds.

A decision was taken at the submission stage to

use the lowest category A to characterise the
receptors near the Climping Compound where

baseline data was not available. This is the most
conservative approach provided in the standard

methodology, and no greater protections would

be afforded if sound levels were obtained at the

nearest noise sensitive receptors.

Since submission, further noise monitoring has
been undertaken and supports the initially

assumed assessment category (i.e. the baseline

ambient levels measured confirmed that
selection of the lowest category A was correct).

Agreed 16/01/24

Agreed 16/01/24
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Reference Points of Discussion  ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Number Status  Agreement
receptors in the vicinity of Climping
Compound.
ADC22 Transport, traffic and Concerns The assumptions for HGV movements are Agreed 15/03/24 Changed to Agreed following
his i associated noise: il noi ff h d vehicl obtained from Chapter 23: Transport, Volume Expert to Expert Call 15/03/24
; 1S 1S al Access to cable route PI_?Ct;e\?t'a hoise etects ot savy 99(1 VENICIES 5 of the ES [APP-064]. It is recognised by the
rmcm;a west of Benjamin Gray ( » ) njolvemgn S odn XIS 'ngdquc'ie Applicant that there will be a noticeable increase
gif: ?eement Drive ;iss'u;nt;z)gga - No data provided to support pf I_—|GVs on quiet roads, b.ut t.his does .not
'dentgified b P ' |nd|cate_the presence of ;lgnlflcant noise
lArun Distrié/t Desired Actions generation from said vehicles.
Council Evidence required to support assumptions. There is no construction traffic proposed for
Benjamin Gray Drive. The nearest construction
access point is approximately 100 m from the
closest residential dwelling on Benajmin Gray
Drive. The A259 is also approximately 100 m
from the closest residential dwelling on Benajmin
Gray Drive. Consequently, noise effects from
construction traffic using this access point will be
negligible.
ADC23 Lack of consultation on  Concerns Engagement with ADC has been ongoing since  Agreed 15/03/24
Th_is i_s a \l;\?gtaetrlosnu%fpﬁgg ate The Environmental Health Department at 3thinseu25230t(|)nir:(:(l)?;;oa\qéodlz}\é\i/;nlr(ljl:cotrlqrzal:t)lrgonr;cgzitj:h Changed to Agreed following
Principal ADC had not been consulted in this case. Development. The ES contains the specific Expert to Expert Call 15/03/24
A_rea of Desired Actions details of the private water supplies identified
DlsEree e . . within Arun District Council. Table 2.1 of
Jefelit =gl 23y As previously requested, please provide a Appendix 26.1: Detailed Water Environment
égfﬂ]g:St”Ct comprehensive list of private water supplies  gaseline Information, Volume 4 of the ES

identified for further investigation due to their
proximity to the Project.

[APP-215] lists all of the Private Water Supplies

(PWS) which were identified within the Water

Environment Study Area, including 15 PWSs
within ADC’s administrative area, and details the
proximity and the potential connection to the
Proposed DCO Order Limits. Table 3-2 of
Appendix 26.4 Hydrogeological Risk
Assessment, Volume 4 of the ES [APP-218]
(HRA) also presents these details and presents
conceptual hydrogeological information for the
PWSs. Those details were used to inform which
PWSs were screened in for further assessment
within Sections 26.9 to 26.11 of the Chapter 26:
Water Environment, Volume 2 of the ES [APP-
067]. The ten PWSs screened in were The Old
Rectory (P1), Brookbarn Farm (P2), Pauls
House (P3), The Decoy (P4), Suzy Smith
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Reference Points of Discussion  ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Number Status  Agreement
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Racing/Angmering Park Estate (P5), East
Cottage (P19), Green Pastures (P20),
Myrtelgrove Cottage Stables (P21), The Martins
(P22) and Michelgrove (P24). in Table 26-20 of
Chapter 26: Water Environment, Volume 2 of
the ES [APP-067] a specific embedded
mitigation measure (C-253) has been put in
place at several of those PWSs which were
identified as being in proximity and conceptually
linked to the Proposed Development within the
HRA and Chapter 26. This sets out that “a water
guality monitoring programme will be carried out
at private water supplies in proximity of the Order
Limits, for instance at Brookbarn Farm, Suzy
Smith Racing/ Angmering Park Estate and
Michelgrove for an appropriate period prior to,
during and post construction of the cable route.
Further details of the monitoring regime will be
discussed and agreed with Arun District Council
at the post DCO stage”.
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Reference Matter of ADC'’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Record of Progress
Number Contention Status Agreement
ADC24 Listed Concerns No’s 45-47 South Terrace, identified as 6, St Agreed 01/07/24 01/07/24: ADC officer - based on
. buildings, . . , Augustine's Road (NHLE 1191074) within Table 5.1, the additional information
;h.'s 'S al locally listed :"Steild ?u;ld(;ngs_lz’g No's t‘lj'g?g‘zogth ;Ir']errace, Appendix 25.7: Settings assessment scoping report, provided by the Applicant, this
rincipa buildings and ocaily listed bulldings at 4, o- ou Volume 4 of the ES [APP-213], is scoped out of the can be changed to Agreed.
Area of Terrace & 16 Granville Road and South :

. Area of Environmental Impact Assessment. L , .
Disagreement e Terrace Area of Character. ADC’s historic environment
identified by ' Desired Acti officer has not added anything
Arun District esired Actions further on this at this stage
Council To provide an assessment for listed buildings (Deadline 1).

at No’s 45-47 South Terrace, locally listed
buildings at 48-95 South Terrace & 16
Granville Road and South Terrace Area of
Character.

Applicant has now addressed in
Deadline 2 response in
Applicant’s response to Arun
District Council’s Deadline 1
Submissions [REP2-021].

The Applicant has provided a
response at deadline 4 to ADC'’s
reply to the EXA written questions
submitted at deadline 3 [REP3-
067].
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Table 3-8 Status of discussions related to Principle of development

Reference Matter of ADC’s Position Applicant’s Position Current Date of Agreement  Record of Progress
Number Contention Status
ADC25 Contribution  ADC supports The project will contribute materially towards meeting the urgent national need for Agreed 06/11/23
of Rampion renewable energy renewable electricity generation, significantly reducing carbon emissions from
2 to climate generation and energy.
change carbon reduction
mitigation objectives to meet
and the climate change
economy commitments, whilst
also promoting
economic

development and
locally skilled jobs.
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