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National Grid could cause unnecessary disruption to Suffolk communities

Suffolk County Council remains concerned at the lack of coordination between huge energy projects
which would affect coastal communities in Suffolk.

In particular, the council believes National Grid should be taking more collective responsibility for its
projects, such as with the Sea Link and LionLink schemes. If left unchallenged, these projects could
have a significant impact on Suffolk communities.

Sea Link is a proposal for the development of a new 2 gigawatt electricity connection, approximately
140km in length and predominately offshore.

LionLink aims to connect multiple offshore wind farms in the North Sea, instead of individual wind
farms connecting one-by-one to the shore.

Councillor Richard Rout, Suffolk County Council’s Deputy Leader and Cabinet Member for Finance
and Environment, said:

“The east coast of Suffolk is seeing a continual stream of proposed energy projects. It’s therefore essential
that where they proceed, they are coordinated, and our communities are treated fairly.

“For example, the Sea Link and LionLink projects both propose to connect to the same converter station
site near Saxmundham. Yet they do not currently share a proposed landing point or cable route to the
converter station site. So as it stands, we would see two lots of disruption for essentially the same goal.

“While the Sea Link team has worked hard to enable their scheme to coordinate with other projects, their
colleagues working on the Lion Link proposals have utterly failed. If these projects are to go ahead - and
we do have wider concerns - then it’s essential they share a landing point and cable corridor to minimise
their impacts."

These are points which will be presented at the council’s Cabinet meeting on 12 December, as it
looks to formalise its response to the current Sea Link consultation, which closes on 18 December.

The council’s response will explain that the two projects must share the landing point and cable
route and that National Grid Group must coordinate the projects of its subsidiaries so that the
projects can be consented to at the same time and be fully coordinated.

Also, if agreed at the Cabinet meeting, Cllr Rout will write to both the National Grid Group and the
Department for Energy Security and Net Zero, asking them to align both the Sea Link and LionLink
projects. It will be requested that should the projects apply for Development Consent Orders, the
Planning Inspectorate considers both projects simultaneously, using a single panel of examiners, so
there is co-ordination.



Clir Rout continues:

“The council has long been calling for an offshore approach to manage as much of the energy transmission
as possible. It's important to note that one of the key alternatives to the Sealink project, would mean more
pylons across Suffolk - something which we utterly oppose.

“I can’t see how National Grid can be a genuine leader in delivering Net Zero infrastructure unless it
improves harmonisation across its projects. It would be wholly unacceptable for the technicalities of
different branches of National Grid, or for the regulator Ofgem, to stand in the way of effective
coordination.”

Residents and businesses still have the opportunity to have their say on the Sea Link proposals, the
non-statutory consultation closes on 18 December.

Beware the five scams of Christmas and New Year, warn Trading Standards

While shoppers look to snap up a bargain Suffolk Trading Standards is urging them to take a few
simple steps to avoid being ripped off. Fake websites, scam texts and bogus competitions are just
some of the tactics fraudsters use.

The advice is to be wary of offers that look too good to be true and try to stick with reputable websites
that you recognise and trust and be suspicious of requests to make a bank transfer and ensure you
research any individual or businesses requesting financial or personal details. Many scams can appear
very plausible, and all too often innocent people fall prey to them. It is worth taking a few moments to
think and assess before going ahead and parting with your money.

The five scams to look out for over Christmas and New Year are: -

1. Scam delivery texts and emails — You may get an email or text message saying your package
has been delayed and it asks you to click on a link to track its status. This link could lead you
to a phishing site that steals your personal information. Malicious texts are where someone
clicks on a link and provides information, they may then get a phone call from someone
claiming to be from their bank who offers to help safeguard funds by trying to convince
someone to transfer money into a bogus 'safe account'. Forward suspicious text messages to
7726 and send scam emails to report@phishing.gov.uk

2. Fake and copy-cat websites - The holiday season brings endless emails offering deals, sales,
and bargains. Some lead to look-alike websites that trick people into downloading malware,
making non-existent purchases, and sharing private information. Authenticate a website by
checking the address is spelt correctly. Ideally, type it in rather than clicking on a link, or go
to getsafeonline.org/checkawebsite

3. Bogus charities - Only donate to trusted, well-known charities. Before giving, check the
charity’s name and registration number. You can verify this at the Charity Commission’s
website at charitycommission.gov.uk

4. Gift Card scams - Fraudsters impersonate one of your email contacts to ask you to buy a gift
card for them as a favour. They will typically say they need help buying it as a present as
they are too ill, too busy or have an issue with their payment card. The scammer then asks
you to share the serial numbers of gift cards to steal the value purchased. If you receive an
email asking for personal information or any form of financial help, call that friend or family
member on a trusted number and let them know their account may have been hacked
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5. Fake social media contests, giveaways, and bogus sellers - Social media platforms are full of
bargains but are also where scammers lie in wait with too-good-to-be-true offers. Fraudsters
set up fake pages with offers to catch your eye and encourage you to share. These are
designed to "pharm" any personal information that you have publicly available on your
profile. Search for the official page to see if an offer or giveaway is legitimate.

Anyone losing money to fraud should contact their bank immediately and report it to Action Fraud
on 0300 123 20 40 or at www.actionfraud.police.uk

Suffolk Trading Standards can be contacted via the Citizens Advice Consumer Helpline on 0808 223
1133. For a weekly email from Suffolk Trading Standards go to www.suffolk.gov.uk/JoinTheFight.

Suffolk County Council response to local government finance settlement

The Department of Levelling Up, Housing and Communities yesterday (18" December) announced
its funding package to support councils in England to deliver frontline services.

Responding to this, Councillor Richard Rout, Suffolk County Council’s Deputy Leader and Cabinet
Member for Finance and Environment, said:

“Yesterday’s council funding announcement presents more challenges than we, and many other County
Councils, expected. It means next year we will have no choice but to consider changes to some of the
services we provide.

“The Government is facing considerable financial pressures and requests for funds from all corners of
society, not least from councils across the country. We have consistently lobbied for more funding in
Suffolk.

“We fully understand this position as we too have increasing demands on our services and rising costs to
provide them — but the money we receive is not keeping pace with this need.

“Despite being a financially well-run council, we have significantly less funding than we need — especially in

services like SEND, home-to-school transport and children in care. To prioritise these areas, we will have to
make difficult decisions about the services we deliver, how we deliver them and council tax.”

Why SCC has not objected to Sea Link energy plans at this stage

A column by Councillor Richard Rout, Deputy Leader and Cabinet Member for Finance and
Environment.

Everyone in Suffolk is now becoming aware of the many energy projects being proposed in our
region, from the Sunnica solar farm in the west, pylon projects through the centre of the county and
a myriad of schemes along our coastline.

Even if you don’t live on the coast, many people will still be affected by the impact of these schemes,
whether that’s proposals for substations that are further inland, or pylons which would carry around
much of the extra power that is being produced.
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Last week, Suffolk County Council’s Cabinet considered Sea Link, which is a proposal for the
development of a new 2-gigawatt electricity offshore energy connection between Suffolk and Kent.

This isn’t a project which has been granted permission, nor is it at the final planning stage, which we
expect to start in the second half of 2024. However, it is at an important phase, which is a statutory
consultation.

This has been an opportunity for residents, stakeholders, and local councils to share thoughts about
the plans as they currently stand. As the county council, we have staff who put together a
comprehensive response, taking into account all aspects of the proposal — from the impact it would
have on your community, wildlife, the environment, traffic, tourism, and the list goes on.

At last week’s cabinet meeting, we agreed on what the council’s position should be on Sea Link. We
heard both sides of the argument — the need to support the country’s energy security and a future
for clean energy, but also the need to protect our communities and environment.

We agree with all these points, but we did not make a formal objection to Sea Link at this point. Let
me explain why.

It is true that we think the proposal is not currently satisfactory. There are many pieces of
information missing from the current plans, which makes it very difficult to make an informed
decision. For example, at this stage the extent of the scheme is unconfirmed, access arrangements
are speculative, design and mitigation measures are unformed, and we’ve yet to see details of how
the impact on tourism will be addressed.

But this lack of detail is not a reason to object at this moment. | can’t recall any infrastructure
proposal presenting all the necessary information during these consultation stages. To object now,
on lack of detail, would set a precedent that would see the county council object to all similar
applications at the statutory consultation stage. This stance is neither credible nor effective.
Furthermore, if the required detail were to be produced, the council would have to withdraw its
objection.

| see these consultations as a way for all parties — you, me, the council, residents, and communities —
to work together to shape the proposals put forward for the Planning Inspectorate to examine. It’s
at that point when we can all make an informed decision on whether to object.

In parallel, the county council plays an important role in trying to influence strategic energy issues.
By this, | mean ensuring the energy produced in and around Suffolk is transmitted to where it is
needed with the least possible impact on our area.

To this end, we have been at the forefront — with the region’s MPs — of calling for an offshore grid in
East Anglia. Such an approach could remove much of the strain on our county.

So what did the cabinet agree on regarding Sea Link?

We noted that the LionLink project has shown no attempt to coordinate with Sea Link. This means
the council would likely recommend an objection to LionLink further down the line. The council
expects National Grid to better manage projects under their umbrella to minimise the harm to our
environment and the communities.



In addition, the outcomes of the Offshore Coordination Support Scheme and the review of
connections in East Anglia, which is due to be undertaken by the National Grid Electricity System
Operator, are unknown. Therefore, we cannot come to a reasonably informed conclusion about the
Sea Link project at this stage.

We have, therefore, written to National Grid saying they must assess two things: the coordinated
connection of windfarms and interconnectors at Bradwell and the Isle of Grain and to determine
exactly what a coordinated offshore network would need to look like.

| hope that helps to explain why we have not objected to the Sea Link project at this stage. We will
continue to work with local communities to see the best possible final proposal, and then we can
make our final decisions.

More public money for adult and children’s care, but difficult decisions are
needed to balance the books

In the next two years, Suffolk County Council needs to pump almost £74 million extra into protecting
the county’s most vulnerable residents.

e £74 million extra needed to protect most vulnerable over two years
e £64.7 million savings to be made over two years
e Council set to reduce workforce, services and use savings

As part of financial plans to prioritise those in greatest need, an additional £42.7 million for
children’s services and £29.9 million for adult care are being proposed.

Along with local authorities up and down the country, the council has been hit hard by inflation and
rising demand for services such as children’s care, special educational needs and disabilities and
home-to-school transport. It means having to make difficult decisions about the services it provides,
including £64.7 million of savings in 2024/25 and 2025/26.

The two-year savings proposals, which have been published on the council’s website, include:

e £11 million of staffing costs through changing the way services are delivered and
restructuring across the council.

e £30.6 million of additional savings from an extension of the council’s hugely successful Adult
Social Care Transformation programme, which has focused on reducing demand for more
expensive social care options by boosting people’s independence and ability to stay well for
longer through innovative methods including cutting edge care technology. This
transformation programme has already saved £30.7 million over the last six years

e £0.5 million of savings by stopping core funding to Art and Museum sector organisations. To
assist with the transition, £528,000 of COVID recovery money will be made available to Arts
and Museum sector organisations for 2024/25 which will fully cover the funding reduction
for one year.

e £140,000 of savings by centralising Suffolk Archives to The Hold and closing the branches in
West and East Suffolk. In February 2023, the council committed £3.4m to relocate the West
Suffolk Archives branch to the proposed Western Way development. Remaining at its
current location would have required over £5 million to protect the historic records and
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meet modern archive standards. West Suffolk Council has since decided not to progress with
the Western Way development, ending that opportunity. Centralising the three branches
into one brings Suffolk in line with the majority of archive services across the country and is
better value for taxpayers' money.

e £15.9 million of reserves will be used to balance the 2024/25 budget.

Following the recent funding announcement from the Government, Suffolk County Council will not
receive enough funding to keep pace with inflation or the level of demand for services. The council
has joined national calls for additional funding and lobbied the Chancellor of the Exchequer direct.

Full details of Suffolk County Council’s financial plans for 2024/25 will be presented to its Scrutiny
Committee meeting on 11 January.

The proposals would give the council a budget of around £752 million for 2024/25, made up of
funding coming from Government, business rates, charges for services and council tax. The
proposed budget would require a 4.99% increase in council tax in next year. This would be made up
of a 2.99% increase in general council tax and a 2% increase dedicated to funding adult care.

This means the costs for a household would be:

e Band B property: £23.50 per week (£1.12 per week increase from 2023/24)
(Band B properties are the most common in Suffolk)
e Band D property: £30.21 per week (£1.43 per week increase from 2023/24)

The budget proposals will be discussed at the council’s Scrutiny Committee and then presented at
the Cabinet meeting on 30 January. At the Full Council meeting on 15 February, the proposals will be
debated, with a vote taking place on the budget for 2024/25 — the first year of the two-year budget
proposals.

The Scrutiny Committee meeting will be available to stream on Suffolk County Council’s YouTube
channel, and public questions can be submitted in advance, details are available
at www.suffolk.gov.uk.
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