
Agenda Item No. 2 
 

Environmental & Community Services Select Committee 
 
12 July 2013 – At a meeting of the Select Committee held at 10.30 am at County 
Hall, Chichester. 
 
Present: Mr de Mierre (Chairman), Mr J Rogers (Vice Chairman) 
 

Mr Barrett-Miles Mr S Oakley  
Mrs Brunsdon Mrs Phillips  
Mr G Jones Mr Whittington  
Mr M Jones   

 
In attendance by invitation:  
 
• Mr Montyn (Cabinet Member for Highways and Transport) 
 
Apologies for absence were received from:  
 
• Dr Dennis 
• Mr Tyler 
 
Absent 
 
• Mr R Oakley 
 
Mr J Rogers (Vice Chairman) took the Chair till the Chairman arrived at 10.40 
 
Declarations of Interest 
 
30. In accordance with the Code of Conduct, the following personal interests 
were declared: - 
 
• Mr Whittington in respect of item 4 (Response to Consultation on a Development 

Consent Order for the Rampion Offshore Wind Farm) as Chairman of the Rights 
of Way Committee 

• Mrs Brunsdon in respect of item 4 (Response to Consultation on a Development 
Consent Order for the Rampion Offshore Wind Farm) as Chairman of the 
Planning Committee 

 
Minutes 
 
31. Resolved – That the minutes of the Environmental & Community Services 
Select Committee meeting held on 12 June 2013 be approved as a correct record 
and that they be signed by the Chairman. 
 
Response to Consultation on a Development Consent Order for the 
Rampion Offshore Wind Farm 
 
32. The Committee considered a report and presentation by the Director of 
Communities Commissioning and Strategic Planning Manager, and a presentation 
by E.ON (copies appended to the signed minutes). 
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33. Chris Tomlinson, Rampion Development Manager, gave the E.ON 
presentation highlighting the following points: 
 
• The wind farm would produce sufficient electrical power for two thirds of all 

Sussex households 
• Cable would run inshore to a new substation at Bolney, as this was the closest 

location with sufficiently high voltage capacity to transfer power to the national 
grid  

• The cable route chosen in consultation with Worthing Borough Council was the 
least intrusive possible, and avoided the need for compulsory purchases 

• The 60% support rate arising from the public consultation was unique, as 
consultations on wind farms typically only attained around 25% support 

• Constructive feedback from the consultation had led to project improvements 
• The main concerns from the consultation were over coastal views, fishing, wave 

height, the marine environment, size and location of the onshore substation – 
underground cables were supported 

• The number of turbines, size of offshore site, cable corridor and substation had 
all been reduced as a result of the consultation without affecting capacity -  
other mitigations included cables avoiding sensitive areas 

• The anchorage site at Shoreham Harbour would be avoided 
 
34.  Mike Elkington, Strategic Planning Manager, gave a presentation covering the 
Council’s response to the consultation highlighting the following points: 
 
• The Local Impact Report (LIR) being prepared by the Council in conjunction 

with Horsham District Council, Mid Sussex District Council, Adur District Council 
and Worthing Borough Council would help the Planning Inspectorate make a 
recommendation to the Secretary of State about whether consent should be 
given  for the wind farm to go ahead 

• The South Downs National Park Authority was producing its own LIR 
• If the project went ahead, the Council would be willing to be a Relevant 

Authority, if the cost of this was borne by E.ON – the Council would continue to 
negotiate to resolve outstanding issues - Adur District Council would lead on 
issues relating to Shoreham Harbour 

• Key issues identified by the Council were; limited provision of enhancements 
and lack of information around, e.g. transport impacts 

 
35.   Peter Griffiths, local member for Hurstpierpoint and Bolney, spoke to the 
Committee making the following points: - 
 
• Although there had been consultation with Twineham Parish Council, it was felt 

by local people that E.ON was just going through the motions  
• Mitigation measures should be agreed before the substation design is finalised 
• Benefits to communities were mentioned, but not compensation for those 

people whose properties would be blighted by the building of the substation 
• Compensation could be in the form of cheap fuel deals 
• Changes to reduce the forecast traffic impact and the reduction in area size of 

the substation were welcomed, and queried if even more could be done and 
whether substation buildings be even further to the west and be dug into the 
ground 

• The importance of minimising noise pollution was stressed; he suggested using 
bunds as had been effectively used at local industry plant 
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36. Summary of responses to Members’ questions and comments: 
 
• E.ON regularly emailed information to 2,000 stakeholders - flyers had been 

delivered to 390,000 households in the affected area, 40 – 50 adverts had been 
placed in over 20 newspapers, information had been put on various websites, 
there had been items on local news programmes and local authorities had been 
consulted 

• 1,500 responses to the consultation compared favourably with other similar 
consultations 

• Until the design of the substation had been finalised, it was not possible to 
know if the area required could be reduced further, but screening would mean 
that underground buildings were not required 

• E.ON would work with communities to make the long term effects as minimal as 
possible including improving traffic management, but the final design 
specification of the substation would need to be known first 

• The Environmental Statement included a chapter on which possible alternative 
cable routes had been considered 

• E.ON was confident that its estimation of the amount of power that would be 
produced was as accurate as possible 

• Scarring of land by the cable route would be avoided as it was mainly 
agricultural land that would be affected – indigenous plants would be replaced 
and tailored methods would be used to avoid sites of specific interest 

• E.ON was committed to a Community Benefits Strategy and would work with 
the Council and a project liaison group to develop this 

• Horizontal directional drilling would mean that cables could be laid under roads 
without interrupting traffic 

• The intention was to recruit locally for jobs created both directly by the project 
and in the supply chain 

• E.ON would support the creation of a visitor centre and be involved in raising 
awareness of alternative energy supplies through local schools 

• Local Members would be kept informed of development of the project 
• The Council could raise the issue of compensation in the LIR, but this would be 

decided by the Secretary of State 
• The Committee felt that  
 the project represented an exciting clean energy development which could 

provide secure and sustainable power for many homes in Sussex, creating 
local jobs, decreasing carbon emissions and boosting the county’s reputation 
as a place for investment in green industries, but 

• the scarcity of information available with regard to turbine types or locations 
of offshore cables, substations and turbines meant that the Committee had a 
number of concerns with the proposal 

 
37.  Resolved – That the Committee requests the Cabinet Member to consider the 
following views in the Council’s response to the consultation: - 
 

i. E.ON continues to improve engagement with affected local communities 
 

ii. E.ON extends the response period to twelve weeks 
 
iii. As much work as possible is done to reduce the visual impact of the Bolney 

substation 
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iv. That more work is done to consider the need for adequate compensation to 
individuals, communities and businesses affected by the proposed development 
– E.ON to consider a more comprehensive approach that looks at the on land 
wind farm approach which was £5,000 per megawatt of installed capacity for 
the lifetime of the project being given to the community that it is going to have 
an effect on 

 
v. In considering the definition of affected individuals, communities and 

businesses, this definition is not applied too narrowly 
 
vi. The re-planting requirement be ten years and that the mitigation standards 

focus on a maximum, not a minimum standard in that regard 
 
vii. E.ON works with the County Council on improving education on climate change 

in schools 
 
Strategic Transport Investment Programme – Approval of Prioritised 
Schemes 
 
38. The Committee considered a report and presentation by the Director of 
Communities Commissioning and Strategic Planning Manager (copies appended to 
the signed minutes) which were introduced by Mike Elkington, Strategic Planning 
Manager, who highlighted the following points: - 
 
• The Strategic Transport Investment Programme (STIP) was a new initiative 

replacing previous ad hoc arrangements 
• Significant investment was needed in order to get external funding – the 

Council had missed out in the past because schemes were not ready in time 
• The Council was competing with Brighton & Hove City Council and Surrey 

County Council for the Government funding for local major transport schemes 
• 50 possible schemes had been identified from a number of sources including the 

County Local Committees’ infrastructure planning work 
• Four assessment criteria were taken from the objectives of the Local Transport 

Plan supplemented by criteria dealing with external funding and deliverability 
• Prioritisation was guided by the assessment criteria 
 
39. Summary of responses to Members’ questions and comments: - 
 
• Priorities may be subject to local/neighbourhood plans, depending on the stage 

of development of the plans 
• The list was based on current information and would grow and be flexible  to 

respond to emerging/changing projects – schemes could be added, or dropped 
if not deliverable 

• There had not been broad consultation as the programme was driven by the 
Local Transport Board timetable that required priority schemes to be submitted 
by the end of July – in future years there would be time for wider consultation 
as the STIP was rolled-forward and  as specific schemes were developed and 
implemented 

• Sustrans and West Sussex Cycling Forae were statutory consultees and would 
be consulted on relevant schemes 

• Projects could be delayed in progressing if not ready at times dictated by higher 
authorities, hence the introduction of the STIP to make sure the right schemes 
would be ready for delivery instead of just the most straight forward schemes 
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• The effect of the Community Infrastructure Levy on schemes was not yet known 
 
40. Resolved – That the Committee supports 
 

i. the process that has been used to assess the strategic schemes 
 

ii. how the process has been applied to identify the suggested priorities for 
investment 

 
Forward Plan of Key Decisions 
 
42. The Committee considered extracts from the Forward Plan for August to 
November and had no comments to make. 
 
43. Resolved – That the Committee notes the Forward Plan. 
 
Date of Next Meeting 
 
44. The next meeting of the Committee will be on 25 September at 10.30am in 
County Hall, Chichester. Items likely to be on the agenda include: 
 
• Review of the Integrated Parking Strategy 
• Procurement Process for Substance Misuse Treatment Services 
• Flood Risk Management Strategy 
 
The meeting ended at 12.43pm 
 
 
 
 
 
Chairman. 
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