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Atlantic Array wind farm off Gower coast 
Suggestions for Relevant Representations 

Rhossili Working Group (also colloquially known as The Fan Club), came together to provide analysis 
and insight to Rhossili Community Council about the proposed Atlantic Array wind farm 
development in the Bristol Channel.  It has challenged the developer, RWE, during pre-application 
public consultation and continues to bring matters to their attention.  It has raised awareness of the 
proposals to local people and to thousands of Gower visitors, and has interacted with other groups 
who are opposed to this development. 

The group set about delving into the detailed documents put forward during consultation by RWE.  It 
examined source materials used, and compared them to other available sources to consider the 
balance and accuracy of RWE’s assessments.  Wherever the group found deficiencies or 
discrepancies it has further researched the topics in order to raise them with the developer and the 
Planning Inspectorate. 

RWE’s application for a Development Consent Order is moving through the national planning process 
now.  If you have comments or concerns about RWE’s proposals for the Atlantic Array, it is important 
that you register as an Interested Party before 16 September 2013.  Outline the issues that concern 
you – if accepted, these will become Relevant Representations (RRs).  RRs must be 500 words or less, 
and may concern a single or several issues.  If many people raise issues this should carry weight as 
public opinion.  There were only 212 responses at the last wind farm application – can we beat this? 

The Planning Inspectorate prepares the 6-month Examination agenda based on RRs.  It is not 
necessary to appear in person at the Examination unless you want to, but there is opportunity to 
write more detail later. 

Rhossili Working Group has identified a number of areas of concern, which have been notified to the 
developer and Planning Inspectorate already and will be submitted as Relevant Representations.  
Other groups have also raised concerns during RWE’s consultation, including National Trust, Rhossili 
Community Council, City & County of Swansea and groups in Devon.  

You may wish to consider these and any other issues, and write about them in your own words. 
There is more detail on our website www.NoAtlanticArray.org .  

 

Suggestions for Relevant Representations 

1. Location in this sensitive area needs to be justified 
It was a requirement that the location of the Array be justified in terms of its location in the middle 
of areas of nationally designated significance: Exmoor National Park, Pembrokeshire National Park, 
Gower AONB, North Devon AONB, Lundy Marine Conservation Zone, UNESCO designated North 
Devon Biosphere Site.  Adequate justification was not provided in the developer’s Draft 
Environmental Statement and public consultation. 
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2. Size of Array is out of proportion with surrounding area 
The scale of this development is out of proportion in this location in a narrowing estuary; up to 240 
turbines, 5 meteorological stations and 4 offshore substations, up to 220 metres high, covering an 
area of 200 sq. km. with a visual angle of 47º.  By contrast, Gower itself is 140 sq. km. with its highest 
point 193 metres. 
 
3. Adverse visual impact 
The visual intrusion of this industrial development will blight the seascapes from both sides of the 
Bristol Channel. In a 2013 TripAdvisor poll of the best coastal beauty spots in the world, Rhossili was 
voted 10th and Woolacombe 25th. In a Jacob’s Creek poll, the views from Rhossili were voted 11th 
best in the world. Sunsets from Rhossili are said to be the 7th most photographed in the world. This is 
an iconic landscape and seascape which will be destroyed.  
 
4. Loss of dark skies 
The night skies from south-west Gower give uninterrupted views over the whole southern, south-
western and western skies. On the seascape, the Hartland Light at Hartland Point can be seen – 60 
km away. The Array would industrialise this nightscape with navigation lights and the lights of the 
associated platforms.  
 
5. Inadequate assessment of the impact on tourism 
The IPC Scoping Opinion recommended an assessment of the effects on Tourism in the surrounding 
coastal areas. RWE initially withdrew reliance on its own survey but has now reinstated this devalued 
report. 
 
6. Adverse impact on the tourism economy of whole region 
The tourist economy of Gower and Swansea was estimated at £335m for 2011, and for the wider 
South West Wales area as £1.35bn. This economy is growing and following the TripAdvisor poll, 
website hits for Rhossili increased by 5980%. This is at risk: a report to the Scottish Government in 
2012 stated that tourists would actively avoid areas with turbines in favour of areas without.  
 
7. Over-estimation of expected power output  
RWE’s claims of power to be generated by the Array are not supported by detail in the Draft 
Environmental Statement.  A recent analysis of the likely output, based on records of wind power 
already being supplied to the National Grid, suggest a substantial over-estimation by the developers. 
[RWE have been challenged to show the detail of their calculations.] 
 
8. Continuing adverse effects due to an 11 year phased construction 
A phased construction timetable has been suggested by the developers which would comprise three 
two-year construction periods spread over eleven years. This would mean continuing adverse effects 
on visual intrusion, noise, tourism and all aspects of wildlife.  
 
9. Adverse effect on birds 
There could be an adverse effect on bird populations, especially including those with migratory 
routes at the site of the Array. Many of these are EU listed protected species. 
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10. Adverse effect on fish 
There could be adverse effects on fish populations, including those with migratory routes at the site 
of the Array. Many of these are EU listed species with endangered stocks such as Allis Shad and 
Twaite Shad. The Bristol Channel is also the breeding ground of the sand eel, already under pressure 
in our seas and an important species in the feeding requirements of both birds and marine 
mammals. 
 
11. Adverse effect on EU protected harbour porpoise 
Construction of the Array could have a potentially catastrophic effect on the local population of 
harbour porpoise. This is a European protected species which has a significant breeding population 
situated in Swansea Bay and with the Outer Bristol Channel its feeding and social grounds. The noise 
of construction would be devastating to the sensitive porpoise eco-location and could create a 
barrier between feeding and breeding grounds.  Unless appropriate licences are granted it is a 
criminal offence in UK and EU law to disturb the habitat of a protected species. 
 
If an eleven-year phased construction is adopted, this is the life span of a harbour porpoise, resulting 
in a possible generational loss of memory. 
 
According to the European Habitats Directive 1992, the Outer Bristol Channel should already be 
declared a draft Special Area of Conservation (SAC) for the harbour porpoise.  The UK Government 
has been challenged by the European Commission on this issue.  E.ON has withheld an important 
scientific report (Pierpoint 2008a) which details the activities of the harbour porpoise at Scarweather 
Sands in Swansea Bay.  E.ON has allowed RWE to use this report, but it is not available for public 
scrutiny.   
 
12. Unknown effect on protected bats 
Bats have been recently photographed on Lundy. A local expert has suggested that it is very likely 
that migration takes place between North Devon and South Wales, but that it is notoriously difficult 
to do the research. There has been no assessment at all of the impact of the Array on migrating bat 
populations. 
 
13. Distortion of the democratic process* 
City and County of Swansea (CCS), and people of Swansea and Gower were not given any 
representation at first stage of the planning process, even though they are at least as affected as the 
local authorities identified in s43 (e.g. Dorset and Torquay!). 
 
14. Democratic process was based on unchallengeable assertions* 
The s42 local authority consultation and second public consultation in summer 2012 was predicated 
on the Draft Environmental Statement. The Planning Inspectorate states that this document has no 
legal status yet it is the main body of work on which opinion has been formed. 
 
*Note: Criticism of the process may not be accepted as an RR. 
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15. Inadequacies of the developer’s pre-application consultation 
There were inadequacies, omissions and misleading information in the developer’s Draft 
Environmental Statement. These were reported to the developer and to the Planning Inspectorate, 
but were excluded from the Adequacy of Consultation inspection because there was no channel for 
inclusion at the acceptance stage. 
 
These inadequacies remain relevant in their entirety in terms of inadequate or misleading 
information put out in the Draft Environmental Statement for public and local authority consultation. 
Many of these issues may still be applicable in the final proposals submitted by the developer and 
will need to be tested. 
 
A. Non-compliance with Rochdale Envelope procedure: Photomontages 
Photomontages presented at 2012 roadshow and authority exhibitions used only the 5MW turbines 
and not a worst-case scenario of 8MW turbines as would seem to be required in Rochdale Envelope 
procedure. [The RWE representative attending the Rhossili roadshow stated that he had used only 
the 5MW turbines in the photomontages portraying the revised 2012 layout.] 

 
B. Non-compliance with Rochdale Envelope procedure: Phased timetable 
In the 2012 consultation and in nearly the whole of the Draft Environmental Statement, the potential 
adverse effects of a phased eleven-year construction timetable are not discussed or assessed. 
 
C. Material not in the public domain 
The Draft Environmental Statement included material from a report (Pierpoint 2008a) not in the 
public domain, yet this report presents important information about EU protected marine mammals 
and ought to be available for public scrutiny. 
 
D. Inappropriate presentation of material: Maps 
The Draft Environment Statement presented CCW maps which had been ‘redrawn’ so that important 
information concerning EU protected species is obscured. 

 
E. Inappropriate conclusions: Marine Mammals 
The Array could have significant adverse effects on a local population of EU protected harbour 
porpoise for possibly eleven years. In our opinion several adverse effects have been inadequately 
considered resulting in under-estimated conclusions. 
 
F. Conclusions not supported by evidence: Tourism 
The IPC Scoping Opinion recommended an assessment of the effects on Tourism in the surrounding 
coastal areas. RWE initially withdrew reliance on its commissioned ICM survey in November 2012 
but this will have informed opinion during consultation. 
 
G. Inappropriate conclusions: Adverse impact on seascapes and landscapes 
It was a requirement that the location of the Array be justified. In our opinion the siting of the Array 
in this location has not been justified. 
 
H. Inadequate supporting information: Power output 
The claims of power to be produced by the Array are not supported by detail. Records of power 
supplied to the National Grid suggest an over-estimation of expected output from the Array. 


