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Agenda Item 4
Cabinet – 8 September 2020 - Public Questions
Public Question submitted by Mr Harry Nix:
Will you include our proposals into the LCWIP to improve St Pancras, Chichester for cyclists
and pedestrians, given there is local support for this initiative?
Response from Cllr Penny Plant:
Thank you for your question. CDC will, subject to today’s Cabinet resolution, go out to public
consultation on its draft for consultation LCWIP. The LCWIP has been designed to accord
with, but not overlap, existing plans for the local highway network. These have in the main
been brought forward by West Sussex County Council as the local Highway Authority and are
namely the Sustainable Transport Package and the Local Transport Improvement Programme.
Whilst the LCWIP consultation is aimed at consulting on what is included in the consultation
draft LCWIP rather than new ideas, we will treat your question as an early consultation
response. As such we will forward your suggestion to WSCC Highways with any other new
ideas that arise as consultation responses such that they can comment on the merit, or
otherwise, of any such proposals at that time. We will then consider whether to amend the
LCWIP prior to its adoption.
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Public Question submitted by Mr T Broughton:
It is pleasing to read in the ‘Draft Climate Emergency Detailed Action Plan’ that the truth
about how the Chichester District can become net zero is becoming plain to see; especially
with regard to the sector ‘Energy Supply’. However, the way that this data is presented is
hard to understand. MWh/ha is not tangible. The area of the District is 78600ha, so
presenting the data in MWh is much easier to understand. Better still is to present, in
addition, the number of wind turbines required and area of solar. For example, using the data
presented in the Action Plan and industry standard components, this would mean the
following would need to be installed by 2030:
150GWh of large-scale wind or 27 large turbines;
and 204GWh of small-scale wind or 3900 small-scale wind turbines;
and 16GWh large scale solar or 23ha. (Although note that there is already 68GWh
(98ha) of large scale solar in the Chichester District!)
In conclusion, a pathway to net zero is needed so using a modelling tool like
SCATTER to generate this pathway is desirable, but could the information presented
in the Action Plan please be done so in a more understandable manner?
Additionally, it is disappointing that the Action Plan states: ‘Establish a renewable
energy generation working group when time resources permit.’ In order to meet the
target of renewable energy installations by 2030 will require a working group to start
work immediately. Especially as the local Distribution Network Operator, SSEN, are
currently working on their plans for 2023-2028 now, including the development of
Local Area Energy Plans.
Response from Cllr Penny Plant:
SCATTER is a modelling tool designed to assist local authorities. It estimates the greenhouse
gas emissions for individual local authorities and then models the effect of different measures
to reduce those emissions. Local authorities can select from a pre-set list of measures. While it
is designed to help local authorities map a pathway to net zero by 2050, you can use the data
to see how to reach other targets, such as the one for Chichester district.
SCATTER saves individual local authorities months of highly technical work and enables them
to quickly see the challenges we face. However, as the climate emergency action plan flags, it
does not fully capture local circumstances, so the output given in the supporting technical
information section must be seen as indicative rather than being specific steps that we need to
take as a district. So it must be seen as a starting point rather than a fully formed and locally
specific set of actions.
SCATTER was produced by a consultancy called Anthesis, funded by the UK government’s
Department for Energy and Industrial Strategy. However, the project is now closed and the
methodology behind SCATTER is not open source. This again underlines the point about
seeing it as a tool to inform the plan, rather than a ready-made plan.
I agree that describing some of the measures from SCATTER in terms of the number of typical
wind turbines etc. makes it easier to understand the scale of action required and I think the
work you have done on that is very helpful – and in itself demonstrates the partnership
approach that we need in the district to meet the challenge ahead of us. So thank you.
On the renewable energy working group, in light of this information about the network operator
and subject to consideration by Cabinet today, we can re-assess the order given to starting up
groups or engaging with existing groups and projects on greenhouse gas mitigation issues.
However, we would always aim to support others in the district that can move faster on specific
projects where those projects aligning with CDC policies.
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Public Question submitted by Ms L Withers:
My question references the agenda item on approval of the Draft Climate Emergency Action
for public consultation. The public consultation on this critical plan represents a first and
fantastic opportunity to build widespread public awareness that the CDC has declared a
climate emergency and why it has done so, and also to begin the process of engaging as
many people as possible in agreeing and acting on the measures that must urgently be
taken at district level to help avert or, at least minimise, the effects of the impending climate
and ecological crisis.
Other councils have recognised that to be successful climate emergency strategies must be
community owned and that the views of local people must be central to the work that shapes
it. Lewes DC, for example, is currently running a three-month program of stakeholder
engagement on its draft plans using facilitated discussions on strategic areas to support
active, informed reflection and input that will help shape its final plan. Other councils are
holding Citizens’ Assemblies involving dozens of representatives from their communities to
guide and support their actions on the crisis.
How will CDC ensure that: a) the public consultation on its Draft Action Plan will reach
beyond the “usual suspects” to include as many and as diverse as possible crosssection of the community; b) that people are supported and empowered to give their
views on an issue on which many of us do not have specialist or technical expertise;
c) that the input from the consultation will be reflected in the final plan; and d) that the
outcomes of the consultation will also be used to inform and, if necessary, refine
CDC’s COVID-19 Recovery Plan and Future Services Framework so that it reflects and
reinforces agreed actions to respond to the climate emergency?
Response from Cllr Penny Plant:
Thank you for your question. It’s really important to us that we involve residents, businesses
and other organisations in this critical project and we will be encouraging as many as
possible to take part in our consultation.
Should the draft Climate Emergency Action Plan report be approved in today’s meeting, we
will be launching our consultation on the 25 September and inviting people to have their say
on it.
We have developed a comprehensive consultation plan, outlining how we will engage with
people. As with all of our consultations, we will be in touch with our Let’s Talk Panel
members to make them aware of the consultation. People can sign up to the Let’s Talk
Panel on our website. The panel is made up of almost 600 members who have opted to be
notified of new consultations.
A key part of our consultation will involve engaging with partners, such as environmental
groups, local community groups, parish councils and businesses, and gathering as much
feedback as possible.
We will also be promoting the consultation in a range of other ways. We will ask our partners
to help us spread the word that it is taking place, including parish councils, residents
associations and business associations. There will also be advertising banners and news
articles on our website; updates to local media organisations; information in our email
newsletter; posters in key locations; and, we will encourage our staff to promote the
consultation when they speak to members of the public.
We have developed a consultation web page where people can view the plan and find out
about the importance of this work, including: what has been done so far in this area; the
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purpose of the action plan; and, how people can get involved. As part of this, we have
created a set of frequently asked questions to add background information and context. The
consultation will include a survey will be easy to complete.
The consultation will be used to develop the action plan which will then return to
Environment Panel and later to this Cabinet.
The action plan has two parts to it: firstly, what CDC is doing to reduce its own greenhouse
gas emissions and secondly, how CDC can bring together individuals and organisations in
the district together to develop projects to tackle the area’s emissions. We are propose that
working groups made up of organisations in the district work together to develop practical
solutions to reduce emissions and to have a public information campaign focussed on
behaviour change.
We are also proposing another engagement route which directly addresses the concerns
raised about involving people from all sectors of our district and how to promote engagement
on this issue which has scientific and technical dimensions to it. We therefore propose
holding a Citizens’ Jury made up of a dozen or so people who will reflect the demographic
profile of people in the district. They will not be drawn from environmental groups
necessarily. Instead they will be requested to participate on the basis of their characteristics
e.g. age, income, ethnicity, working/caring responsibilities. These jurors will be able to
question experts on climate change over 2-3 days, allowing them to make informed
recommendations to the council on the development of the Climate Emergency Action Plan.
In terms of the Covid 19 Recovery Plan, this is a short-term plan to aid recovery over the
next 12 months. The various environmental strategies are long term priority areas for the
Council. The Climate Change Action Plan will be a “live” document evolving over time and
therefore the outcomes of the above consultation exercises and any future ones, will
continue to shape the policies.
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Public Question submitted by Dr K McNicol:
Action 10
In regards to minimising emissions and achieving high levels of energy efficiency from new
housing.
What levels are you aiming for?
What factors will influence the levels you are trying to achieve?
Why has the submission been delayed from 2020. to 2021?
Action 18
Are the Strategic Wildlife Corridors currently protected or can they be destroyed before the
implementation of habitat improvements projects in October 2022- March 2026?
Response from Cllr Penny Plant:
Thank you for your question. On Action 10, we are aiming for the highest levels of energy
efficiency and renewable energy provision that do not prevent new development being
economically viable. This assessment takes into account the viability impact of other
policies in the local plan, for example the provision of affordable housing, transport and
educational infrastructure. The preferred approach draft of the Local Plan review proposed a
policy requirement of a 19% improvement on current building regulations and an additional
10% renewable energy generation requirement on top of that. Should the work currently
underway on the overall viability assessment show that even higher standards are possible
then we will give serious consideration to that.
However, the government has consulted on the proposed Future Homes Standard and
currently on the Planning White Paper. Both of these propose a much more centralised
approach to construction standards, based around the Building Regulations. Should such
changes be introduced then the Local Plan Review will have to change to be in conformity
with them. This is the major unknown factor that is likely to influence the final plan policy.
The submission of the Local Plan Review has been delayed in order to allow for further work
on land availability and development constraints (for example the A27 and nutrient inputs to
the harbours) needed to inform a robust development strategy.
On Action 18, the plan policy specifically on Wildlife Corridors carries little weight as yet, and
depends on the overall timetable for plan submission and examination. The survey and
other evidence gathered so far does help protect the proposed corridors from inappropriate
development as existing general biodiversity policy and guidance can be used more robustly
where strong site specific evidence of ecological value exists. The environment team are
working closely with Development Management on any applications that may affect
proposed corridors to minimise or avoid any potential impacts.
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Public Question submitted by Rhiannon Parry Thompson:
My question references the agenda item on approval of the Draft Climate Emergency Action
for public consultation.
There is, presently, no specific reference in the Draft Action Plan to the role of Trade Unions
with regard to consultation, engagement and implementation.
Trade Unions are often on the front line of the climate and ecological crisis; climate crisis
mitigation and adaptation policies to decarbonise will affect workers directly.
Trade Unions have a proven ability to deliver progressive change on working conditions,
health and safety, and equality and are at the forefront of climate action: fire fighters dealing
with devastating impacts from floods to fires; manufacturing workers forging ahead with the
technology to build more electric vehicles; teachers climate-proofing the curricula; other
public sector workers working to decarbonise their operations. The TUC, and individual trade
unions are developing robust green recovery plans and policies.
Building the recovery from Covid-19 represents a once in a generation challenge and is an
opportunity to take the urgent action needed to build a greener and fairer economy that
protects jobs, health and planet. Trade unionists, with the other stake holders referenced in
the draft plan, will be the catalyst for achieving a greener, fairer recovery and a pathway to a
net-zero Chichester.
My question, therefore, is this: Will the Action Plan ensure that the voice of CDC trade union
branches and the Chichester Trades Council is heard in the Action Plan? Will officers and
councillors actively engage with the trade union movement in Chichester as part of stake
holder engagement and, ultimately, in the implementation of the Plan?
Response from Cllr Penny Plant:
The response to the previous question about public consultation and engagement is also
relevant to this question, but rather then repeat the information already given, I would
emphasise that the proposed technical working groups present the major opportunities for
trade unions to become involved in the implementation of the plan alongside employers and
community groups. We would welcome all efforts by trade unions branches locally to
respond to the consultation and to encourage their members to respond to it as well. Where
actions will involve CDC staff – for example a revised Staff Travel Plan, we will be consulting
with the Chichester District branch of Unison.
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