VATTENFALL: Norfolk Vanguard
Please find below the text of the oral representation made by Alison Shaw on behalf of Oulton Parish Council at the Open Floor Hearing in Dereham on 24th April 2019.

Oulton Parish Council: text of oral submission at the Open Floor Hearing on April 24th 2019
Oulton Parish Council (OPC) has submitted written representations to every Deadline throughout the Examination processes for both the wind farm projects of Orsted and Vattenfall. We have also attended many Hearings.
 Sadly, we are now much more alarmed at the end of this process than we were at the beginning.   
 In its closing remarks to the Examining Authority for Hornsea Project Three, Oulton Parish Council reiterated its support for the offshore wind farm but suggested that, in view of the severe adverse impacts of the onshore cabling, a design alternative for that part of the project should be considered – that of connecting this and all other offshore wind farms to the national grid via an offshore ring main – an ORM.
 OPC is now concerned that the Examining Authority for Norfolk Vanguard is unlikely to be aware of the remarkable degree of support that this design alternative has gathered over the past six months, as the Examination has uncovered the real scale of the impacts of this proposal on the natural environment and the communities of Norfolk.
 On 18th February 2019, Oulton Parish Council sent a letter to five rural Norfolk MPs. The letter outlined the problem, suggested the solution of an ORM, and exhorted the MPs to approach the Secretary of State to request a re-consideration of the grid connection arrangements for these projects. This letter will be attached to our written submission at Deadline 7 (Appendix 1), but we draw the Panel’s attention now to the fact that this letter was co-signed by:
       23 Parish Councils along the whole length of the cable corridors for both projects;
       Norfolk County Councillors;
       action groups;
       landowners and farm managers; 
       and the CPRE. 
George Freeman MP responded immediately and, on 11th March, conducted a debate in parliament on this very issue. The Minister from BEIS who responded commented that: “it is absolutely right that…we now consider the potential to connect adjacent projects offshore, linking them up…as a ring main.” 
Keith Simpson MP forwarded the letter of 18th February to the Senior Development Managers of both projects, for their comments.
 Stuart Livesey of Orsted replied:
 "The letter raises the possibility of a more strategic approach with regards to the transmission grid….This is certainly an interesting concept and one that deserves further consideration. 
(However…) The current regulatory framework requires the wind farm developer to work with National Grid……….”
Ruari Lean from Vattenfall replied on 15th April:
 “Government and the offshore wind industry have acknowledged…that there is a case for co-ordinated offshore wind grid development as our sector continues to grow in the UK….[but]… we must work within the constraints of the current regulatory framework”.
And so we learn that these developers are constrained by the current regime to dig up Norfolk whether they want to or not, in order to connect to the national grid.
It should be noted that, because of the considerable time saved – in years – by not having to construct lengthy onshore cable corridors, the projects are unlikely to suffer much delay while an ORM is installed.  
 To summarise:
       the Senior Development Managers for both projects are not averse to the concept of an ORM; 
       the Minister at the Dept. for BEIS considers an ORM to be the right next step; 
       the Norfolk MPs, many county and district councillors and Parish Councils all along the cable routes now see an ORM as the only solution; 
       and the residents are absolutely desperate for it. 
 So what is standing in its way?
 Only the government can intervene in this situation to promote discussions between government, National Grid, and the developers, regarding an ORM.
  The current situation is a regulatory stalemate that will otherwise result in the environmental devastation that we are about to see unleashed on the whole of rural Norfolk by Orsted and Vattenfall.
 Although this design alternative was submitted early on in this Examination process, it would appear that it has not yet been given serious consideration. There are obvious reasons why this might be the case.
 It is, of course, an axiom of the planning process that it is only ever able to consider “the application that is put in front of it.”  The Panels for both these wind farm Examinations have, however, rightly interpreted their remit on this occasion to include also an assessment of the cumulative impact of the other major project currently going through the planning process. We have greatly appreciated the approach of the Panels in their forensic examination of the combined impacts of these projects on onshore communities.
 Because of the need for a national transition to renewable energy, many more of these projects will be asking for consent to dig up East Anglia in the very near future.
 We fully understand that it is not within the remit or the gift of the Examining Authority to enable the construction of an offshore ring main. However, the ExA is uniquely placed to recommend to the Secretary of State an active consideration of such a solution to the many and intractable problems generated onshore by the current grid connection arrangements.
Exceptional times call for exceptional measures.
 At a time of global crisis over the impacts of climate change, it is appropriate to consider accepting sacrifice. However, it seems unreasonable to require Norfolk to bear the brunt of an entirely unnecessary sacrifice, simply for the lack of strategic central planning.
 There is a better  - and a much ‘greener’ - way of doing this.

Alison Shaw
Oulton Parish Council
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