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1. Introduction
1.1 This is the Applicant’s response to the Additional Representations made by

Lincolnshire County Council (“LCC”) at Deadline 3 REP3-024 (“the Additional
Representations”). The Applicant comments generally that LCC’s position on a
number of the matters which are under examination is yet to be made clear,
save that it is in “opposition to the proposals” (paragraph 1 of the Additional
Representations). The Applicant has insufficient detail on the nature of LCC’s
objections and therefore reserves its ability to comment further on the matters
raised by LCC.
1.2 The Applicant’s response to the matters raised is below, and so far as the

Applicant is able to do so, broadly follows the structure of the points raised
within the representation.

The Change at Bicker Fen
1.3 In relation to LCC’s comment on the changes to the NGET Bicker Fen substation, the
Applicant welcomes the fact that “LCC would not wish to oppose the application made
to incorporate that change.”

The Public Open Space and the “Sandhills Act”
1.4 LCC and the Applicant have prepared a Joint Statement setting out their respective
positions on the dis-application of the Lindsey County Council (Sandhills) Act 1932
(“the Sandhills Act”) and the correct procedure to be followed in order to comply with
the requirements of section 132 of the Planning Act 2008 (“2008 Act”). The Joint
Statement is found at Appendix 1 of this document.
1.5 As explained in the Joint Statement, the Applicant considers that the correct procedure
has been followed. Section 132 provides that an order granting development consent is
subject to special parliamentary procedure to the extent that it authorises the
compulsory acquisition of a right over land comprising open space, unless certain
exceptions (specified in subsections (3) to (5) of section 132) apply. By virtue of
subsection (3) of section 132, an exception to the requirement for special parliamentary
procedure is made out if the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change is
satisfied that the land in question, when burdened by the new rights, will be no less
advantageous to the persons in whom it is vested; other persons entitled to rights over
it; and to the public at large, than it was prior to their imposition and that fact is
recorded in the relevant order.
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1.6 There is no longer a requirement for the Secretary of State to issue a certificate to
authorise the compulsory acquisition of rights pursuant to section 132. The reference
by LCC in paragraph 20 of its Additional Representations to the issue of a certificate by
the relevant Secretary of State is incorrect. Furthermore, the relevant Secretary of
State for these purposes is the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change.
1.7 Notwithstanding paragraph 17 of the Additional Representations, which states that the
remaining difference between the parties is “whether the test is met that would justify
the compulsory acquisition of the public open space”, i.e. whether the substantive tests
in section 132 of the 2008 Act have been met, LCC explain in the Joint Statement that
it is unable to agree that the correct procedure has been followed as it is not satisfied
that the application has been made to the appropriate Secretary of State. LCC
considers that the application, insofar as it relates to section 132 of the Planning Act
2008, should have been made to the Secretary of State for Environment. The Applicant
does not accept this for the reasons it given in the Joint Statement.
1.8 At paragraph 18 of its Additional Representations LCC states that “LCC is of the view
that the public open space in its own right is such that the disposal of it voluntarily
cannot be justified to enable a development project to be pursued. It is an invaluable
resource in its own right and in addition it makes a significant contribution to the LCCP;
which is also addressed below.”
1.9 The Applicant would remind LCC that it does not seek to compulsorily acquire the
freehold of Plot 01/01 (which comprises a section of beach at Anderby Creek owned by
LCC), as may be implied by paragraphs 17 and 18 of the Additional Representations.
Rather, the Applicant seeks to compulsorily acquire rights over Plot 01/01 for the
installation and continued operation and maintenance, and subsequent
decommissioning of underground infrastructure.
1.10 “Open space”, for the purposes of the 2008 Act, is defined by reference to section 19
of the Acquisition of Land Act 1981 and section 336 of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1990 (“1990 Act”) as follows: “open space means any land laid out as a public
garden or used for the purpose of public recreation, or land which is a disused burial
ground.” In the context of section 132 of the 2008 Act, it is necessary to consider
whether the acquisition of the rights sought over Plot 01/01 will impact upon its
assumed use for recreational purposes by persons in whom it is vested, other persons
with rights over it, and to the public at large. Those persons use of the land in question,
when burdened by the rights, must be no less advantageous than it was prior to their
acquisition.
1.11 The section 132 test applies only to Plot 01/01, noting that LCC seek to refer more
generally to alleged impacts on the Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park (“LCCP”). Plot
01/01 is owned by LCC but LCC have not identified how Plot 01/01 is used by them for
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recreational purposes and/or why the imposition of the rights over that land parcel
would have a disadvantageous effect on LCC’s usage. Neither the Applicant nor LCC
have identified any other persons with rights over Plot 01/01 who may be
disadvantaged.
1.12 In respect of the assumed use of Plot 01/01 by the public at large, the Applicant has
confirmed that whilst small sections of the Plot will need to be temporarily closed off to
the public to enable construction works to be carried out, once the works are complete
the public will be able to use the land as before. Given that the infrastructure will be
installed underground, following the construction phase, there will be no visual impact
which could discourage recreational users of Plot 01/01.
1.13 Works to be undertaken on the beach during construction, including the areas to be
fenced and timescales for fencing, are set out in Table 1-3 of Chapter 1, Volume 3
Onshore Project Description of the ES [APP-042]. The fencing off of small areas of the
beach will be for discrete periods of time and during the construction period only. Once
the small areas of beach required for the installation of the offshore export cable have
been reinstated there will be no further need for any fencing or any other above ground
presence on the beach for the remainder of the construction period or the operational
period. Additional wording has been added to Requirement 9 of the draft DCO to
secure the earliest removal of any temporary fencing. Access to the beach from the
landfall Temporary Construction Compound (located within Work 3 on private land)
during the construction period will be via the existing access across the dunes, and, as
stated in paragraph 1.78 of APP-042 that access will not be closed at any time during
the construction period. A limited number of construction vehicles will need to access
the beach using that access, but safety marshalls will be employed to ensure that the
public’s access to the beach is safely maintained during those periods .
1.14 Once the proposed development is operational, any operational works that may be
required, such as annual cable joint checks, would be undertaken within the private
field where the Transition Joint Bays will be located (Work 3).
1.15 The Applicant disagrees with LCC’s assertion that the ‘remnant of the construction will
continue to be visible’. Given the physical processes that affect the beach (tide, wave,
wind) and given that there will be no ongoing post-construction above ground physical
presence, the visible effects of construction on the beach will be very short lived.
1.16 Whilst not relevant to the section 132 test in respect of Plot 01/01, the Applicant
contends that there will not be any continued physical presence which could
discourage use of the remainder of the beach or the nearby LCCP.

7

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited

Triton Knoll Electrical System

The CPO justification
1.17 LCC make general comments in paragraphs 21 – 32 and 55- 59 of its Additional
Representations about the Applicant’s case for compulsory acquisition without
reference to the proposed acquisition of any of LCC’s interests. The Applicant does not
therefore intend to respond here to the general propositions raised but reserves its
ability to do so in the event that LCC’s position is particularised.
1.18 LCC question in paragraph 24 of its Additional Representations “why all of the land has
to be acquired and further why other means cannot be used to acquire the relevant
interest”. The Applicant has sought to negotiate the acquisition of the rights that it
requires with LCC by agreement
1.19 The Applicant’s land agents, Ardent, made the initial approach to LCC in August 2014.
LCC advised Ardent in August 2014 that LCC did not wish to take up the offer of a
meeting to discuss the TKES proposals at Anderby (Appendix A). LCC then confirmed
in September 2014 that LCC did not wish to grant an easement for the proposed
development (Appendix B).
1.20 The Applicant then made a direct written approach to LCC in November 2014
(Appendix C), explaining the merits, as the Applicant saw them, of entering into
discussions regarding the open space land (Plot 01/01).
1.21 LCC responded in November 2014 (Appendix D) reiterating that LCC was not willing to
grant the necessary rights over the open space land. The Applicant responded again in
January 2015 (Appendix E), stating that the Applicant’s firm preference was to reach
agreement with LCC rather than have to resort to the use of compulsory acquisition
powers. No response to that letter has been received by the Applicant.
1.22 A meeting between a representative of LCC and the Applicant was held on 9
September 2015. A number of matters were discussed, including the Applicant’s
proposed acquisition of the land identified as being subject to Section 132 of the
Planning Act 2008. LCC confirmed at the meeting that the Applicant should continue to
engage with Kevin Kendall, County Property Officer, in relation to property matters.
1.23 The Applicant had previously emailed Kevin Kendall of LCC on 28 August 2015, and
followed this with a letter sent by recorded delivery on 14 September 2015. While no
response has been received to date, the Applicant will continue to try to engage with
LCC on the proposed acquisition.
1.24 Given the Applicant’s continued efforts to engage with LCC regarding the proposed
acquisition detailed above, the Applicant firmly refutes the suggestion in paragraph 25
of the Additional Representations that it has brought forward the CPO as a starting
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point rather than a measure of last resort. Moreover, as can be seen from the LCC
letters comprising Appendices B and D, there has been, using the terminology of LCC
in paragraph 25, “a blank refusal to grant” the rights which the Applicant sought to
negotiate from LCC.

The effect of using trenchless drilling techniques and the DCO
1.25 Paragraphs 33 to 35 of the Additional Representations explain the following:
“33. The Applicant confirmed within the Hearing and subsequently with LCC that the
Crossing Schedule (Document 8.3) lists where it has been agreed through discussions
during the Evidence Plan process that trenchless techniques would be used to cross
various obstacles or features, the locations where trenchless techniques have been
agreed are listed within Table 1.1, it is noted within this document that various affected
public rights of way and highways are not listed as being trenchless works, therefore a
situation could arise where a highway will be excavated and trenched to allow for the
cabling to be placed in situ.
34. In the Hearing on 18 November the Applicant stated that they would only allow a
tree/hedge species with shallow root systems to be planted over the cabling. LCC are
of the view that the critical factor that should be influenced by the size of a tree/hedge's
root system is mainly how the above ground portion of the tree/hedge is managed as
all trees and hedges have shallow root systems i.e. within the first 1m of soil. The root
system of a hedge is likely to be much less extensive than the root system of a tree,
due to the fact that a hedge will have less crown to feed, therefore requiring a smaller,
more compact root system, compared with a large growing tree whose root system will
develop according to the size of the crown to feed.
35. The restrictions within the DCO are therefore not justified.”
1.26 The Applicant would draw LCC’s and the ExA’s attention to paragraph 9.62 in Chapter
9, Volume 3 Traffic and Access of the ES [APP-050], which states that all public
highways will be crossed using trenchless techniques. The Crossing Schedule
(updated version can be found at Appendix 45 to the Applicant’s response to Deadline
4) details all roads crossed by the cable route, including adopted highways and private
roads- all those public highways crossed by the cable route are noted as being crossed
by trenchless techniques. Therefore no highways will be excavated and trenched to
allow for cable ducts to be laid.
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1.27 The Applicant would draw LCC’s and the ExA’s attention to the Applicant’s response to
LV2.17, which responds to LCC’s view that the management of the crown of a tree
should be the controlling factor rather than the species planted over the cable route. In
brief, the Applicant’s view is that the protection of the cables, both for system integrity
and for the safety of the public, is paramount in determining what restrictions are
required in proximity to the cables. Deep rooted species have the potential to affect the
integrity of the cable ducts and ultimately the cables themselves, should roots grow
between or under ducts. Over time, strong root systems in deep rooted species can
heave cable ducts and disrupt cable joints and can crush cable ducts and affect the
integrity of the cable sheath and ultimately the cable core. Should this occur the
presence of deep root systems is likely to increase the complexity of the remedial
action required. In addition larger trees, if felled by wind throw, provide the potential to
expose the cable ducts should the root plate topple and bring large amounts of soil with
it.
1.28 The Applicant’s view is that the approach where restrictions would have to be placed
on the size of above ground growth, and management of all planting across the cable
route would have to be undertaken by landowners to ensure compliance, still creates
too great a risk to the integrity of the cables.
1.29 The Applicant’s approach to plantings above the cable is consistent with other
Nationally Significant Infrastructure projects that require the installation of high voltage
underground cabling; for example the Hinkley Point C Connection project (paragraphs
9.2.3 to 9.2.5 of Document Reference 5.21.1); Dogger Bank Creyke Beck (paragraph
8.9 of Document Reference 6.21.1); Rampion Offshore Wind Farm (paragraph 5.2.1 of
Appendix 18 of the Applicant’s submission for Deadline IX) and Navitus Bay Wind Park
(paragraph 3.3.7 of the Applicant’s Written Response to Deadline IV (Part 2). This
demonstrates that the approach is both evidence-based and reasonable.

The Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park and the Revised Business
Plan description relating to the Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park
1.30 The Applicant acknowledges that LCC raises the following key concerns in relation to
the LCCP:
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Short term adverse impacts in the form of disturbance, traffic and visual image
of the coast, damaging the image of the LCCP and coast.



New visitors coming for a relaxing holiday to enjoy the natural environment may
be deterred from returning; even regular visitors may be reluctant to return.
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Reduced numbers of visitors may impact new businesses (eg farm
diversification projects, tea shops/ cafes, accommodation, plus refurbishment of
existing facilities) hoping to become established; there may be loss of
confidence in establishing these new businesses.

1.31 Appendix 27 Lincolnshire Coastal County Park – Clarification Note (PINS Reference
Number REP2 -027) demonstrates how the Applicant has given consideration to
potential impacts arising from the Proposed Development on the Lincolnshire Coastal
County Park (LCCP). It also provides details of agreements that have been reached
with various stakeholders in relation to the LCCP. The Clarification Note covers:


Landfall and cable route site selection and alternatives considered;



Consultations undertaken;



Overview of landscape and visual impact assessment during construction,
operation and decommissioning;



Overview of socio economic impact assessment during construction, operation
and decommissioning;



Overview of terrestrial ecology approach to impact assessment; and



Overview of post-application consultation with Natural England, Lincolnshire
County Council and East Lindsey District Council.

1.32 The Applicant considers it important to note that the embedded mitigation relevant to
the LCCP includes:
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Careful routing of the cable route to avoid areas of built environment, including
sport, leisure and recreational facilities



Use of HDD techniques at all road crossings and main watercourses



Ongoing liaison with statutory and non-statutory consutees, stakeholders and
the general public



Burial of the onshore cable under the sand dunes using trenchless techniques



With the exception of Hutt/10/4, all PROWs will be kept open or diverted to
minimise impact on users



Use of artificial light will be minimised to that required for safe working.
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Nearby Caravan Parks, chalet sites will be informed of all construction activities
which may affect their usual operations and activities.

Revised Business Plan 2013 – 2018
1.33 It is acknowledged that the aims of the Revised Business Plan 2013 – 2018 for the
LCCP are to:


Create a sustainable, diverse, landscape-scale network of wildlife habitats



Support and encourage a healthy local economy based on a year-round
sustainable tourism destination



Increase awareness and understanding of the natural and cultural heritage of
the area; building recognition locally, nationally and internationally



Provide recreational opportunities for local residents and visitors within the
natural environment.

1.34 Each of these aims is discussed below in the context of the Proposed Development
Create a sustainable, diverse, landscape-scale network of wildlife habitats
1.35 The Applicant acknowledges the work undertaken to date by LCC to promote the
LCCP. This has involved improving the management of important habitats, such as
The Seabank Claypits Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and creating new
habitats such as wetlands, reed beds and wet grassland (BAP priority habitats).To date
3 new nature reserves have been created and 7 sites have been designated as Local
Wildlife Sites (LWS) that are recognised within the planning system.
1.36 The Proposed Development has been carefully routed to avoid direct impact on any of
these wildlife features. Table 4-17 of Volume 3, Chapter 4 of the ES details the
mitigation measures which have been embedded into the project design in order to
minimise the terrestrial ecology impacts. This includes an Ecological Management Plan
(EMP) which is secured through Requirement 13 of the draft DCO (document reference
3.1). An Outline Landscape Strategy and Ecological Management Plan (LSEMP) was
submitted with the application (document reference 8.8) which sets out the principles
with which the final EMP must accord.
Support and encourage a healthy local economy based on a year-round
sustainable tourism destination
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1.37 The Applicant acknowledges that as the LCCP attracts more birds and wildlife, that this
in turn is expected to increase the amount of visitors coming to the area over an
extended ‘holiday’ period, complimenting the traditional summer ‘bucket and spade’
holiday makers, and lengthening the holiday season. The Applicant acknowledges that
LCC envisage that this will result in an increase in visitor expenditure within the local
community, in turn leading to an increase in local investment and inward investment.
The Applicant does not consider that this objective will be affected by the proposed
development.
Increase awareness and understanding of the natural and cultural heritage of the
area; building recognition locally, nationally and internationally
1.38 The Applicant acknowledges that as environmental enhancements within the LCCP
have matured, the LCCP is being promoted as a sustainable green tourist destination
through numerous initiatives, including the creation of a specific website, the
development of new gateway sites/ tourism hubs and programmes of events, all
encouraging visitors to explore and enjoy the surrounding area.
1.39 In relation to the two aims above, the ES (Volume 3, Chapter 3, Para 3.148)
acknowledges that there will be a temporary impact on parts of the Lincolnshire
Coastal County Park during the construction period. The areas that will be disrupted
will be limited to those areas that lie within the Proposed Development Boundary. See
Volume 5 Annex 3.1, Figure 1-4, Map 1 and 2 which show the areas of the Proposed
Development Boundary within the LCCP.
1.40 Paragraphs 2.437 – 2.442 of Volume 3, Chapter 2 of the ES consider the visual effects
on the character area J1: Tetney Lock to Skegness Coastal Outmarsh during
construction. Paragraph 2.438 confirms that users of the LCCP are expected to
experience notable change to the character and quality of their view during
construction. As the duration of visual change will be medium to long term it is
concluded that users of the Coastal Park are therefore identified as experiencing a
moderate adverse level of effect which is considered to be significant. However,
embedded mitigation measures within the proposed cable route development will
restore the landscape to its former condition following completion of construction and
there are no predicted residual significant effects.
Provide recreational opportunities for local residents and visitors within the
natural environment.
1.41 The Applicant acknowledges the improvements being achieved to public access in the
area, including opening new footpaths, promoting walking routes and refurbishment of
coastal car parks and picnic areas.
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1.42 The Proposed Development has been routed to the North of Anderby Creek, away
from key tourist attractions to minimise impact on these facilities. The ES (Volume 3,
Chapter 3, Para 3.116 to 3.125) refers to 19 PROW crossed by the Proposed
Development Boundary. All PROW will be kept open except Hutt/10/4 which will
require several separate periods of time during access track improvements works and
when the landfall works are being mobilised or demobilised up to a combined duration
of 6 months. Alternative means of access to the beach will be available via Moggs Eye
car park to the north and Anderby Creek to the south. Paragraphs 3.154 and 3.161 of
Volume 3, Chapter 3 of the ES conclude that overall the recreation and tourism effect
for the landfall and onshore cable route is minor adverse and not significant. The
Outline Construction Method Statement (PINS Reference Number APP- 199)
(Document Reference 8.7.1) sets out how PROWs will be managed.

The Potential Effect on Tourism
1.43 The Applicant is extremely mindful of the importance of tourism and recreation in
Lincolnshire. As presented in Volume 3 Chapter 3 Socio-economics, Tourism and
Recreation of the ES, a socio-economic impact assessment was undertaken for the
Proposed Development, the methodology for which was agreed to as part of the EIA
Evidence Plan process through the ‘Human Environment’ review panel. The review
panel included relevant participants from Boston Borough Council, East Lindsey District
Council and Lincolnshire County Council, as detailed in the Evidence Plan (document
reference 8.16).
1.44 A detailed desk-based impact assessment was undertaken for a study area of 3km
around the IEC and Substation and 1km either side of the onshore cable route. The
study used local and regional planning documents and background studies including
2011 Census data in the public domain to identify receptors and features of interest.
1.45 The offshore desk assessment identified the following tourism related receptors:
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Six Coastal Access Points (Moggs Eye, Huttoft Car Terrace, Marsh Yard,
Anderby, Wolla Bank and Chapel Six Marshes)



Blue Flag beaches at Mablethorpe, Skegness, Sutton on Sea, (internationally
recognised designation)



Designated bathing waters at Moggs Eye and Anderby (meet highest standards
as set by the Bathing Waters Directive)



Recreational boat trips,



Recreational fishing
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Diving and watersports,

1.46 The landfall desk assessment identified the following tourism related receptors:


4 caravan parks, including 1 chalet park



Lincolnshire Coast Grazing Marsh (LCGM) project – aims to conserve and
regenerate grazing marshes and enhance access and recreational opportunities



Lincolnshire Coastal County Park (LCCP) – an 8km stretch of coast, set up to
provide facilities for visitors and enhanced nature reserves and wildlife areas.

1.47 The onshore desk assessment identified the following tourism related receptors:


Approximately 10 caravan parks



Two golf courses (Addlethorpe Golf Club and South View)



Skegness Stadium



National Trust property (Gunby Hall Estate) – outside study area



Lincolnshire Coastal County Park (LCCP) - the Lincolnshire Coastal Country
Park is a combination of nature reserves, sand dunes, sandy beaches and
hinterland of open grazing marshes crossed by a network of footpaths, attracting
large numbers of short stay holiday makers.



Two Lincolnshire Coast Grazing Marsh (LCGM) target areas



19 Public Rights of Way (including South Forty Foot Drain – part of a network of
access routes within the Fens Waterway Link) within the Proposed Development
Boundary



Two designated and promoted routes (The Water Rail Way (Sustrans, 2013)
and National Cycle Route 1

1.48 Embedded mitigation relevant to tourism includes:
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Careful routing of the cable route to avoid areas of built environment, including
sport, leisure and recreational facilities



Use of HDD techniques at all road crossings and main watercourses
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Ongoing liaison with statutory and non-statutory consutees, stakeholders and
the general public



Burial of the onshore cable under the sand dunes using trenchless techniques



With the exception of Hutt/10/4, all PROWs will be kept open or diverted to
minimise impact on users



Use of artificial light will be minimised to that required for safe working.



Nearby Caravan Parks, chalet sites will be informed of all construction activities
which may affect their usual operations and activities.

1.49 As stated in Chapter 3 of the ES, the Applicant does not anticipate any significant
adverse effects on tourism. The importance of tourism on Lincolnshire is recognised, in
Volume 3, Chapter 3, Paragraph 3.7.3 where the document quotes “Lincolnshire is the
4th most popular coastal county in the UK” (Greater Lincolnshire LEP (2014)) for
tourism.”
1.50 The ExA is also referred to the response to SE 2.3 in the Applicants Response to
Deadline 4.

The Effect on Agriculture and the Role of and Reliance on NE to
support the agricultural case
LCC raise concerns about the Applicant’s approach to assessing impacts on
agriculture.
1.51 As detailed in Paragraph 5.17 of Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and Agriculture
of the ES, a full assessment has been made of the significance of effect of the
proposed development on land use, soils and agriculture, taking into account the
importance / sensitivity of the receptor, the magnitude of impact, the duration /
persistence of the impact and the likelihood of the impact occurring. The assessment
methodology and level of information collated is in line with other land use, soils and
agriculture assessment undertaken for similar development projects in the UK.
Paragraph 1.3.1 of Volume 5, Annex 5-1 of the ES: Land Use, Soils and Agriculture
Baseline Study, notes that data sources consulted as part of the baseline assessment
included soilscape information published by the National Soil Resources Institute
(NSRI) of Cranfield University. The online resource was accessed as part of the
baseline study (referenced as Cranfield University: National Soil Resources Institute
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(2012), available from: http://www.landis.org.uk/soilscapes/). Soil types within the
vicinity of the proposed developed, and of relevance to the Fens are listed in Table 1-3
of Volume 5 Annex 5-1 of the ES and in Table 2-1 of the Outline Soils Management
Plan, Document Reference: 8.7.5, as follows:
 Soil Type 18 - Slowly permeable seasonally wet slightly acid but base-rich loamy and
clayey soils
 Soil Type 21 - Loamy and clayey soils of coastal flats with naturally high groundwater
 Soil Type 23 - Loamy and sandy soils with naturally high groundwater and a peaty
surface.
1.52 It is the Applicant’s position that the methodology undertaken to characterise the
existing land use, agriculture and soils environment around the proposed development
takes account of the particular features relevant to the Fens.
1.53 Reference to soil handling, placing, compaction and management being undertaken in
accordance with best practice (DEFRA, 2009) forms part of the mitigation measures
that were identified and adopted as part of the evolution of the project design
(embedded into the project design).
1.54 The baseline and impact assessment was agreed with Natural England, as stated
within the SoCG with Natural England (PINS Reference Number REP1-072) Statement
of Common Ground with Natural England. Specific points of agreement with NE
include (but are not limited to):
 It is agreed that, given the limited access granted by landowners for the purpose of
pre-application site investigations, an appropriate suite of data sources, listed in
paragraph 5.16 of Volume 3, Chapter 5, have been used to inform the baseline.
 It is agreed that the impact assessment approach presented in paragraphs 5.17 –
5.22 of Volume 3, Chapter 5 the ES is based on appropriate methodologies and is
fit for purpose for use in the assessment of land use, agriculture and soils impacts.
 It is agreed that the implementation of a Soil Management Plan (SMP), and the
employment of a qualified Agricultural Liaison Officer (ALO), will ensure appropriate
protection, conservation and reinstatement of the land during and following the
construction phase.
 It is agreed that the commitment that soil handling, placing, compaction and
management will be undertaken in accordance with best practice (Construction
Code of Practice for the Sustainable Use of Soils on Construction Sites, DEFRA,
2009) as set out in paragraph 5.1 of the Outline Soil Management Plan (SMP)
(document reference 8.7.5), in addition it is agreed that this is appropriate mitigation
for the management of best and most versatile agricultural land.
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LCC raise concerns in relation to the level of engagement with landowners and
farmers to gather information which will be incorporated into the scheme design.
1.55 As stated in (PINS Reference Number APP- 046) Document Reference 6.2.3.5:

ES (Volume 3, Chapter 5, Land Use, Soils and Agriculture, Table 5-7),) and
(PINS Reference Number APP- 115) Document Reference 8.15: Mitigation
Strategy, the proposed development will includes the employment of an
Agricultural Liaison Officer (ALO) who will liaise with affected landowners on
field by field approach to record the position and condition of field boundaries,
existing drainage and access arrangements and private water supplies (as far
as reasonable investigations allow) and liaise with affected landowners to record
potential constraints and mitigations to be entered into a pre-entry record of
condition for the affected landowner.
The ALO will also help with the
agreement of re-instatement measures after completion of works.
1.56 Following detailed design the following project parameters will be defined on a

farmer by farmer basis:
 Exact Location of link boxes on a field by field basis
 Location and extent of HDD crossings and associated temporary construction
areas
 Working width on a field by field basis
 Detailed drainage design on a field by field basis
1.57 As such the Applicant is committed to early and continuous engagement with

individual landowners and with the help of their technical experts (civil
engineers, soil specialists, drainage designers and environmental consultants)
will ensure appropriate mitigation is adopted on a farmer by farmer basis to
minimise impacts.
1.58 Other Embedded Mitigation to minimise impact on agricultural activities

includes:
 Sufficient time period between the serving of notice for entry and the
commencement of on-site activities; this will allow farmers and landowners
time to adapt their working practices in anticipation of the works.
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 Careful routing of the cable route along the edges of fields where possible, to
minimise temporary disruption during construction, and to minimise
permanent impacts associated with the location of jointing bay link box manhole covers
 TKOWFL will liaise with landowners to agree commercial terms with affected
parties including any loss of ongoing payments or fines relating to agrienvironmental stewardship schemes
 A Soil Management Plan (SMP) will be prepared in advance of construction to
ensure protection, conservation and reinstatement of soil material, its
physical and chemical properties and functional capacity for agricultural use
 Plant and traffic movements will be confined to designated routes (e.g. haul
routes and vehicle access routes) to minimise the potential for soil
disturbance, compaction and indirect contamination
 DEFRA and Environment Agency best practice guidance on the control and
removal of invasive weed species will be implemented.
 The land within the working width will be fully reinstated as near as practically
possible to its former condition
 In relation to permanent land take requirements and/or permanent restriction of
certain activities above the cable TKOWL will discuss with affected parties
and secure commercial terms with them
1.59 These commitments are secured under Requirement 14 of the draft DCO

(document reference 3.1).
1.60 The ES (Volume 3, Chapter 5 Para 5.72 to 5.73) provides a review of the

impacts on soil resources. Within the Proposed Development Boundary the soils
are generally characterised by loamy and clayey soils that are not considered to
generally exhibit characteristics which indicate they have a high susceptibility to
damage or degradation.
1.61 Given this, as well the prolonged agricultural productivity to which soils within

the study area are already subjected, and the adoption of the embedded
mitigation in particular the adoption of standard best practice measures for soil
handling and the implementation of a Soil Management Plan, the predicted
impacts on soils is assessed to be negligible.
LCC raise concerns as the quantification of effects likely to be experienced by
each landowner
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1.62 The Environmental Impact Assessment has been based on a maximum adverse

scenario, following best practice techniques. For impacts on land use, soils and
agriculture this included the longest duration of construction and maximum land
take:
 Working width of 60m along a cable route of circa 60km
 Landfall: 14.75 months over 36 month
 Cable circuits 42 months over 54 months
 IEC: 46 months over 54 months
 Substation: 65 months over 71 months
 Permanent loss of approx 6.2 ha at IEC
 Permanent loss of approx. 23.9 ha at Substation.
 Permanent loss of approx 0.01 ha associated with the jointing bay link boxes
(typically 1 m long x 1 m wide) along the cable route.
 Permanent loss of approx 0.5 ha associated with the raising of land for the
permanent access track and transition joint bays at the landfall
 Permanent restrictions within the maximum cable easement (60 m).
1.63 As stated above following detailed design the exact location of link boxes,

location and extent of HDD crossings, exact working width and detailed drainage
design can only be defined at the detailed design stage. The ALO will ensure
that individual farmers and landowners are fully engaged by this process of
preconstruction survey and detailed design.
Appendix 4 - Statement of Jonathan Wood (JW) in connection with the Triton
Knoll Development Hearings
1.64 The Applicant acknowledges the concerns expressed by Jonathan Wood of

Savills on the Applicant’s Written Representation Response to LCC at Appendix
5 of the Response to Deadline 2. The Applicant has the following comments on
those concerns.
1.65 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.5 and 1.6 stating that “The

Applicant should be asked to demonstrate that as a result of concerns raised at
the consultation they took these into account and which resulted in amendments
to the scheme in response to these concerns.” The Applicant refers the ExA to
the Site Selection and Design Report (document reference 8.17, APP-117) and
Consultation Report (document reference 5.1) for comprehensive narrative of
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the process undertaken to take into account the concerns raised during
consultation.
1.66 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.12 stating that “This does not

address our concerns at their base-line data.” The Applicant maintains that the
baseline data using to inform the assessment is appropriate and refers the ExA
to the detail set out in the Outline Soil Management Plan (Revision B) (Appendix
25 of the Applicant's Response to Deadline 4), which sets out the detailed preconstruction surveys which will be undertaken to establish the detailed pre-entry
record of condition used to inform the detailed design of the proposed
development.
1.67 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.13 stating that “suitable qualified”

should be added to the role of the ALO. The Applicant can confirm that this
wording has been adopted in paragraph 2.1 in the Outline Soil Management
Plan (Revision B) (Appendix 25 of the Applicant's Response to Deadline 4).
1.68 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.14 requesting the Applicant “clarify

the outcome of this consultation and the outcome[sic]”. The Applicant refers the
EXA to the section starting at paragraph 6.3.30 of the Site Selection and Design
Report (document reference 8.17, APP-117), which summarises the outcome of
the 2014 Cable Route Consultation.
1.69 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.31 -1.32 stating that a “definition of

ALO (including qualifications) is required. The Applicant refers the ExA to the
detail set out in Section 2 in the Outline Soil Management Plan (Revision B)
(Appendix 25 of the Applicant's Response to Deadline 4)
1.70 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.34 stating that “given that they do not
at this stage have a technical design, are they able to demonstrate how this is the
case?”. The Applicant is able to draw on its experience of developing, constructing and
operating other offshore wind farms in its consideration of project economics.
1.71 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.40 – 1.44 stating that the Applicant

has not “addressed the question of why they require the proposed width, if it
may be technically possible to construct the scheme in a lesser width” and also
paragraph 1.45 stating that JW does “not see why they are seeking to restrict
alternative uses across the entire “working width” as opposed to over the route
or the cables themselves”. The Applicant refers the ExA to the detail set out in
Onshore Export Cable Corridor Requirements at Appendix 28 of the Applicant’s
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Response to Deadline 2 and further at Addendum A: Further Detail Regarding
the TKES Cable Corridor attached at Appendix 29 of the Applicant's Response
to Deadline 4.
1.72 In response to JW comment stating that “Generally, they seem keen on referring

to the Natural England SoGC.” The Applicant notes that Natural England is a
statutory consultee in respect of all applications for consent for Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Projects which are likely to affect land in England and
the Application elements under NE’s remit include Land Use, Agriculture and
Soils.
1.73 The Applicant acknowledges the concerns expressed by Jonathan Wood of

Savills on the Agricultural Land Drainage Clarification Note (Appendix 26 of the
Response to Deadline 2. The Applicant has the following comments on those
concerns.
1.74 In response to JW comment on paragraph 1.5 and 1.9 querying whether the

consultation was sufficiently extensive and effective, and if so how has the
scheme been modified as a result of the comments received as part thereof into
account.” The Applicant refers the EXA to the section starting at paragraph
6.3.30 of the Site Selection and Design Report (document reference 8.17, APP117), which summarises the outcome of the 2014 Cable Route Consultation.
Please also refer to the Consultation Report (document reference 5.1).
1.75 In response to JW comment on paragraph 2.5, 2.7 – 2.9 stating that “We do not

agree with the information baseline”. The Applicant maintains that the baseline
data using to inform the assessment is appropriate and refers the ExA to the
detail set out in the Outline Soil Management Plan (Revision B) (Appendix 25 of
the Applicant's Response to Deadline 4), which sets out the detailed preconstruction surveys which will be undertaken to establish the detailed pre-entry
record of condition used to inform the detailed design of the proposed
development.
1.76 In response to JW comment on paragraph 2.33 stating that “We have requested

a further definition of the ALO from TKOWFL. This is awaited”. The Applicant
refers the ExA to the detail set out in Section 2 in the Outline Soil Management
Plan (Revision B) (Appendix 25 of the Applicant's Response to Deadline 4)
1.77 The Applicant acknowledges the concerns expressed by Jonathan Wood of

Savills on the restrictive covenant included as part of the draft DCO. Following
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extensive consultation with and representations received from interested parties
including the EA, IDBs, Land Interest Group and LCC, the Applicant has set out
an updated position in its Note on Proposed Modifications to the Form of
Restrictive Covenants at Appendix 30 of the Applicant's Response to Deadline
4. This has also been sent directly to the Land Interest Group, IDBs,
Environment Agency and Lincolnshire County Council.
1.78 The Applicant can confirm that the proposed modifications to the form of

restrictive covenants would not “prevent the installation of new land drainage
across or along the scheme, or indeed the renewal of existing land drainage
schemes”, nor would if prevent “mole ploughing”. These activities would require
the consent of the undertaker, which is not to be unreasonably withheld.
1.79 The proposed modifications to the form of restrictive covenants would not

prevent “deep sub soiling cultivation”, however if it were deeper than 0.6 m it
would require the consent of the undertaker, which is not to be unreasonably
withheld.
1.80 The Applicant recognises JW’s statement that “In accordance with our Written

Representations, the importance of land drainage is paramount.” The Applicant
also considers that land drainage is critically important. In light of this, the
Applicant refers the ExA to the updated detail in relation to agricultural land
drainage set out in Section 4 in the Outline Soil Management Plan (Revision B)
(Appendix 25 of the Applicant's Response to Deadline 4).

Highways and Public Rights of Way
1.81 The Applicant notes that the points raised in paragraphs 63 and 64 of the Additional
Representations are the subject of the ExA’s second written question DCO 2.16. The
Applicant’s response on these points is therefore provided in its response to DCO 21.6.
1.82 Paragraph 67 of the Additional Representations states that “67. In terms of Rights of
Way the position is not so clear. LCC is not clear as to how the DCO will deal with the
full range of highways affected by the proposals. The DCO refers specifically to Streets
and Highways, which as defined would include footpaths but there is no detail sufficient
to be able to judge the extent and nature of the proposal. The DCO therefore gives
power for action to be taken without knowing the consequential effect of that action.”

23

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited

Triton Knoll Electrical System

1.83 The powers within the draft DCO relating to streets and highways are those at Articles
8 – 11. Article 8 allows the undertaker to carry out street works to the streets listed in
Schedule 2, some of which are footpaths. Article 9 would allow the temporary stopping
up of streets listed in Schedule 3 within the order limits, subject to certain controls.
Article 10 allows new private means of access to be laid out and join existing highways,
either in the locations shown in Schedule 4, or at points to be approved by the relevant
planning authority. Article 11 provides that highway agreements may be entered into
by the undertaker and highway authority to further regulate such works.
1.84 There is therefore considered to be sufficient detail within the draft DCO to judge the
nature and extent of the proposal’s impacts on highways, whether those highways are
conventional roads adopted by the highway authority and maintained at the public
expense, or other public rights of way that are not adopted such as bridleways or
footpaths. The ways that are to be affected are primarily those contained in Schedules
2 and 3, and other rights of way within the Order limits.
1.85 There is a significant amount of detail within the application documents detailing the
proposed development's impacts on public rights of way, including the Environmental
Statement which assesses the likely worst case scenario for impacts on access and
public rights of, see in particular table 3-7 of Volume 3, Chapter 3, Socio-economics,
Tourism and Recreation (document reference 6.2.3.3). In addition, section 3 of the
outline Construction Method Statement (document reference 8.7.1) sets out how the
mitigation referred to within the Environmental Statement will be secured to mitigate the
impacts the TKES might have on public rights of way, and the measures being put in
place to manage such impacts. Finally, the Public Right of Way Plans (document
reference 2.7) clearly show how public rights of way will be diverted as part of the
proposed construction activities, the detail of how those diversions will operate also
being set out in the outline Construction Method Statement.
1.86 In relation to Public rights of way, paragraph 68 of LCC’s Additional Representations
notes that “the Definitive Map and Statement for this area is only reflective of the rights
that are recorded upon it and that other unrecorded rights and higher rights may
subsist. For example,
 (a) North of Anderby Creek off Sand Land to the Beach – LCC are currently
investigating an application for public footpath rights that are reasonably alleged to
subsist.
 (b) Huttoft Public Footpath No.10 and Anderby Public Footpath No.17 (plot 02/04,
02/05) are both dual recorded on both the Definitive Map and Statement and the
List of Streets prepared under Section 36(6) Highways Act 1980.
 (c) It is also noted that within plot 01/02 it is recorded that this is track and public
footpath (Hutt10/04) , the List of Streets held under the Highways Act 1980 also
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denote that part of the plot is also publically maintainable highway, which is in a
different location to that of the Footpath.”
1.87 It is acknowledged that the definitive map and statement is subject to any applications
that may be made to modify, add or remove a route and or nature of the rights of way
recorded thereon. In respect of the specific matters raised:
1.88 (a)
It is not altogether clear what right of way LCC refer to here. If they mean to
refer to the Sandilands Golf Club, that is situated to the north of the Order limits and
would not be directly affected by the TKES.
It is also not clear what current investigations are taking place. The last published
version of LCC’s register of pending Definitive Map Modification Orders priorities list is
dated July 2015. The only entry on that list referring to either Anderby (Creek) or
Huttoft appears on page 2 of that list, with reference number 203. It is assigned priority
is number 57, and its status listed as not active. Of the 160 entries on this list, it can be
noted that only numbers 1 to 15 are listed as active. The date of the application for a
DMMO in respect of application 203 was 10 October 1998.
LCC are asked to clarify the location of the public footpath application referred to, and
identify the route applied for with reference to a plan. Without that information
TKOWFL is unable to comment on the relevance of any such application.
1.89 (b)
Huttoft Footpath No.10 does not intersect with plots 02/04 or 02/05, but it is
acknowledged that such plots do relate to Anderby Footpath No.17/2. LCC’s comment
that this Footpath is also adopted as highway maintainable at the public expense is
noted, and the applicant directs LCC to Schedule 2 of the Order which lists this
footpath as one of those in respect of which street works are to be carried out. It also
directs LCC to sheet 2 of the Public Right of Way Plans which shows the diversions
that are to be put in place whilst this way is temporarily diverted during such works
under Article 9.
1.90 The Applicant would note that the purpose of the Book of Reference is to identify on
the basis of diligent enquiries the potential land interests to ensure that as far as
possible every person who is the owner, lessee, tenant or occupier of, or has an
interest in, land which may potentially be affected by compulsory acquisition is served
with relevant statutory notices. Where land is included in the Book of Reference which
forms part of a public right of way or highway, but in which LCC has no proprietary
interest, LCC has been noted in the Book of Reference in their capacity as highways
authority. Where LCC has been identified as a Freehold or Reputed Freehold Owner of
a plot, which also comprises part of a public right of way and/or highway, a distinction

25

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited

Triton Knoll Electrical System

has been made to make it clear that proprietary interests of LCC have been included in
the Order.
1.91 (c)
The Book of Reference plot 01/02 does record Huttoft Footpath No.10/04 in
this regard as track, and LCC’s comment that this way is highway maintainable at the
public expense is noted. LCC is appropriately recorded as the freehold owner of that
plot within the Book of Reference and the comments made above on point (b) therefore
apply equally to this plot.
1.92 LCC’s comments in paragraph 69 of the Additional Representations raise complex
issues around the application of section 67 of the Natural Environment and Rural
Communities Act 2006 and its impacts on public rights of way for mechanically
propelled vehicles. The Applicant understands these comments to be motivated by a
desire for vehicular access for LCC (or indeed any other person with an interest land)
along the track that coexists with Huttoft Footpath No.10/04 and 05 to be retained
during the construction period of the proposed TKES. The primary motivation for
closing this access during the 6 month construction period is to comply with health and
safety concerns arising from the interaction of limited construction vehicles and
pedestrians using that way. The Applicant would be prepared to maintain private
vehicular rights along this way for LCC (or any other relevant party) and would propose
to do so through amendments to the outline Construction Method Statement (document
reference 8.7.1).
1.93 With regard to paragraph 73 of the Additional Representations, the Applicant notes that
a restrictive covenant has no effect on statutory functions. However, to make this clear
on the face of the Order, the Applicant proposes to modify paragraph (c) of the
restrictive covenant to enable specified activates, which will not jeopardise the physical
integrity of the proposed development, to be undertaken without the need to obtain the
Applicant’s prior consent, and to make it clear it does not prohibit works reasonably
required to be carried out by a body exercising its statutory functions, such as LCC as
local highways authority.
1.94 With regard to paragraph 74, the property rights sought in Schedule 5 of the Order do
not alter the need or otherwise to obtain consent for activities on highway land. There
are however, Articles in the Order which permit works to highways ([Articles 8 to 11
and 22]) for which development consent is sought, but that is an entirely separate
matter to the question of whether property rights can be acquired over land.

Questions in respect of the drafting of the DCO
1.95 The Applicant comments as follows in respect of paragraphs 78-90 of the Additional
Representations:
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1.96 Paragraph 79 – LCC raises an issue regarding the involvement of the highway
authority in respect of highway matters within the draft DCO and questions whether
requirement 8 is inconsistent with part 3 in respect of the relationship between the
highway and planning authorities.
1.97 In response, as the Applicant explained at the Hearing on 12 November the Applicant
has deliberately drafted the DCO on the basis that the relevant planning authority
(either East Lindsay District Council or Boston Borough Council) would be the
discharging authority for the requirements.
1.98 This is the approach that has been taken in a number of authorised development
consent orders for other offshore wind farms (including Hornsea Project 1 requirements
11 and 16; Dogger Bank Teeside requirements 24,32 and 34; Dogger Bank Creyke
Beck requirement 17 and 27; and East Anglia 1 requirements 14, 25 and 26).In all
cases the relevant planning authority is the body responsible for discharging the
requirement, following consultation with the highways authority. Such consultation is
also provided for in respect of the highways-related matters for requirement 8
(highways accesses and improvements) and requirement 18 (construction traffic) to
ensure that LCC's comments are taken into account in the schemes submitted to the
relevant planning authorities for approval.
1.99 The Applicant would highlight that, in addition to following recognised practice in the
drafting of DCOs, the adoption of the relevant planning authority as the discharging
authority for the requirements also accords with the enforcement powers set out in the
Planning Act 2008 that regulate the implementation and operation of development
consent orders. The powers in sections 164, 167,169 and 171 are only available to the
"relevant planning authority”, defined in section 173 as “the local planning authority”
and, in these circumstances in accordance with section 173(5) "the relevant planning
authority is the district planning authority".
Paragraph 80 – definition of “maintain”. The Applicant has included reference in article
2 to “maintained” and “maintaining”.
Paragraph 81 – definition of “watercourses”. The Applicant is unclear as to the point
LCC is making here. "Drains" are different to "a public sewer or drain" and hence why
both are referred to in this definition.
(i)
1.100 Paragraph 82 - A explained at paragraph 6.7 and 6.8 of the Joint Statement between
LCC and the Applicant submitted for Deadline 4, for the purposes of these
proceedings, the Applicant agrees to the insertion of a provision into Article 6 of the
Order which dis-applying the Sandhills Act. The Applicant does not consider that the
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consent of any other body is required for the proposed dis-application of the Sandhills
Act. For the avoidance of doubt, and insofar as the Sandhills Act applies to Plot 01/01,
the Applicant reserves the right to argue elsewhere should it be necessary to do so that
either the Sandhills Act does not apply and/or that there has been no breach of it.
(ii)
1.101 Paragraph 83 – It is unclear what LCC are referring to. The Applicant is not able to
comment.
(iii)
1.102 Paragraph 84 - As explained at paragraphs 6.20 to 6.22 of the Explanatory
Memorandum (document reference [APP-011]), Article 25 is based on Model Provision
281 but also follows the approach adopted in a number of recent development consent
orders, such as the Thames Water Utilities Limited (Thames Tideway Tunnel) Order
2014. It allows greater flexibility and proportionality in the use of compulsory acquisition
powers, as it enables the Applicant to take temporary possession of land to carry out
the authorised project and to thereafter acquire permanent rights only to the extent that
is necessary for ongoing operation.
1.103 This approach to land acquisition seeks to minimise the impact on, and disruption to,
landowners and occupiers.
1.104 Paragraphs (4) and (5) of Article 25 make provision for the removal of works and the
restoration of the land after use (save in certain circumstances). A period of 12 months
from completion of the relevant part of the authorised project has been provided to
allow those restoration works to be carried out to the reasonable satisfaction of the
landowners (this allows time for further works to be carried out at the landowners
request if reasonably necessary). This period is consistent with that included in other
development consent Orders such as The Rampion Offshore Wind Farm Order 2014,
The East Anglia One Offshore Wind Farm Order 2014, and The Dogger Bank Teeside
A&B Offshore Wind Farm Order 2015, and the Applicant considers it to be both
reasonable and appropriate.
(vii)
1.105 Paragraphs 85 to 90 relate to the imposition of a restrictive covenant.

1

Infrastructure Planning (Provisions) (England and Wales) Order 2009 (now repealed)
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1.106 The Applicant notes LCC’s desire to contribute further to discussions regarding the
restrictive covenant. A revised draft form of restrictive covenant has been sent to LCC’s
solicitor for comment. LCC are also directed to the Applicant’s responses to ExA
questions DCO 2.10, CA 2.10 and SE 2.10.
1.107 In relation to LCC’s query regarding the justification for the imposition of a restriction
on Plot 01/01, the Applicant maintains that it is necessary to ensure that it has
adequate protection of its nationally significant assets that are proposed be installed in
Plot 01/01. The Applicant does not accept LCC’s contention that because Plot 01/01 is
designated as public open space, it will not be developed or used in any way likely to
interfere with the authorised project. LCC may wish to undertake works compatible
with the use of Plot 01/01 as open space, but which may have the potential to interfere
with/damage the proposed development (such as the erection of beach huts/a café/ a
visitor centre). The Applicant therefore maintains that it is necessary to impose the
restrictive covenant over this land. As explained in the Note of Proposed Modifications
to the form of Restrictive Covenant which comprises Appendix 30 to the Applicant’s
Deadline 4 response, a number of modifications are proposed to the form of covenant
will allow certain works to be undertaken with the Applicant’s prior consent.
Furthermore, works reasonably required to be carried out by a body exercising
statutory functions or statutory rights (such as LCC in its capacity as local highways
authority) will be excluded from the restriction in the covenant.

Skegness Vision
1.108

2

The alignment of the proposed road is shown in Figure 1 of the Skegness Western
Link Road Report (AECOM 2013)2.

http://www.skegnessdevelopments.co.uk/relief-road/

29

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited

Triton Knoll Electrical System

2. Appendix 1 – Joint Statement on the dis-application of the Sandhills Act
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3. Appendix A
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