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1 Executive Summary

The “Celtic Sea Floating Offshore Wind (FLOW) Summit™ was convened on 27th April 2022.
This interactive in-person event, brought together over 80 individuals from 55 organisations
including almost all the developers active in the region and the major Celtic Sea ports in the
Celtic Sea

With 98% of the summit attendees agreeing that they would wish to see a sustainable regional
industry built for the UK Celtic Sea capable of delivering industrial scale floating offshore wind
(as part of the UK’s Energy Security Strategy and Net Zero targets), the aim was to seek broad
consensus on how to achieve this. Four key challenges were addressed:

° Ports and Infrastructure
. Grid

. Workforce

. Spatial Planning

Ports and Infrastructure
Richard Ballantyne, Chief Executive of the British Ports Association, presented the work of the
Celtic Sea Ports working group made up of representatives of the industrial ports in the region.
Their position has been set out in a paper which sets out early collaborative thinking on how
the region’s ports and infrastructure might be made ready for FLOW development in coming
years. Summary points were highlighted:
e No port, on its own, is ready to support fully industrialised FLOW in the Celtic Sea
e The need for focussed, quantified, front-loaded investment to accelerate collective
improvement in port infrastructure across the Celtic Sea region. Over eighty percent
summit attendees agreed that more than £320m of investment is required to achieve
this.

To unlock investment, it will be crucial to establish:

e That there is an agreed long-term ambition in the Celtic Sea over the next 50 years

e A “steady drumbeat” of FLOW projects which sustain, but not outstrip, expanding port
activity.

o  Who the customer will be? Time from lease to CfD to contracting creates uncertainty in
determining port infrastructure investment decisions.

e That there is an ability to continue to service existing customers and respond to new
business from elsewhere.

e Ports, yards, infrastructure operators, FLOW developers, key supply chain players and
government need to work hand-in-glove to ensure this opportunity is realised.

After discussion, the vast majority of summit attendees agreed with the ports working group
direction of travel.

! Delivered by the Celtic Sea Power led, and part ERDF funded, Cornwall FLOW Accelerator project on
behalf of the Celtic Sea Cluster
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Grid

The discussion around the strategic challenges of future Celtic Sea offshore transmission and
the importance of the Offshore Transmission Network Review was augmented by a
presentation on the benefits of Multi-connector Offshore Substations (MOSS) as a mechanism
for reducing environmental impact (through reduction of cable routes and landing points),
consenting time and costs, particularly for early projects. It was noted that such a MOSS was
under development in the Pembrokeshire Demonstration Zone.

Key points of discussion covered impact of delays on projects, capacity issues in Pembroke,
funding beyond the public sector and solutions beyond early demonstration projects. However,
there was a majority view that a collective approach to grid is essential to the UK Celtic Sea.

Workforce

Led by members of the Celtic Sea Cluster workforce working group, the summit considered the
challenges, and possible solutions, to developing a workforce capable of delivering a
sustainable FLOW industrial eco-system in the Celtic Sea. This covered the need to properly
articulate the demand before establishing an approach to supply. Drawing on the experience
from the Defence Sector, the room heard about the need for strategy, adaptive planning, and
authoritative data. Noting that the gender balance of the room was predominantly male, the
attendees discussed the need to appeal to the widest range of young people possible, and
ensure we have a diversity of thoughts, experiences and backgrounds in a future workforce
that will need to evolve the industry.

The majority of the attendees agreed that they would like to see the development of a regional
FLOW academy to take forward Workforce solutions. As an initial workstream, there was
overwhelming support for practical guidance on encouraging diversity in workforces.

Spatial Planning

Led by Natural England, The Crown Estate and Celtic Sea Power, the summit recognised the
challenges presented by consenting and discussed approaches to streamlining current
processes. There was discussion about the need for actionable data to obtain a clear
understanding of environmental risks and opportunities ahead of offshore wind developments.
Presentations were given on enabling survey campaigns in process, planning and concept
which could meet this need and underpin a strategic zonal planning approach. The key
message was that a collaborative approach to zonal planning, data sharing and coordinating
survey campaigns is essential with 100% of the attendees agreeing that it is also achievable.

Summary
With almost all the key active players in Celtic Sea FLOW in the same room, the summit did
agree that;
o We wish to see a sustainable regional industry built for the UK Celtic Sea,
e Front loaded investment to accelerate collective improvement in Celtic Sea port
infrastructure is essential,
e A steady “drumbeat” of FLOW projects is needed to underpin the long-term ambition in
the Celtic Sea over the next 50 years,
e A collaborative and co-ordinated approach across ports, infrastructure, grid, workforce
planning and zonal planning is not only essential to build a sustainable regional industry,
but also achievable.
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2 INTRODUCTION

2.1 Summary

This summit “FLOW in the Celtic Sea” was convened on 27" April 2022 by the Celtic Sea
Cluster. It was organised by Celtic Sea Power under the Cornwall FLOW Accelerator (CFA)
programme. It was run as an interactive in-person event, hosted at Exeter’s Sandy Park. The
event was invite-only and brought together approximately 81 individuals from 55 organisations.
Amongst these attendees almost all the developers active in the region and the major ports in
the Celtic Sea were in the room.

The over-arching aim was to seek broad consensus on how to develop a sustainable regional
industry to support FLOW development within the Celtic Sea region. Four key challenges were
addressed:

e Ports and Infrastructure

e Grid

o  Workforce

e Spatial Planning

For each, a general template was followed of:
e Authoritatively setting out the key challenges
e Updating on activity to address
o Discussing and seeking to agree best next steps

For the latter, interaction was encouraged — under “Chatham House rules” — and Slido was
used to elicit thoughts and to take straw poll of opinion.

2.2 Context
The context for this summit is the need to develop a sustainable regional industry to support

major development of floating offshore wind (FLOW) in the Celtic Sea. A major announcement
from the Crown Estate in November 2021 set out the target for 4GW by the 2030s. Since then,
world events have prompted the UK Government to issue a British Energy Security Strategy
(BESS) increasing drive and ambition for a national energy transition, both for security and to
achieve Net Zero by 2050. This planned FLOW development in the Celtic Sea presents a huge

opportunity for Cornwall, South Wales and the wider south-west.

5
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3 EVENT DETAILS

3.1 Format

The summit was run as an interactive in-person event with contributions strongly encouraged
from the floor under spirit of “Chatham House rules”. Slido was used throughout to elicit
thoughts and opinions. The summit brought together almost all developers active in the region,

the major Celtic Sea ports, along with key experts on grid and spatial planning.

3.2 Objectives

The ultimate objective of the summit was to:

Seek broad consensus on how to develop a sustainable regional industry to support FLOW

development within the Celtic Sea region. In four key challenge areas:
e Ports and Infrastructure

e Grid
o Workforce

e Spatial Planning

3.3 Attendees

Representation on the day included the following organisations:

Offshore Renewable Energy

A&P Falck Renewables Catapult

ABP FaImOL'Jth‘Harbour Offshore Solutions Group
Commissioners

Aker Flotation Plymouth City Council

Babcock Marine

Fowey Harbour
Commissioners

Port of Bristol

Bluefloat Hexicon Prosperity Energy
Blue Gem Hiraeth Ragged Edge
BP HR Wallingford Regen
BPA Imetrum Royal Haskoning
Bristol Port Local Partnerships Sarens
Cefas Mainstream Renewable Simply Blue Group
Power
Cierco Maple Power Society of Maritime Industries

Copenhagen Offshore
Partners

Marine Energy Wales

SSE

CSP

Milford Haven Port Authority

TATA
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Fendrytica Morwind The Crown Estate

Devon County Council MaritimeUK South West TwinHub

DP Energy Natural England Uni of Exeter

EDF Northland Power Uni of Plymouth

Equinor Ocean Wind Vattenfall

Victoria Wharf
3.4 Agenda
. o Speaker/ Key

Time Activity Contributors

SESSION 1 - AMBITION & VISION

Welcome & Housekeeping. Set the scene. Aims | Phil Johnston, Celtic Sea
1000 C

and Objectives Power
1010 The Ambition: UK Energy Independence Steve Jermy, Celtic Sea

Power

Vision for Sustainable Regional Industry in Celtic | Matt Hodson, Celtic Sea
1030 :

Sea region... How? Power
1045 Open Forum All
1100 Coffee

SESSION 2 — PORTS, ENGINEERING, AND INFRASTRUCTURE

1115

The ports working group position paper — an
introduction.

Richard Ballantyne, British
Ports Association

1140

Panel discussion into key challenges and
potential solutions, with ports representatives on
the panel and input invited from the room.

Panel:

Andy Reay, ABP
Steve Edwards,
Haven

Simon Cheeseman, OREC
Drystan Jones, A&P

Milford
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1230 Lunch

SESSION 3 — GRID

1330 The grid challenge for Celtic Sea: What could the :raanc‘lawal\éllceKay, ngr;(r)re

future look like for Offshore Transmission? 9y
Catapult

MOSS: an example of how to streamline cable- | Piers Guy, Celtic Sea

1345 . . -
routing /grid connectivity Power

1400 Open forum Al

SESSION 4 —- WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

1415 The challenges of developing a workforce for | Justin Olosunde,
Celtic Sea FLOW. University of Exeter

1425 Lessons from other sectors to apply to workforce | Matt  Higgs, Babcock
development for FLOW in the Celtic Sea Marine

1435 The challenge/opportunity to ensure diversity in | Kerry Hayes, Simply Blue
future Celtic Sea FLOW workforce Group

1445 Open forum All

1455 Coffee

SESSION 5 — SPATIAL PLANNING & CONSENTING

1500 The challenges of consenting and the need for ér|1e)iand Banks, Natural
actionable data. Update on Poseidon. g

1515 Pre-consent surveys in the Celtic Sea for FLOW | Graham  Moates, The
development Crown Estate

1530 Celtic Sea data collection campaigns and data | Neil Farrington, Celtic Sea
sharing initiative. Power

1545 Open forum All

SESSION 6 — RECAP AND NEXT STEPS

1600

Summarise today’s summit.

Matt Hodson, Celtic Sea
Power

1630

Close
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4 AMBITION and VISION

41 The Ambition: UK Energy Independence
Steve Jermy, CEO of Celtic Sea Power, first set out the wider context of energy transition and
the strategy for FLOW in the Celtic Sea region.

e An energy crisis is upon us, driven by world events and the ambition for net zero. The
UK government’s recently published Energy Security Strategy makes this plain and
prioritises a move to national energy independence. For which FLOW will be a
significant part.

e The Celtic Sea region has only recently emerged as a location for large-scale offshore
energy. However, a strategic regional approach has been established ahead of time.
Incorporating lessons learned from elsewhere this regional strategy provides a
roadmap for development that pro-actively intends to maximise socio-economic
benefits to Cornwall, South Wales and the wider South West.

4.2 Vision for Sustainable Regional Industry in Celtic Sea region... How?

Before moving to the main proceedings of the day, the COO of Celtic Sea Power, Matt Hodson,
briefly set out practicalities of how the “local supply chain” could avoid being passively reactive
but instead help drive forward FLOW development in the Celtic Sea. This vision for a pro-active
“industrial ecosystem” or “sustainable regional industry” begins with ports and infrastructure.
The import of this was stressed before moving on to the headline session.

4.3 Interaction from the Room

Test runs of Slido introduced this online voting platform as a tool to be used throughout the
day. The test vote returned contentious results on the summit’s preferred type of biscuit but a
follow-up question did establish an almost unanimous will to work toward a “sustainable
industry” for FLOW in the UK Celtic Sea.

I wish to see a Sustainable Regional Industry built for FLOW in the UK Celtic Sea
region

Agree

Disagree

@ 2%

9

==35< Cornwall FLOW Accelerator



European Union
European Regional
Development Fund

HM Government

5 PORTS, ENGINEERING and INFRASTRUCTURE

5.1 The Celtic Sea Cluster Ports Working Group: Position Paper
Chair of the Celtic Sea Cluster Ports Working Group, Richard Ballantyne of the British Ports
Association announced the release of a joint position paper. This paper:

e Sets out early collaborative thinking on how the region’s ports and infrastructure might
be made ready for FLOW development in coming years.

The scale of the challenge is acknowledged and the need to work collectively is highlighted.
Summary points within the joint position paper were highlighted:

e No port, on its own, is ready to support fully industrialised FLOW in the Celtic Sea
e The need for focussed, quantified, front-loaded investment to accelerate collective
improvement in port infrastructure across the Celtic Sea region

To unlock investment, it will be crucial to establish:

e That there is an agreed long-term ambition in the Celtic Sea over the next 50 years
A “steady drumbeat” of FLOW projects which sustain, but not outstrip, expanding port
activity.
Who the customer will be? Time from lease to CfD to contracting creates uncertainty in
determining port infrastructure investment decisions.
That there is an ability to continue to service existing customers and respond to new
business from elsewhere.
Ports, yards, infrastructure operators, FLOW developers, key supply chain players and
government need to work hand-in-glove to ensure this opportunity is realised.

Finally, next steps were noted to now:

e Seekinvolvement of all ports within the Celtic Sea region
e Circulate position paper through relevant channels

Please see the accompanying:

Ports, Engineering and Infrastructure — Driving the Celtic Sea FLOW Opportunity. Position
paper from the Celtic Sea Cluster Ports Working Group

5.2 Panel: Key Challenges and Potential Solutions
Directly following the summary of the joint position paper, members of the Celtic Sea Cluster
Ports Working Group involved in its development took to the panel:

¢ Richard Ballantyne, BPA

e Andy Reay, ABP

e Steve Edwards, Milford Haven

¢ Simon Cheeseman, OREC

e Drystan Jones, A&P

10
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The purpose was to welcome engagement from the floor (specifically from FLOW developers)
to elaborate on the challenges posed and seek collaborative solutions.

5.3 Interaction from the Room

Comments and open conversation were forthcoming. In the spirit of “Chatham house rules”,
notes recorded here are anonymised. They are paraphrased to reflect key points made as best
as possible. Notes arranged not in the order they were made but into broad themes that
emerged as the discussion evolved.

Strategy

o What's the trajectory of achieving 15-20GW in Celtic Sea by 20507 Different developers
need to take advantage of lower carbon solutions. Ports want to see steady income
over X number of years, then capital resources can be unlocked. Drumbeat!

e long term investment is important but things need to be done now to prompt longer
term investment. Transitional, innovative, temporary solutions are important now to gain
interest.

e Do we know the strategy? Yes, aim to get to Net 0. However, tactics aren’t there
underneath for port infrastructure and grid infrastructure.

o Different ports have different capabilities that need to be phased in a sensible way.

Need to demonstrate credibility at every stage.

Timeframe

e Consenting process (for ports development) could take from 3 to 5 years.

e Some concerns at ambition to fast-track consenting.

e In certain parts of Europe, consenting is quicker than other places. If new infrastructure
is being developed in Ports, a strong contingent of statutory bodies takes a long time.
Balance sensible concerns of stakeholders with speeding up consenting.

e A phased approach is necessary and it’s not just about planning and consenting, many
other organisations need to be consulted. Ports are aware about getting ideas off the
ground.

o We should be looking at a 20 year window for use of port infrastructure - beyond that,
technology might change.

e |nstallation phase is important, but so is the operations and maintenance phase which

is a 25 year plus timeline. Important not to lose sight of O+M.

Customer
o  Who is the customer ? Important to know...
e Need to realise that big multi nationals will in some ways be responsible for delivery of
projects. Their views on infrastructure and ports are important at this stage.
e |t seems developers have already made significant investment in some projects. It

seems there is an aversion to risk in Ports community. Why can’t investment be made
"
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now, when Ports are talking about infrastructure funds, when market and opportunities
are so clearly identified?

o That message is not the case. X millions of pounds of investment by XX(port) to
get contentment in place. Commitment is needed from developers in order to
install projects.

e No lack of ambition in developers.

o What are the developer’s construction strategy? Multi contract strategy, in house
capability? Less experience developers will be minimalizing contracts, larger
developers will be expanding contracts. Consider how many Tier 1s there are in UK who
are likely to take on FLOW contracts. Ports and government need to enable UK industry
to take on contracts and step up.

e In Falmouth, there’s been a good engagement with developers. Size of structures and

dimension of designs have been discussed to plan for infrastructure requirements.

Practicalities

e What are activities going to be, what are the dimensions, what are vessel requirements,
what are the basic requirements??

e Need to consider how do we load from quayside to water? Port infrastructure needs to
be used for a wide a range of technologies as possible.

e Problems found (by developer) are around ports and assembly ports. Distance between
site and assembly port is an issue. Constraints mapping within Celtic sea — access to
further sites is important to consider.

e Bettertransparency is needed in terms of what’s being communicated to the grid. Rules

and capacities need to be communicated so grid can start planning now.

Collaboration
e There is a need for Port yards, infrastructure, developers and government to work
together. Timescales are tight so a change of mindset is needed to reach targets.
e Collaborative vision needed for what port infrastructure could look like for Celtic Sea.
Supply chain and other sectors will be linked to Ports. If we understand collaboratively
what we need as a collective in region to deliver FLOW, we can make sure each

investment is used in the best way.

Potential Solutions

Slido was then used to prompt thoughts on:

What initiatives could be led by ports and developers to help build a sustainable regional

industry?

12
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o  Without projects there will be no supply chain. Focus needs to move away from a supply
chain focus. Joined up approach with consenting and leasing processes.

e Mapping of the port elements needed in the FLOW supply onto existing port capabilities
to fully realise the meaning of a ‘multi port’ solution.

e Collaborative design reviews of port development plans.

e Lobby TCE for more than 4GW capacity in the leasing round.

e A focus on the T&D projects from outset is important. Build out will likely be 2025/26.
Missing these initial project timelines and utilising facilities elsewhere could be
detrimental to subsequent development phases.

e Feels that the gorilla in the jacuzzi is the need for 1or maybe 2 ‘assembly’ ports. A tactic
would be to quickly hone in on the location of these and focus investment. There will
then be opportunities for O+M, anchoring and mooring system handling and other port
based activities which could be multi port.

e Be honest about capabilities depth load out area and funds. Don’t think you should do
it all.

e Some level of commitment by developers (supported by UK gowvt) to indicate there

‘industrialised assembly’ strategy for delivery.

General Direction
Noting that the majority of attendees had not yet had chance to read the position paper,
consensus was sought — via Slido — on general direction of travel:

Do you support the general direction of travel outlined by the Celtic Sea Ports
Working Group?

Required Investment

A final question was posed over Slido for a credible £ amount of required investment to upscale
Celtic Sea ports. The conclusive answer from this summit (84%) was “more than £320million”:

13

==35< Cornwall FLOW Accelerator



European Regional
Development Fund

HM Government

Approximately how much £ investment do you estimate will be necessary to
collectively upscale UK Celtic Sea ports in order to meet the needs of FLOW (by 2035).

= E£320 million

£160 - 320 million

G 14%

£80 - 140 million

< £80 million

3 0%

6 GRID

6.1 The Grid Challenge for the Celtic Sea
Bradley McKay of the Offshore Renewable Energy Catapult set out the scale and nature of the
grid challenge and addressed; what the future may look like for Celtic Sea offshore
transmission. The key take-aways pressed by Brad included:
e Ongoing work, led by OREC through CFA, to review challenges of Celtic Sea FLOW
activities
e The expected “Offshore Transmission Network Review (OTNR)” will be key to
development.
o Development of OTNR transmission concepts through; shared, bootstrap, multi-
purpose interconnectors. Potentially incorporating green hydrogen electrical storage.
e The need for collaboration to reduce landing points

6.2 Pembroke Multi-Connector Sub-Station
Piers Guy, of Celtic Sea Power, explained CSP’s project under early development in Pembroke
and proposed it as an example of how to streamline cable-routing / grid connectivity. The
intention here, with funding from WEFO and Swansea Bay City Deal, is to build a multi-
connector offshore sub-station (MOSS) at the Pembroke Demonstration Site - and enable a
single cable corridor back to shore. This is a new concept to the UK, though not Europe, the
rationale here is to minimise environmental impact, consenting time, risks and costs. Piers
update that:
e A developer survey on MOSS has recently been completed and engagement will be
ongoing. Early feedback is generally very supportive, but notes of concern included:
o Possible delays could impact individual projects
o Difficulty of coordination; connection process, existing offers etc
o Capacity issue in Pembroke? Is PDZ the optimum location?
o Funding/commercialisation beyond current public funding?
e Grid connection application and tendering now underway.

14
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6.3 Interaction from the Room
Queries from the floor included:

e Benefits of MOSS likely to be limited to projects beyond the early demo projects.
e for the concept of single point back to land, how will the challenge of resilience be
addressed? What if single point fails?
o Double circuit or more circuits will be required, depending on scale. Sub-stations
could also be connected together
e Have national grid shown interest in extending energy remit in Celtic Sea?

o Yes, engagement has been initiated via the MOSS project

A Slido poll revealed positivity but note of uncertainty amongst attendees on a collective
approach to grid:

Is a collective approach to grid essential to the UK Celtic Sea?

Yes

Not sure

G 17%

No
G 14%

7 WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

7.1 Challenges of Workforce Development for FLOW in the Celtic Sea

Justin Olosunde outlined the scale of this challenge but updated on upcoming report (from
OREC FLOW CokE), initiatives in Celtic Sea to establish working groups and intention to rectruit
to this challenge area through CFA. Justin stressed the vital need to lead with expected industry
requirements. Only once this demand is articulated, in terms of the number and type of job
roles, can the best approach on how to supply be established.

indicative findings from our ongoing survey were also highlighted, including that:

e 50% said that current providers meet current or future needs
e Universal support for the benefit for a sector-led of regional-led workforce academy to
support skills development.

7.2 Lessons From Other Sectors
Matt Higgs drew from his extensive experience, as Group Head of Strategic Workforce
Development at Babcock Marine and a background in civil and utilities HR development, to

15
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offer key lessons to the FLOW sector. These included the need for strategy, adaptive planning
and authoritative data, summarised as:

e Start with the end in mind.
e Be Clear on What you need
e Have a Plan

7.3 Challenges/Opportunities of increasing Workforce Diversity

Kerry Hayes of Simply Blue set out the importance of diversifying workforce diversity, noted
the significant challenges but expressed the opportunity for the FLOW industry to lead. Kerry
stressed the need to do better and posed the question of how to better appeal to personnel
from a diversity of backgrounds. Key points made by Kerry included:

e Huge diversity of jobs in FLOW — but a general lack of awareness of this. General
impression that it’s all “hard hat” jobs.

e Requirement for softer skills and competencies, not just specialist skills

e Low understanding of how to access offshore renewable energy as a career. Need to
both inspire and offer a clear route through

o Needto “see” if you want to “be”. Role models needed to encourage diversity.

7.4 Interaction from the Room
Additional comment and open questions from the floor included:

e Observation that this event had far too high preponderance of men. Wholly
acknowledged by the organiser.

e How can future digital skills be used to encourage young generations?

e Could we appeal to younger people from more diverse backgrounds through clear
branding of the FLOW sector?

The idea of an academy was put to summit attendees over Slido, eliciting a very positive
response:

Would you like to see development of a regional FLOW Academy?

Yes

Not sure

@D 10%

No
@ 3%

16
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A Slido “word cloud” was then deployed to invite open thoughts from the room on diversity:

Diversification of the workforce is....

Essential for innovation and broader public acceptance

Key to ensuring the sector meet net zero

Difficult
Long over due

Going to improve how we do things
A no brainier for a sustainsable future

Flagging OWIC's Best Practice Guide we also asked the collective if more practical guidance
would be useful:

Would you be interested in an introductory guide for businesses on encouraging
diversity in your workforce?

Yes

Not sure

G 5%

No
@ 0%

8 SPATIAL PLANNING

8.1 The Challenges of Consenting and the Need For Actionable Data

Alex Banks spoke to Natural England’s strategic view of obtaining a clear understanding of
environmental risks and opportunities ahead of offshore wind developments. The POSEIDON
project is central to this aim to help frontload information an embed nature into decision-
making.

e Key to this approach is actionable data and modelling to inform decision-making

e The POSEIDON project will create a risk map tool: To highlight issues pertaining to the
ecosystem. Baseline survey data will be collected through the project and new models
will be developed, specifically for seabirds and marine mammals.

e The focus of POSEIDON surveys will not yet be in the Celtic Sea but the project provides
a forum to help inform and coordinate plans.

8.2 Pre-Consent Surveys in the Celtic Sea for FLOW Development
Fresh in post as Survey Manager, Graham Moates spoke without slides to informally update

summit attendees on The Crown Estate’s plans for surveys in The Celtic Sea. This included:
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Current scoping of capable commercial survey companies
Upcoming survey to developers on data parameters of interest
Potential survey campaign by TCE in the future

8.3 Celtic Sea Data Collection Campaigns and Data Sharing Initiative

Finally, Neil Farrington of Celtic Sea Power set out the regional approach to environmental
characterisation now actively underway through the Cornwall FLOW Accelerator programme.
Firstly, an overview of spatial planning activity undertaken by Neil over the last 3 years
(including previously, with OREC) was presented.

As rationale for the strategic zonal planning approach being taken, Neil noted that:
Outcomes are focused on the creation of regional characterisation models with high
confidence levels

Aspirations include targeting key gaps in existing data and evidence to support decision
making processes. Alignment with key decision maker requirements is therefore crucial.

A key goal is to develop a single agreed evidence base to help enable efficient decision
making.

Updates were then provided on scoping activity and upcoming data collection campaigns for:

Wind resource and Metocean data
Ornithology

Marine Mammals

Geophys and Geotech

Fisheries activity

UXO Threats and Hazard Assessment

In concluding, Neil noted the potential for collaborative data sharing and coordinated survey
campaigns to maximise efficiency, minimise replication and decrease conflict. And invited input
into this work by contacting him direct.

Interaction from the Room

Straw polls run over Slido indicated a positive view to collaboration on both zonal planning and
coordinating of survey campaigns:

A more collaborative approach to zonal planning is achievable.

Agree

Disagree

@ 0%
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A more collaborative approach to data sharing / coordinating survey campaigns is
achievable

Agree

Disagree

@ 0%

The knotty question of timeframe for survey/leasing/consenting was in the background of
discussions but a snap poll over Slido of the remaining attendees suggested that a process of
less than 4 years is possible:

What is a realistic minimum timeframe for survey/leasing/consenting process?

1-4years

4 -7 years
D 19

1vyear

@ 0%

> 7 years

@ 0%

9 SUMMARY

In summary, the first Celtic Sea Cluster FLOW Summit made steps towards securing binding

consensus on the precise steps required to develop a sustainable regional industry around
FLOW in the Celtic Sea region.

However, with almost all the key active players in Celtic Sea FLOW in the same room, the
summit did:

e Openly address four key challenges head on. Proposing solutions and putting forward
credible actions in a bid to tackle:
o Ports and Infrastructure
o Grid
o Workforce
o Spatial Planning
e Present a Joint Position Paper by the Celtic Sea Ports working group.

e Establish a common will to work collectively to develop FLOW in a way that derives
significant benefit to Cornwall, South Wales and the wider South West.

Much more work is required but all are welcome to help develop a sustainable regional industry
for floating offshore wind. Many thanks to all attendees and contributors.
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In one word, how would you describe this summit?

Delicious

Excellent

Aspirational Wordy

Opportunity

e ENGAZING

Important

Act
Inspiring

Crossdiscipline
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Male heavy!
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