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Acronyms & Definitions

Abbreviations / Acronyms

Abbreviation / Acronym \ Description

2008 Act Planning Act 2008

ALARP As Low As Reasonably Practicable

AEOI Adverse Effect on Integrity

AONB Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan

ATC Air Traffic Control

BAT Best Available Technique

BEIS Department for Business, Energy & Industrial Strategy (now the Department for
Energy Security and Net Zero (DESNZ))

BNG Biodiversity Net Gain

CAA Civil Aviation Authority

CCS Carbon Capture and Storage

CCuUs Carbon Capture, Usage and Storage

ccw Countryside Council for Wales

CNP Critical National Priority

CNS Communications, Navigation and Surveillance

CoCP Code of Construction Practice

COMAH Control of Major Accident Hazards

CPNI Centre for the Protection of National Infrastructure

DAD Design Approach Document

DCO Development Consent Order

DECC Department of Energy & Climate Change, now the Department for Energy
Security and Net Zero (DESNZ)

DESNZ Department for Energy Security and Net Zero

dML Deemed Marine Licence

DNO Distribution Network Operator

EA Environment Agency

EAP Early Adopters Program

ECC Export Cable Corridor

EEZ Exclusive Economic Zone

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment

EMF Electromagnetic Fields

ENCA Enabling a Natural Capital Approach

EP Environmental Permitting

EPR Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016

EPS European Protected Species

ES Environmental Statement

ESO Electricity System Operator

ExA Examining Authority

FFC Flamborough and Filey Coast

FRA Flood Risk Assessment

GES Good Environmental Status

GHG Greenhouse gases
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Abbreviation / Acronym \ Description

GW Gigawatts

HDD Horizontal Directional Drilling

HRA Habitats Regulations Assessment

HSE Health and Safety Executive

IROPI Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest
LEA Local Economic Assessment

LNG Liquified Natural Gas

LSE Likely Significant Effects

LVIA Landscape Visual Impact Assessment

MCA Maritime and Coastguard Agency

MCAA Marine and Coastal Access Act (MCAA)

mMcz Marine Conservation Zone

MDS Maximum Design Scenario

MMO Marine Management Organisation

MMMP Marine Mammal Mitigation Protocol

MO Met Office

MOD Ministry of Defence

MPA Marine Protected Areas

MPCP Marine Pollution Contingency Plan

MPI Multi-purpose Interconnector

MPS Marine Policy Statement

MSL Mean Sea Level

NE Natural England

NGSS National Grid Onshore Substation

NPPF National Planning Policy Framework

NPS National Policy Statement

NPS EN-1 National Policy Statement for Energy

NPS EN-3 National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure
NPS EN-5 National Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure
NRA Navigational Risk Assessment

NRW Natural Resources Wales

NSIP Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project
NSWWS National Severe Weather Warning Service
obow Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind

OFGEM Office of Gas and Electricity Markets

OLEMS Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy
oLsS Obstacle Limitation Surfaces

ONR Office for Nuclear Regulation

ORCP Offshore Reactive Compensation Platform
ORE Offshore Renewable Energy

OTNR Offshore Transmission Network Review
OCoCP Outline Code of Construction Practice

OWF Offshore Wind Farm

0SS Offshore Substation

OnSS Onshore Substation

PCR Post Consultation Report

PEIR Preliminary Environmental Information Report
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Abbreviation / Acronym \ Description

PPE Personal Protection Equipment

PPG Planning Policy Guidance

PTS Permanent Threshold Shift

PPS Planning Policy Statements

PPS25 Planning Policy Statement 25

PRoW Public Right of Way

RBMP River Basin Management Plan

REZ Renewable Energy Zone

RIAA Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment
RYA Royal Yachting Association

SAC Special Area of Conservation

SEPA Scottish Environment Protection Agency
SFRA Strategic Flood Risk Assessment

SIP Site Integrity Plan

SMP Shoreline Management Plan

SNCB Statutory Nature Conservation Body
SoCG Statement of Common Ground

SoS Secretary of State

SPA Special Protection Area

SPz Source Protection Zone

SSSI Site of Special Scientific Interest

SuDS Sustainable Drainage System

SLVIA Seascape, Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
TAN Technical Advice Notes

TAG Transport Analysis Guidance

WHS World Heritage Site

WFD Water Framework Directive

WTG Wind Turbine Generators

uUxo Unexploded Ordinance
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Terminology

400kV cables

High-voltage cables linking the OnSS to the NGSS.

400kV cable corridor

The 400kV cable corridor is the area within which the 400kV cables connecting
the OnSS to the NGSS will be situated.—

The Applicant

GT R4 Ltd. The Applicant making the application for a DCO.—_

The Applicant is GT R4 Limited (a joint venture between Corio Generation,
TotalEnergies and Gulf Energy Development (GULF)), trading as Outer Dowsing
Offshore Wind. The Project is being developed by Corio Generation (a wholly
owned Green Investment Group portfolio company), TotalEnergies and GULF.

The area offshore within which the generating station (including wind turbine

Array area generators (WTG) and inter array cables), offshore accommodation platforms,
offshore transformer substations and associated cabling will be positioned.
Baseline The status of the environment at the time of assessment without the

development in place.—_

Biodiversity Net Gain

An approach to development that leaves biodiversity in a measurably improved
state than it was previously. Where a development has an impact on
biodiversity, developers are encouraged to provide an increase in appropriate
natural habitat and ecological features over and above that being affected, to
ensure that the current loss of biodiversity through development will be halted
and ecological networks can be restored.—_

Connection Area

An indicative search area for the NGSS.

Cumulative
Effects

The combined effect of The Project acting additively with the effects of other
developments, on the same single receptor/resource.

Cumulative Impacts

Impacts that result from changes caused by other present or reasonably
foreseeable actions together with The Project.

Deemed Marine
Licence (dML)

A marine licence set out in a Schedule to the Development Consent Order and
deemed to have been granted under Part 4 (marine licensing) of the Marine and
Coastal Access Act 2009.

Development Consent

An order made under the Planning Act 2008 granting development consent for

Order (DCO) a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP).
A process launched in April 2023 by the Planning Inspectorate, and adopted by
Early Adopters seven NSIP projects including ODOW, to trial potential components of a future

Program (EAP)

enhanced pre-application service for applications decided under procedures set
out in the Planning Act 2008 (2008 Act).

Effect

Term used to express the consequence of an impact. The significance of an
effect is determined by correlating the magnitude of an impact with the
sensitivity of a receptor, in accordance with defined significance criteria.—_

EIA Regulations

Infrastructure Planning (EIA) Regulations 2017.

Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA)

A statutory process by which certain planned projects must be assessed before
a formal decision to proceed can be made. It involves the collection and
consideration of environmental information, which fulfils the assessment
requirements of the EIA Regulations, including the publication of an
Environmental Statement (ES).

Environmental
Statement (ES)

The suite of documents that detail the processes and results of the EIA.

Evidence Plan

A voluntary process of stakeholder consultation with appropriate Expert Topic
Groups (ETGs) that discusses and, where possible, agrees the detailed approach
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to the EIA and information to support Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA)
for those relevant topics included in the process, undertaken during the pre-
application period.—-

Export cables

High voltage cables which transmit power from the Offshore Substations (OSS)
to the Onshore Substation (OnSS) via an Offshore Reactive Compensation
Platform (ORCP) if required, which may include one or more auxiliary cables
(normally fibre optic cables).

Habitats Regulations

A process which helps determine likely significant effects and (where
appropriate) assesses adverse impacts on the integrity of European
conservation sites and Ramsar sites. The process consists of up to four stages of

Assessment (HRA) assessment: screening, appropriate assessment, assessment of alternative
solutions and assessment of imperative reasons of over-riding public interest
(IROPI) and compensatory measures.
An impact to the receiving environment is defined as any change to its Baseline
Impact . . .
condition, either adverse or beneficial.
Intertidal The area between Mean High Water Springs (MHWS) and Mean Low Water

Springs (MLWS).

Inter-array cables

Cable which connects the wind turbines to each other and to the offshore
substation(s), which may include one or more auxiliary cables (normally fibre
optic cables).

Interlink cables

Cable which connects the Offshore Substations (OSS) to one another, which
may include one or more auxiliary cables (normally fibre optic cables).

The location at the land-sea interface where the offshore export cables and

Landfall . . .

fibre optic cables will come ashore.

Underground metal chamber placed within a plastic and/or concrete pit where
Link boxes the metal sheaths between adjacent export cable sections are connected and

earthed.

Maximum Design

The project design parameters, or a combination of project design parameters
that are likely to result in the greatest potential for change in relation to each

Scenario (MDS) )
impact assessed.
Mitigation measures are commitments made by The Project to reduce and/or
eliminate the potential for significant effects to arise as a result of The Project.
Mitigation Mitigation measures can be embedded (part of the project design) or

secondarily added to reduce impacts in the case of potentially significant
effects.

National Grid Onshore
Substation (NGSS)

The National Grid substation and associated enabling works to be developed by
the National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET) into which The Project’s 400kV
Cables would connect.

National Policy
Statement (NPS)

A document setting out national policy against which proposals for NSIPs will be
assessed and decided upon.—_

NSIP Reform Action
Plan

An Action Plan launched in February 2023 by Department for Levelling Up,
Housing & Communities to reform the NSIP regime to ensure the effectiveness
and resilience of the planning regime for the growing pipeline of critical
infrastructure projects

Offshore Export Cable
Corridor (ECC)

The Offshore Export Cable Corridor (Offshore ECC) is the area within the Order
Limits within which the export cables running from the array to landfall will be
situated.
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Offshore Reactive
Compensation
Platform (ORCP)

A structure attached to the seabed by means of a foundation, with one or more
decks and a helicopter platform (including bird deterrents) housing electrical
reactors and switchgear for the purpose of the efficient transfer of power in the
course of HVAC transmission by providing reactive compensation.

Onshore Export Cable

The Onshore Export Cable Corridor (Onshore ECC) is the area within which the
export cables running from the landfall to the onshore substation will be

Corridor (ECC) .

situated.
Onshore The combined name for all Onshore infrastructure associated with The Project
Infrastructure from landfall to grid connection.

Onshore Substation
(OnSS)

The Project’s onshore HVAC substation, containing electrical equipment, control
buildings, lightning protection masts, communications masts, access, fencing
and other associated equipment, structures or buildings; to enable connection
to the National Grid.

Outer Dowsing
Offshore Wind

The Project.

(ODOW)

Order Limits The area subject to the application for development consent. The limits shown
on the work plans within which The Project may be carried out.

The Planni

Ins(:aecat‘::‘a::f The agency responsible for operating the planning process for NSIPs.

Pre-construction and
post-construction

The phases of The Project before and after construction takes place.

Preliminary
Environmental
Information Report
(PEIR)

The PEIR was written in the style of a draft ES
and provided information to support and inform the statutory
consultation process during the pre-application phase.

The Project

ODOW, an offshore wind generating station together with associated onshore
and offshore infrastructure.

Project Design
Envelope

A description of the range of possible elements that make up the Project’s
design options under consideration, as set out in detail in the Project
description. This envelope is used to define the Project for Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) purposes when the exact engineering parameters are
not yet known. This is also often referred to as the “Rochdale Envelope”
approach.

Receptor

A distinct part of the environment on which effects could occur and can be the
subject of specific assessments. Examples of receptors include species (or
groups) of animals or plants, people (often categorised further such as
‘residential’ or those using areas for amenity or recreation), watercourses etc.

Strategic
Compensation

Collaborative approach by developers and/or government departments to
secure compensation for adverse effects on the conservation objectives of a
Marine Protected Area (MPA).

Statement of Common
Ground

A statement of common ground is a written statement produced jointly
between The Applicant and another Interested Party setting out the areas of
agreement and /or disagreement between parties.

Statutory Consultee

Organisations that are required to be consulted by the Applicant, the Local
Planning Authorities and/or The Planning Inspectorate during the pre-
application and/or examination phases, and who also have a statutory
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responsibility in some form that may be relevant to The Project and the DCO
application. This includes those bodies and interests prescribed under Section
42 of the Planning Act 2008.

Area(s) within which environmental impact may occur — to be defined on a

Study Area . . .
y receptor-by-receptor basis by the relevant technical specialist.
Subsea Subsea comprises everything existing or occurring below the surface of the sea.
Transboundary effects arise when impacts from the development within one
Transboundary . .
Impacts European Economic Area (EEA) state affects the environment of another EEA

state(s).

Trenchless technique

Trenchless technology is an underground construction method of installing,
repairing and renewing underground pipes, ducts and cables using techniques
which minimize or eliminate the need for excavation. Trenchless technologies
involve methods of new pipe installation with minimum surface and
environmental disruptions. These techniques may include Horizontal Directional
Drilling (HDD), thrust boring, auger boring, and pipe ramming, which allow ducts
to be installed under an obstruction without breaking open the ground and
digging a trench.
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1 Policy Compliance Document

1.1 Purpose of the Document

1. The statutory framework for determining applications for development consent for Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs) such as Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind (ODOW) (The
Project) is provided by the Planning Act 2008 (2008 Act).

2. Indetermining an application, Section 104 of the 2008 Act requires the Secretary of State (SoS)
to have regard to, among other things:

any national policy statement (NPS) which has effect in relation to the type of development);
the appropriate marine policy documents (if any); and
any other matters which the SoS thinks are both important and relevant to the decision.

3. Indeciding the application for development consent for the Project, the relevant NPSs to which
the SoS must have regard in accordance with Section 104 of the 2008 Act, are:

Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy EN-1 (NPS EN-1) (2023) which sets out the
Government’s policy for the delivery of and the position in relation to the need for new Energy
NSIPs, and the assessment principles and consideration of generic impacts in relation to such
projects;

National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure EN-3 (NPS EN-3) (2023) which
covers technology specific matters, including offshore wind; and

National Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure EN-5 (NPS EN-5) (2023)
which covers technology specific matters but mostly relates to the provision of overhead lines
and, as such, is of limited relevance-as no new overhead lines are proposed as part of the
Project’s application.

4. The Marine Policy Statement (MPS) adopted by all UK administrations in March 2011 provides
the policy framework for the preparation of marine plans and establishes how decisions
affecting the marine area should be made in order to enable sustainable development. The
relevant marine plans in respect of the Project are the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine
Plans published in 2014.

5. GT R4 Ltd, a joint venture comprising Total Energies, Corio Generation and Gulf Energy
Development, operating under the trading name ODOW, (the Applicant) has provided
information on the Project in accordance with the NPSs (as well as other relevant plans and
policies) in it’s Planning Statement and other application documents, as set out in Sections 1.2
and 1.3 below. However, the Applicant recognises the usefulness of a Policy Compliance
Document as part of the Early Adopters Programme (EAP) to outline compliance with the relevant
NPS(s), marine plans, local policy framework and any other relevant policy.

6. The Applicant has also assessed compliance with other national and local policies within this
document.
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1.2 The Planning Statement

7.

9.

10.

13

11.

12.

The Applicant has submitted a Planning Statement (APP-297) as part of the Project’s application
to provide an overview of the scheme’s compliance with relevant policy and to assist the
Examining Authority (ExA) and SoS in their consideration of the application in the context of
relevant policy

The Planning Statement sets out the need for the scheme in the context of the NPSs, marine and
other national and local policy, as well as setting out a planning assessment that considers the
relationship between the Project and those relevant policies.

The newly adopted NPSs set out a new policy presumption which responds to an identified Critical
National Priority (CNP) for the provision of nationally significant low carbon infrastructure. This
includes support for offshore wind, supporting onshore and offshore network infrastructure, and
related network reinforcements. CNP Infrastructure is essential for achieving the UK’s net zero
emissions target by 2050, is strongly supported by Government and should be progressed as
quickly as possible. The Planning Statement provides detail on the ways in which the Project will
help to address the urgent need for CNP infrastructure.

For the reasons set out in the Planning Statement conclusions and executive summary, the
Planning Statement demonstrates that the SoS can conclude that:

the Project would bring significant benefits when considered against a range of national,
international and local policies;

would be in accordance with relevant NPSs and legislation;
would not lead to the UK being in breach of any of its international obligations;
the benefits of the Project outweigh any adverse impacts; and

that under the terms of S.104 of the 2008 Act, the development should therefore be
consented.

The Environmental Statement

The Applicant has undertaken a full Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) which has been
summarised in the Environmental Statement (ES) Non-Technical Summary (APP-055). The ES
accompanies the Project application and includes information on the relationship between the
Project and the topic-specific planning policies outlined in the NPSs and other relevant policy
documents including the MPS and national and local planning policies.

As part of the EIA process, the scope of assessment work has been undertaken in line with NPS
EN-1, EN-3 and EN-5 to ensure that topic-specific policy tests are met, and that the proposed
Project is therefore in accordance with the relevant NPS provisions. As set out in the Need,
Policy and Legislative Context chapter of the ES (APP-057), relevant issues in NPS EN-1, EN-3 and
EN-5 are identified and assessed in detail within the policy section of each topic-specific
onshore and offshore ES chapters.
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13. Further detail on the need for the Project, the site selection process and the iterative design
process in the context of the NPSs is provided in ES Chapter 2 Need, Policy and Legislative
Context (APP-057) and ES Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).
Alongside the demonstrated accordance with the NPSs in regards to the need for renewable
energy, the ES and Planning Statement (APP-297) notes in particular that the Project will
contribute to the achievement of sustainable development in the United Kingdom marine area,
as detailed in the MPS and subsequent Marine Plans, and will also meet the renewable energy
goals set out in Section 14 ‘Meeting the challenge of climate change, flooding and coastal
change’ of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (December 2023). Paragraph 157 of
the NPFF states that:

1.4 Other Documents

14. The responses in the Policy Compliance Tables signpost to other relevant documentation
submitted as part of the Project’s application for development consent and provide a summary
of the findings where appropriate. The following sources of information have been used to
inform the responses to the Policy Compliance Tables:

Consultation Report (APP-032);

Outline Code of Construction Practice (OCoCP) (APP-268);

ES Chapter 2 Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057);

ES Chapter 4 Project Description (APP-058);

Other topic-specific ES chapters and appendices (APP-062 - APP-234);
Topic-specific outline plans (APP-269 — APP-296); and

The draft Development Consent Order (DCO) including the deemed Marine Licences (dMLs)
(APP-305)

1.5 Policy Compliance Tables

15. The tables below provide the relevant elements of NPS EN-1, EN-3 and EN-5 and demonstrate
how the Project’s application is in accordance with them. Additionally, marine policies and key
national and local planning policies, are considered where relevant.

16. The Planning Statement (APP-297) also includes a thematic policy review, with considerations
for the SoS across the NPSs, and concludes that the Project meets all of the relevant policy
requirements. The policy compliance tables expand upon the discussions relating to the NPSs
within the Planning Statement, providing a comprehensive review of each policy in the order in
which they appear in the NPSs.
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17. The Applicant recognises the potential usefulness of a Policy Compliance Document to assist the

1.6

ExA in making its recommendation, and the SoS in making a determination on the Project’s
application.

Consultation

18. The Applicant has engaged with the Planning Inspectorate during the production of the Policy

Compliance Document to ensure that the information presented is useful to the Planning

Inspectorate. The latest response received on 19 January 2024 made the following observation

and confirmed that the proposed approach was acceptable:

“While the Applicant has decided not to pursue some of advice emerging from the October
2023 draft document review, the clarity of purpose, clear relationship with the Planning
Statement and clear presentation of this updated PCD is welcomed. Paragraph 5 of section
1.1 explains the thinking behind the PCD as ‘the Applicant recognises the usefulness of a
Policy Compliance Document as part of the Early Adopters Programme (EAP) to outline
compliance with the relevant NPS(s) (including the published drafts), the local policy
framework and any other relevant policy’.

The PCD explains that further updates are planned, particularly (a) in relation to the proposed
revised NPS’s and (b) to include reference to EN-1, EN-3 and EN-5; Marine Policy; the National
Planning Policy Framework and Planning Practice Guidance and Local Policy. It is clearly
stated that the Applicant regards the PCD and Planning Statement as ‘standalone’
documents in which there will be inevitable overlap, but this will be kept to a minimum.

The PCD is organised systematically in the order of NPS paragraphs, and it is intended in future
that the totality of NPS text will be included. The Planning Statement will also include a
thematic policy review and the PCD expands on the discussion relating to the NPSs within the
Planning Statement. In addition, according to para 16 of section 1.1 ‘The Applicant will
provide a full Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), which will be reported in the
Environmental Statement (ES) that will accompany the application and will include
information on the relationship between the Project and the topic-specific planning policies
outlined in the NPSs and other relevant legislation, including the Marine Policy Statement’.

The submitted document refers in Table 1.1, which addresses the proposed development’s
accordance with NPS policy, only to EN-1. It is understood that the final submitted document
will also include NPSs EN-3 and EN-5 and additionally, sections will be added to draw out and
discuss key marine policies and key national and local planning policies, which are considered
to be applicable.

It is considered that, within the parameters set by the Applicant, the PCD provides a helpful
and, in due course, comprehensive guide to the steps taken to achieve compliance with NPS
and other policies and where the evidence for compliance can be found. As such, it is a
valuable addition to assessing the proposed development’s accordance with policy at the
examination and beyond.”
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19. Although the Planning Inspectorate has confirmed that the document is acceptable, it is noted
within the response that not all advice had been followed. Full justification for this was given to
the Planning Inspectorate during consultation. In brief, the Applicant has decided not to take
the advice to signpost more throughout the table and thereby avoid repetition between the
Planning Statement and Policy Compliance Document. The Applicant’s stance is that these
documents should be treated as standalone documents and a certain amount of duplication is
therefore unavoidable. However, in an attempt to avoid unnecessary duplication, the
compliance tables below only contain policy and information where necessary.

20. The Planning Inspectorate also noted in October 2023 that the Policy Compliance Document
should be a ‘live’ document. Whilst the Policy Compliance Document may be updated, the
document is not treated as a live document. The Applicant foresees that the document should
only be updated when policy updates are made, if required.
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2 NPS EN-1 Compliance

Table 1: NPS EN-1 Compliance

SECTION/
TOPIC

PARAGRAPH
REF

NPS REQUIREMENT

EN-1 Part 3: The need for new nationally significant energy infrastructure projects

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

EN-1 Part 3.1: Introduction

Introduction EN-1

3.1.1-3.1.2

This Part of the NPS explains why the government sees a need for significant amounts of
new large-scale energy infrastructure to meet its energy objectives and why the
government considers the need for such infrastructure to be urgent.

However as acknowledged within the NPS it will not be possible to develop the
necessary amounts of such infrastructure without some significant residual adverse
impacts. These effects will be minimised by the application of policy set out in Parts 4
and 5 of this NPS. See also Part 2 of each technology specific NPS.

The Project would make a substantial contribution towards the delivery of renewable energy in line with
the need to significantly decarbonise the power sector by 2030.

The Project would include up to 100 wind turbine generators (WTGs), which will be located approximately
54km off the coast of Lincolnshire, England, and create enough energy each year to power hundreds of
thousands of homes. The Project will create job opportunities, support the UK Government’s ambitions for
up to 50GW of electricity generated from offshore wind by 2030 and help meet the objectives of the British
Energy Security Strategy.

The accompanying ES, outlined in the Non Technical summary(APP-055), describes any likely significant
effects and how the Applicant intends to avoid, prevent and reduce these where possible. However, as
noted in Section 3.1.2 of EN-1, itis not possible to develop the necessary amounts of infrastructure without
some significant residual adverse impacts.

EN-1 Part 3.2: Secretary of State decision making

EN-1

3.21

The government’s objectives for the energy system are to ensure our supply of energy
always remains secure, reliable, affordable, and consistent with net zero emissions in 2050
for a wide range of future scenarios, including through delivery of our carbon budgets and
Nationally Determined Contributions.

Section 5 of the Planning Statement (APP-297) outlines the established need for the Project with reference
to paragraphs that support such development within EN-1. The Project would deliver up to 1.5 gigawatts
(GW) of offshore wind which would support the government objective of increasing supply of renewable
energy.

Paragraph 3.3.21 of EN-1 states the UK Government has an ambition to deliver up to 50 GW of offshore
wind by 2030 and in this policy context, the Project would make a substantial contribution towards meeting
national renewable (wind) energy targets and should be ascribed substantial weight in the balance of
considerations and the presumption in favour of such developments.

As such, the Project accords with national energy targets and is supportive of the Government’s objectives
for the energy system. The Project represents an excellent opportunity to deliver both clean energy and to
meet government targets.

EN-1

3.2.2

We need a range of different types of energy infrastructure to deliver these objectives.
This includes the infrastructure described within this NPS but also more nascent
technologies, data, and innovative infrastructure projects consistent with these
objectives.

The Project will support the Government in meeting its ambition of providing a range of secure, reliable
and affordable renewable energy infrastructure to achieve net zero emissions by 2050. This is because the
Project is an offshore wind farm which will support the delivery of national renewable energy. The type of
energy this Project will provide (wind) is expected to play a key role in supplying renewable energy by
2050.

EN-1

3.2.3

It is not the role of the planning system to deliver specific amounts or limit any form of
infrastructure covered by this NPS. It is for industry to propose new energy infrastructure
projects that they assess to be viable within the strategic framework set by government.
This is the nature of a market-based energy system. With the exception of new coal or
large-scale oil-fired electricity generation, the government does not consider it
appropriate for planning policy to set limits on different technologies but planning policy
can be used to support the Government’s ambitions in energy policy and other policy
areas.

Section 5 of the Planning Statement (APP-297) outlines how the Project is in line with the Government’s
ambitions for the energy system.

Paragraphs 3.3.20- 3.3.24 of NPS EN-1 show there will be a major reliance on wind (and solar) to deliver
renewable energy targets to meet national demand, and the Project will play a significant role in
contributing towards meeting these targets. The NPS make it clear that there is an established need for
the Project and substantial emphasis should be placed on this need by the SoS.
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EN-1 The Secretary of State should assess all applications for development consent for the types | The need for the Project has been established in this NPS which concludes that there is a critical national
of infrastructure covered by this NPS on the basis that the government has demonstrated | priority (CNP) for the provision of nationally significant low carbon infrastructure. Paragraph 4.2.5
3.2.6 that there is a need for those types of infrastructure, which is urgent, as described for each | includes offshore generation that does not involve fossil fuel combustion within the definition of low
of them in this Part. carbon infrastructure.
EN-1 In addition, the Secretary of State has determined that substantial weight should be given
to this need when considering applications for development consent under the Planning | The need for the Project is further set out in Section 5 of the Planning Statement (APP-297).
3.2.7 Act 2008.
As such, the Project is considered to accord with the provisions set out in the NPS.
EN-1 This NPS, along with any technology specific energy NPSs, sets out policy for nationally | The Project is covered by section 15 of the Planning Act 2008 (2008 Act). This document together with the
significant energy infrastructure covered by sections 15-21 of the Planning Act 2008. Planning Statement confirms how the policies within this NPS and the relevant technology specific NPSs
3.2.9 have been complied with in respect of the Project.
EN-1 Other novel technologies or processes may emerge during the life of this NPS and can help
deliver our energy objectives. Where these contribute towards the objectives set out in
3.2.10 paragraph 3.2.1, the Secretary of State should determine that there is a need for such

technologies and that substantial weight should be given to this need.

EN-1 Part 3.3: The need for new nationally significant energy infrastructure projects— Meeting energy security and carbon red

uction objectives

The need for | EN-1 Electricity meets a significant proportion of our overall energy needs and our reliance on | As outlined within ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057), the Project will deliver up
new nationally it will increase as we transition our energy system to deliver our net zero target. We to 100 WTGs with a capacity of approximately 1.5 GW and make a substantial contribution to meeting
significant 331 need to ensure that there is sufficient electricity to always meet demand; with a margin | the demand for greater energy produced from renewable sources, whilst mitigating unexpected risks to
electricity to accommodate unexpectedly high demand and to mitigate risks such as unexpected the UKs energy system. The wider effects of the Project upon climate change are discussed within ES
infrastructure plant closures and extreme weather events. Chapter 31: Climate Change (APP-086).
EN-1 The larger the margin, the more resilient the system will be in dealing with unexpected The Project will support the government’s objective to achieve 50GW of offshore wind by 2030. This
events, and consequently the lower the risk of a supply interruption. This helps to figure was revised upward from 40GW to 50GW in the April 2022 UK Government Energy Security
3.3.2 protect businesses and consumers, including vulnerable households, from volatile prices | Strategy (BESS) which is a key aspect of the UK Government’s commitment to support essential services,
and, eventually, from physical interruptions to supply that might impact on essential and the business sector, in the wake of the global pandemic.
services. But a balance must be struck between a margin which ensures a reliable supply
of electricity and building unnecessary additional capacity which increases the overall The Project will make a substantial contribution in meeting this demand for offshore wind energy.
costs of the system. Through the delivery of up to 100 WTGS, the project will have a capacity of approximately 1.5GW as
stated within ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057).
The Planning Statement (APP-297) outlines that there is an established urgent need for developments like
the Project which are considered a CNP.
EN-1 To ensure that there is sufficient electricity to meet demand, new electricity As noted in the responses to the paragraph 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 of the NPS above, the Project is in accordance
infrastructure will have to be built to replace output from retiring plants and to ensure with the NPS and a substantial emphasis should be placed on this need by the Secretary of State (SoS). As
333 we can meet increased demand. Our analysis suggests that even with major stated within ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057) the Project will deliver up to
improvements in overall energy efficiency, and increased flexibility in the energy system, | 100 WTGS and have a capacity of approximately 1.5GW which will make a substantial contribution in
demand for electricity is likely to increase significantly over the coming years and could meeting the government’s ambition of increasing supply from renewable sources to meet increasing
more than double by 2050 as large parts of transport, heating and industry decarbonise | demands on the UK’s electricity system.
by switching from fossil fuels to low carbon electricity. The Impact Assessment for CB6
shows an illustrative range of 465-515TWh in 2035 and 610- 800TWh in 2050.
The need for EN-1 There are several different types of electricity infrastructure that are needed to deliver The Project will support the government in meeting its ambition of providing a range of secure, reliable and
different types our energy objectives. Additional generating plants, electricity storage, interconnectors affordable renewable energy infrastructure to achieve net zero emissions by 2050. As outlined within both
of electricity 3.3.4—-337 and electricity networks all have a role, but none of them will enable us to meet these the Planning Statement (APP-297) and ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057), the

infrastructure

objectives in isolation.

government is seeking to meet the future increasing demand through several types of renewable sources,
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New generating plants can deliver a low carbon and reliable system, but we need the and the Government regards offshore wind farms, like the Project as a key mechanism to achieving this
increased flexibility provided by new storage and interconnectors (as well as demand target.
side response, discussed below) to reduce costs in support of an affordable supply. Therefore, there is an established need for the Project which will provide up to 100 WTG, with a capacity
of approximately 1.5GW and make a makes a substantial contribution to the UK’s renewable energy and
Storage and interconnection can provide flexibility, meaning that less of the output of energy security targets.
plant is wasted as it can either be stored or exported when there is excess production.
They can also supply electricity when domestic demand is higher than generation,
supporting security of supply. This means that the total amount of generating plant
capacity required to meet peak demand is reduced, bringing significant system savings
alongside demand side response (up to £12bn per year by 2050). Storage can also reduce
the need for new network infrastructure. However, neither of these technologies, as
with demand side response, are sufficient to meet the anticipated increase in total
demand, and so cannot fully replace the need for new generating capacity.
Electricity networks are needed to connect the output of other types of electricity
infrastructure with consumers and each other. However, they are a means of
transporting electricity rather than generating or storing it, so cannot replace those
other types of electricity infrastructure in meeting the substantial increase in demand
expected over the coming decades.
The government has considered alternatives to the need for new large-scale electricity
infrastructure and concluded that these would be limited to reducing total demand for
electricity through efficiency measures or through greater use of low carbon hydrogen in
decarbonising the economy; reducing maximum demand through demand side response;
and increasing the contribution of decentralised and smaller-scale electricity
infrastructure. In addition, there are alternative ways of decarbonising heating and
transportation, which are being developed alongside electrification of these sectors.
Reducing total demand for energy is a key element of the government’s strategy for
meeting its energy objectives and we expect that increased energy efficiency measures
could lead to a reduction in final energy demand from around 1550 TWh in 2019 to around g . . .
1000 TWh in 2050. However, even with a reduction in final energy demand the share of Whlle. tis c.Iear that reducing demand for .eher.gy 's a key Gov.err.1ment st.rategy, tis not(?d that even by
C L . . . reducing this demand, the share of electricity in the system is likely to increase (potentially more than
electricity in the system is likely to increase, potentially more than doubling by 2050 (see ) . . . . - .
paragraph 3.3.3). double). The Project will contribute to ensuring that there is a sufficient supply of electricity to meet
. . - . - . . demand.
Alternatives to EN-1 The precise level of electricity demand during the transition to net zero is uncertain and
new electricity 3.3.8-3.3.12 could be affected by alternative means of decarbonising these sectors, such as the use of The Project would contribute to the delivery of the 30 GW of renewable energy envisaged in NPS EN-1 and

infrastructure.

low carbon hydrogen, and the pace of that decarbonisation. However, it is prudent to plan
on a conservative basis to ensure that there is sufficient supply of electricity to meet
demand across a wide range of future scenarios, including where the use of hydrogen is
limited.

Demand side response, such as the use of thermal stores and smart charging of electric
vehicles, can shift electricity demand, reducing the maximum amount of electricity
required and therefore reduce the need for additional infrastructure. However, it cannot
increase the total amount of electricity generated in the UK, or reduce the total amount
of electricity consumed, and so cannot fully replace the need for new generating capacity
to deliver our energy objectives.

Decentralised and community energy systems such as micro-generation contribute to our
targets on reducing carbon emissions and increasing energy security. These technologies
could also lead to some reduction in demand on the main generation and transmission
system. However, the government does not believe they will replace the need for new

the ambition to deliver 40 GW of offshore wind by 2030 as set out in the UK Government’s 2021
announcement, a figure which as noted within the Planning Statement (APP-297) was revised upward to 50
GW by 2030 in the April 2022 UK Government Energy Security Statement.
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SECTION/ PARAGRAPH NPS REQUIREMENT ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS
TOPIC REF
large-scale electricity infrastructure to meet our energy objectives. This is because
connection of large-scale, centralised electricity generating facilities via a high voltage
transmission system enables the pooling of both generation and demand, which in turn
offers a number of economic and other benefits, such as more efficient bulk transfer of
power and enabling surplus generation capacity in one area to be used to cover shortfalls
elsewhere.
Delivering EN-1 If demand for electricity doubles by 2050, we will need a fourfold increase in low carbon | As per the responses to the NPS provisions at paragraph 3.2.1 and 3.2.2, The Project will have a capacity of
affordable generation and significant expansion of the networks that transport power to where it is | approximately 1.5GW and make a substantial contribution to the delivery of renewable energy and
decarbonisation | 3.3.16 needed. In addition, we committed in the Net Zero Strategy to take action so that by 2035, | consequently will strengthen the national energy system. Moreover, as discussed within ES Chapter 2:
all our electricity will come from low carbon sources, subject to security of supply, whilst | Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057) and the Planning Statement (APP-297) the Government cites
meeting a 40-60 per cent increase in electricity demand. This means that the majority of | offshore wind farms, like the Project, as key mechanisms to facilitating a transition to net zero.
new generating capacity needs to be low carbon.
EN-1 Given the changing nature of the energy landscape, we need a diverse mix of electricity | As stated in the response to the NPS provisions made at paragraph 3.3.2, wind energy will play a central
infrastructure to come forward, so that we can deliver a secure, reliable, affordable, and | role in the transition towards renewable energy supply nationally, supporting net zero ambitions. .
3.3.19 net zero consistent system during the transition to 2050 for a wide range of demand,
decarbonisation, and technology scenarios.
The role of wind | EN-1 Wind and solar are the lowest cost ways of generating electricity, helping reduce costs The Project will have an overall capacity of approximately 1.5GW and will contribute towards meeting the
and solar and providing a clean and secure source of electricity supply (as they are not reliant on government’s target to deliver 50GW of offshore wind by 2030 and meet the objectives of the British Energy
3.3.20-3.3.21 | fuel for generation). Our analysis shows that a secure, reliable, affordable, net zero Security Strategy. As the Project will have a capacity in excess of 100MW it is defined as a Nationally
consistent system in 2050 is likely to be composed predominantly of wind and solar. Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) and the Applicant has submitted an application to the SoS for a
As part of delivering this, UK government announced in the British Energy Security | Development Consent Order (DCO).
Strategy an ambition to deliver up to 50GW of offshore wind by 2030, including up to 5GW
of floating wind, and the requirement in the Energy White Paper for sustained growth in
the capacity of onshore wind and solar in the next decade.
EN-1 However it is recognised that ensuring affordable system reliability, today and in the
future, means wind and solar need to be complemented with technologies which supply
3.3.22 and electricity, or reduce demand, when the wind is not blowing, or the sun does not shine.
3.3.24
Applications for offshore wind above 100MW or solar above 50MW in England, or 350MW
for either in Wales, will continue to be defined as NSIPs, requiring consent from the
Secretary of State (see EN-3).
The need for | EN-1 Given the urgent need for new electricity infrastructure and the time it takes for electricity | The project is a new, large scale renewable energy NSIP project that falls within the scope of NPS EN-1. The
electricity NSIPs to move from design conception to operation, there is an urgent need for new (and | Project would help to meet the urgent need for the type and scale of energy infrastructure outlined in NPS
generating 3.3.58 particularly low carbon) electricity NSIPs to be brought forward as soon as possible, given | EN-1
capacity the crucial role of electricity as the UK decarbonises its economy.
3.3.59 All the generating technologies mentioned above are urgently needed to meet the As outlined within ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057), offshore wind

government’s energy objectives by:

®  providing security of supply (by reducing reliance on imported oil and gas,
avoiding concentration risk, and not relying on one fuel or generation type)

®  providing an affordable, reliable system (through the deployment of
technologies with complementary characteristics)
ensuring the system is net zero consistent (by remaining in line with our carbon budgets
and maintaining the options required to deliver for a wide range of demand,
decarbonisation, and technology scenarios, including where there are difficulties with
delivering any technology)

developments like the Project are critical in providing a secure, reliable, affordable, net zero consistent
system by 2050.

The Project would contribute to the delivery of the 50 GW of offshore wind renewable energy envisaged
in the NPS EN1 as set out in the UK Government’s 2022 Energy Security Statement announcement; a
figure which is noted within the Planning Statement (APP-297).

The Project will make a substantial contribution in achieving the government’s energy objectives through
the delivery of up to 100 WTGs and a capacity of approximately 1.5GW.
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Furthermore, through the delivery of the above infrastructure and generating capacity, the Project will
contribute to increasing national energy security.
ES Chapter 31: Climate Change (APP-086) confirms that the Project will assist the UK in reducing
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and the trajectory to net zero by 2050.
EN-1 Known generation technologies that are included within the scope of this NPS (and
would be classed as an NSIP if above the relevant capacity thresholds set out under the The Project is an offshore wind project and therefore falls under a generation technology defined within
3.3.60-3.3.62 | Planning Act 2008) include: Paragraph 3.3.60 of EN-1. The Project meets the thresholds set out in the 2008 Act and is classified as an
= Offshore Wind (including floating wind) NSIP and as set out in paragraph 4.2.5 the Project is classified as low carbon infrastructure, therefore the
" Solar PV Project is CNP infrastructure.
®  Wave
® Tidal Range
®  Tidal Stream
®  Pumped Hydro
®  Energy from Waste (including ACTs) with or without CCS
®  Biomass with or without CCS
®  Natural Gas with or without CCS
®  Low carbon hydrogen
®  large-scale nuclear, Small Modular Reactors, Advanced Modular Reactors, and
fusion power plants
®  Geothermal
The need for all these types of infrastructure is established by this NPS and a
combination of many or all of them is urgently required for both energy security and Net
Zero, as set out above.
Government has concluded that there is a critical national priority (CNP) for the
provision of nationally significant low carbon infrastructure. Section 4.2 states which
energy generating technologies are low carbon and are therefore CNP infrastructure.
EN-1 Subject to any legal requirements, the urgent need for CNP Infrastructure to achieve our | As per the responses to paragraph 3.3.62, the Project is classified as CNP infrastructure, which are critical
energy objectives, together with the national security, economic, commercial, and net in providing a secure, reliable, affordable, net zero consistent system by 2050 and meeting the UK’s
3.3.63 zero benefits, will in general outweigh any other residual impacts not capable of being renewable energy targets. Substantial weight should be given to the benefits of the Project particularly in

addressed by application of the mitigation hierarchy. Government strongly supports the
delivery of CNP Infrastructure and it should be progressed as quickly as possible.

light of the established need for this development

Section 7 of the Planning Statement (APP-297) summarises the planning balance for the Project, drawing
together the benefits and the assessment of potential adverse effects. The key benefits of the Project
include:

B Supporting the UK in its transition to a low carbon economy, helping meet the ambition of 50GW
of offshore wind by 2030 and net zero emissions by the year 2050. ES Chapter 31: Climate Change
(APP-086), demonstrates the net benefit of the Project regarding lifetime carbon emission
reduction compared to the project baseline scenarios of ‘Gas’ and ‘all non-renewables’ derived
electricity, were the Project not to be developed.

® Increasing the amount of renewable energy generated by offshore wind and so contribute to
better energy security by reducing reliance on imported oil and gas, avoiding concentration risk
and not relying on one fuel or generation type.
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®  Provision of an affordable, reliable system through the deployment of technologies with
complementary characteristics, required to meet future demand.

®  Contributing to the urgent need to replace polluting generating stations, such as coal, helping
ensure the system is net zero consistent.

®  Through further development in the offshore wind sector the Project will contribute to a skilled,
diverse workforce and strengthen the existing manufacturing base. Offshore wind is a highly
skilled industry, which is well placed to create jobs and boost earning power in regions across the
UK which require economic growth.

In terms of adverse impacts, these are discussed across the ES (APP-055). The ES has been prepared in
accordance with the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 and the
Marine Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2007. Each chapter provides a baseline,
assessment and proposed mitigation where necessary to ensure there are no significant and cumulative
effects as a result of the Project.

Through the Habitats Regulation Assessments (HRA) process designated sites and features have been
screened, in consultation with Natural England, and considered within the Report to Inform Appropriate
Assessment (RIAA) (APP-235) and relevant ES Chapters with further details available in Table 7-1 of the RIAA
and each relevant ES Chapter.

Overall, the RIAA (APP-235) concludes that the Project would not undermine any of the conservation
objectives for the designated sites and features. The Applicant has engaged with Natural England for any
compensation measures and has submitted a ‘without prejudice’ (Article 6(4)) derogation case for both
ornithology and benthic features. Further information on the assessment of AEol can be found in the RIAA.
As set out in the derogation case and the RIAA, the Applicant cannot rule out an in-combination adverse
effect on the kittiwake feature of the Flamborough and Filey Coast SPA during the O&M phase of the Project
but maintains that there will be no AEol on the other sites and features, for which the derogation case is
being set out on a “without prejudice” basis only.

As demonstrated throughout the ES (APP-055), the RIAA (APP-235) and Planning Statement (APP-297), the
Applicant has shown how any likely significant negative effects would be avoided, reduced, mitigated or
compensated for, following the mitigation hierarchy. When taking into account the evidence presented in
the ES, Planning Statement and the HRA, it is not considered that there are any adverse impacts that
outweigh the benefits associated with the Project when any necessary mitigatory or compensatory
measures are taken in to consideration. It has been demonstrated that the Project is in accordance with the
NPS.

The need for
new electricity
networks

EN-1

3.3.82-3.3.83

The Government has committed to reduce GHG emissions by 78 per cent by 2035 under
carbon budget 6. According to the Net Zero Strategy this means that by 2035, all our
electricity will need to come from low carbon sources, subject to security of supply,
whilst meeting a 40-60 per cent increase in demand.

Given the urgent need for new electricity infrastructure and the time it takes for
electricity NSIPs to move from design conception to operation, there is an urgent need
for new (and particularly low carbon) electricity NSIPs to be brought forward as soon as
possible, given the crucial role of electricity as the UK decarbonises its economy.

It is clear from the UK Energy White Paper that electricity demand is expected to grow substantially
(scenarios vary but potentially by a factor of three or four) as carbon intensive sources of energy are
displaced by electrification of other industry sectors, particularly heat and transport. This is reflected in
the British Energy Security Strategy published in April 2022 where targets for offshore wind farm were
extended to 50GW by 2023. As noted within Section 5 of the Planning Statement (APP-297), the Project
would make a substantial contribution towards the delivery of renewable energy in line with the need to
significantly decarbonise and security of supply throughout its operational life, thereby addressing
important aspects of the UK’s legal obligations and Government policy.
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EN-1 Part 4.1: Assessment Principles

General Policies
and
Considerations

Weighing
impacts
benefits

and

EN-1 The Energy White Paper and British Energy Security Strategy emphasises the importance | The Project meets the requirements of the relevant NPSs therefore the presumption in favour of granting
of the government’s net zero commitment and efforts to fight climate change, as well as | consent to energy NSIPs should apply given the urgent need for this type of infrastructure. This is because
41.2-4.1.4 the need to maintain a secure and reliable energy system. The Levelling Up White Paper | the Project will deliver up to 100 WTGS and will have a capacity of approximately 1.5GW, as stated within
calls on the Government to ensure investment in the transition to Net Zero benefits less | ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057). Moreover, as outlined within the Planning
well-performing parts of the UK, reducing emissions, facilitating economic development | Statement (APP-297), the government cites offshore wind farms, like the Project as critical mechanisms in
and the creation of jobs. supporting the nation in transitioning to net zero.
Given the level and urgency of need for infrastructure of the types covered by the energy
NPSs set out in Part 3 of this NPS, the Secretary of State will start with a presumption in The Planning Statement (APP-297) together with this document demonstrates that the Project accords with
favour of granting consent to applications for energy NSIPs. That presumption applies the relevant policies of the NPS and there are no specific policies that clearly indicate consent should be
unless any more specific and relevant policies set out in the relevant NPSs clearly refused.
indicate that consent should be refused.
The presumption is also subject to the provisions of the Planning Act 2008 referred to in
paragraph 1.1.4 of this NPS.
EN-1 In considering any proposed development, in particular when weighing its adverse The Planning Statement (APP-297) sets out the planning balance for the Project drawing together the
impacts against its benefits, the Secretary of State should take into account: benefits of the scheme (as summarised above) and the assessment of potential adverse effects. The
4.1.5 ® jts potential benefits including its contribution to meeting the need for energy Planning Statement concludes that the Project would bring significant benefits and it is not considered
infrastructure, job creation, reduction of geographical disparities, environmental | that there are any adverse effects which outweigh the benefits of the Project, and as such would be in
enhancements, and any long-term or wider benefits; accordance with the NPS and should therefore be consented.
® its potential adverse impacts, including on the environment, and including any
long-term and cumulative adverse impacts, as well as any measures to avoid, The response to NPS paragraph 3.3.63 above summarises the key benefits of the Project, how adverse
reduce, mitigate, or compensate for any adverse impacts, following the impacts have been considered within the ES (APP-055). The ES shows how any likely significant negative
mitigation hierarchy. effects would be avoided, reduced, mitigated or compensated for, following the mitigation hierarchy.
When taking into account the evidence presented in the ES, Planning Statement and the RIAA (APP-235),
it is not considered that there are any adverse impacts that outweigh the benefits associated with the
Project when any necessary mitigatory or compensatory measures are taken in to consideration.
EN-1 In this context, the SoS should take into account environmental, social, and economic Sections 6 and 7 of The Planning Statement (APP-297) set out the planning balance for the Project
benefits and adverse impacts, at national, regional, and local levels. These may be drawing together the benefits of the scheme and the assessment of potential adverse impacts. It
4.1.6 identified in this NPS, the relevant technology specific NPS, in the application or concludes that the Project would bring significant benefits, would be in accordance with the NPS, Marine
elsewhere (including in local impact reports, marine plans, and other material Plans and Local Policy and should therefore be consented.
considerations as outlined in Section 1.1).
When taking into account the evidence presented in the Planning Statement (APP-297) and this Policy
Compliance Document, it is not considered that there are any adverse impacts that outweigh the benefits
associated with the Project when any necessary compensatory measures are taken in to consideration. It
has been demonstrated that the Project is in accordance with both national and local planning policy.
EN-1 Where this NPS or the relevant technology specific NPSs require an applicant to mitigate | As per the responses to paragraph 3.3.62, the Project is classified as CNP infrastructure.
a particular impact as far as possible, but the Secretary of State considers that there Adverse impacts are discussed across the ES and each Chapter highlights where required mitigation is
4.1.7 would still be residual adverse effects after the implementation of such mitigation proposed. The ES (both offshore and onshore) has been prepared in accordance with the Infrastructure

measures, the Secretary of State should weight those residual effects against the
benefits of the proposed development. For projects which qualify as CNP Infrastructure,
it is likely that the need case will outweigh the residual effects in all but the most
exceptional cases. This presumption, however, does not apply to residual impacts which
present an unacceptable risk to, or interference with, human health and public safety,
defence, irreplaceable habitats or unacceptable risk to the achievement of net zero.

Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 and the Marine Works (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2007. Each chapter provides a baseline, assessment and proposed
mitigation where necessary, to ensure there are no significant and cumulative effects as a result of the
application.
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Further, the same exception applies to this presumption for residual impacts which The response to NPS paragraph 3.3.63 above summarises the key benefits of the Project, how adverse
present an unacceptable risk to, or unacceptable interference offshore to navigation, or | impacts have been considered within the ES (APP-055) which sets out how any likely significant negative
onshore to flood and coastal erosion risk. effects would be avoided, reduced, mitigated or compensated for, following the mitigation hierarchy.
When taking into account the evidence presented in the ES, Planning Statement and the RIAA (APP-235),
it is not considered that there are any adverse impacts that outweigh the benefits associated with the
Project when any necessary mitigatory or compensatory measures are taken in to consideration. It has
been demonstrated that the Project is in accordance with the NPS
Land Rights EN-1 Where the use of land at a specific location is required to facilitate the development by The Applicant has sought to enter into voluntary agreements for all of the land and rights required to
providing for mitigation, and landscape enhancement, an applicant may, as part of its facilitate the Project. The status of negotiations is shown in Appendix 4 of the Statement of Reasons (APP-
4.1.8-4.1.9 application to the Secretary of State, seek the compulsory acquisition of that land, or 031).

rights over that land.
The SoS will consider any such application under the usual compulsory acquisition
principles, taking into account the content of the NPSs.

Compulsory acquisition powers are being sought to facilitate the development. Further details of the
Project's need for, and approach to, compulsory acquisition are set out in the Statement of Reasons (APP-
031).

The Statement of Reasons (APP-031) has been prepared in accordance with the provisions of Regulation
5(2)(h) of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009
(“the 2009 Regulations’).
This Statement is required to support the Application because the draft DCO (APP-303), if made would
authorise the compulsory acquisition of interests or rights in land. The DCO would also confer on the
Applicant the additional powers below:

B extinguishment of private rights over land;

B acquisition of subsoil only;

®  rights under or over streets;

®  imposition of restrictive covenants;

®  temporary use of land for carrying out the authorised development; and

®  temporary use of land for maintaining the authorised development.

The Statement of Reasons (APP-031) forms part of the suite of documents submitted with the application
for a DCO. The Statement should be read in conjunction with the other DCO application documents that
relate to the compulsory acquisition powers sought by the Applicant, including:

®  Draft Development Consent Order (APP-303);

®  Explanatory Memorandum (APP-304);

®  Land Plans (including Onshore Crown and Special Category Land Plans) (APP-009, APP-010, APP-
011);

®  Works Plans (onshore) (APP-005);
®  Funding Statement (APP-026)
®  Book of Reference (APP-025));

The Applicant's rationale and justification for seeking powers of compulsory acquisition are set out within
the Statement of Reasons. The Applicant considers that there is a clear and compelling case in the public
interest for the inclusion of powers of compulsory acquisition within the DCO to secure the land and
interests which are required for the Project. The public benefit of allowing the Project to proceed
outweighs the infringement of private rights which would occur should powers of compulsory acquisition
be granted and exercised.
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Landscaping is required to screen the OnSS due to the flat reclaimed nature of the landscape. The purpose
of this planting is to mitigate effects on landscape character and visual amenity. This has the added
benefit of providing enhanced biodiversity as set out in the Outline Landscape and Ecological
Management Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284).
Other EN-1 The policy set out in this NPS and the technology specific energy NPSs is intended to The Project has considered the NPS within the Planning Statement (APP-297) and this Policy Compliance
documents provide greater clarity around existing policy and practice of the Secretary of State in Document. The Project is supported by the NPSs.
4.1.10-4.1.12 | considering applications for nationally significant energy infrastructure, (or therefore the
“benchmark” for what is, or is not, an acceptable nationally significant energy Specific national, regional and local legalisation, policy and guidance are assessed in each topic chapter
development). across the ES (APP-055). This document provides an overview of how the project responds to relevant
legalisation at the national, regional and local levels, with the following documents assessed in
The energy NPSs have taken account of the NPPF, the Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) aforementioned tables:
for England, and Planning Policy Wales and Technical Advice Notes (TANs) for Wales, ®  Marine Policy Statement (MPS) (2011)
where appropriate. ®  National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2023)
. . . . .
Other matters that the SoS may consider both important and relevant to their decision- Natlor'ml Planning Practice Guidance
making may include Development Plan documents or other documents in the Local " East Lindsey Local Plan Core Strategy 2016-2031 (Adopted July 2018)
Development Framework. " South East Lincolnshire Local Plan 2011-2036 (Adopted March 2019)
Further information regarding relevant legalisation at the national, regional and local levels is considered
within Section 4.5 of the Planning Statement (APP-297).
Development EN-1 The SoS should only impose requirements in relation to a development consent that are | The draft DCO (APP-303) sets out the requirements that are considered as necessary, relevant to planning
consent necessary, relevant to planning, relevant to the development to be consented, and all technical disciplines, such that the Project will comply with all requirements during all phases of
4.1.16 -4.1.17 | enforceable, precise, and reasonable in all other respects. the Project.
The SoS should consider the guidance in the NPPF, the PPG: Use of Planning Conditions,
and TANs, or any successor documents, where appropriate. The Applicant also volunteered for the Project to be part of the NSIP Reform Early Adopters Programme
(EAP) which facilitated the use of multiparty meetings during the pre-application stages. This has played a
successful role in ensuring where possible any concerns with the Project have been understood and
addressed through appropriate Project refinement and the inclusion of relevant requirements/conditions.
EN-1 The SoS may consider any development consent obligations that an applicant agrees The Applicant recognises that there may be a need for certain planning obligations, as set out in the NPS.
with local authorities. These must be relevant to planning, necessary to make the The Applicant will submit any such proposed planning obligation to the ExA and/or SoS for consideration
4.1.18 proposed development acceptable in planning terms, directly related to the proposed before the close of the examination.
development, fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the proposed
development, and reasonable in all other respects.
Early EN-1 Early engagement both before and at the formal pre-application stage between the | Stakeholder consultation and engagement have played a fundamental role in shaping the Project. A
engagement Applicant and key stakeholders, including public regulators, Statutory Consultees | comprehensive account of all consultation undertaken to assist in the development of the Project is
4.1.19-4.1.20 | (including Statutory Nature Conservation Bodies (SNCBs)), and those likely to have an | included within the Consultation Report (APP-032). Consultation is also detailed within Chapter 6

interest in a proposed energy infrastructure application, is strongly encouraged in line with
the Government’s pre-application guidance. This means that only applications which are
fully prepared and comprehensive can be accepted for examination,

enabling them to be properly assessed by the ExA and leading to a clear recommendation
report to the SoS.

This is particularly so in the case of Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) matters
covered in paragraphs 5.4.25 to 5.4.31 below, which explain the onus is on the Applicant

Technical Consultation (APP-061).

The Applicant has volunteered for the Project to be part of the NSIP Reform EAP which facilitated the use
of multiparty meetings during the pre-application stages.

Stakeholder engagement primarily took place under the Evidence Plan Process (EPP), as documented in
Volume 3, Chapter 6 Technical Consultation Technical Consultation, Appendix 6.1 Evidence Plan Process
(APP-149). The EPP is a non-statutory, voluntary process and agreements are non-binding, however it
provided a useful stakeholder engagement approach on key elements and outcomes of the PEIR process
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to submit sufficient information to enable the SoS to conduct an Appropriate
Assessment if required.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

which allows continued dialogue in between the formal (statutory and non-statutory) consultation
processes documented in the Consultation Report (APP-032).

The Applicant has engaged in post-scoping, pre-application consultation with both statutory and non-
statutory consultees (This is further set out in Chapter 6 Technical Consultation Technical Consultation,
Appendix 6.1 Evidence Plan Process (APP-149), which includes further details of the series of regular
consultation meetings held with key stakeholders on technical matters),

In June 2023 the Applicant published a Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) in the format
of a draft ES that formed the basis of the Application information submitted for statutory consultation under
Sections 42 and 47 of the Planning Act 2008. This consultation period was open for 46 days between 7t
June 2023 and 21 July 2023. Consultation feedback received has been carefully considered as the project
design has been finalised and the documentation has been updated to form the final ES that accompanies
the DCO (including deemed marine licence) application.

The Applicant has prepared the ES on the basis of information submitted for statutory consultation under
Sections 42, 47 and 48 of the 2008 Act.

The consultation process described above informed several design/project changes. Table 1.1 within the
Consultation report (APP--032), summarises onshore Project Refinement and key Consultation Feedback in
relation to design elements.

Refinements to the offshore Project parameters were not a central focus of the public consultation carried
out under Section 47 of the 2008 Act but addressed by a number of statutory consultees both through
bilateral engagement, the EPP and consultation carried out under Section 42.

The HRA process was a key topic covered in the Expert Topic Groups (ETGs) and EPP process including
identification and prioritisation of HRA matters and discussions on how these should be addressed in the
Applicant’s application. Full details of consultation on HRA and Compensation is set out in the Evidence Plan
Report (APP-052).

Financial and
technical
viability

EN-1

4.1.21-4.1.22

In deciding to bring forward a proposal for infrastructure development, the Applicant will
have made a judgement on the financial and technical viability of the proposed
development, within the market framework and taking account of government
interventions.

Where the SoS considers that the financial viability and technical feasibility of the proposal
has been properly assessed by the Applicant, it is unlikely to be of relevance in SoS decision
making (any exceptions to this principle are dealt with where they arise in this or other
energy NPSs and the reasons why financial viability or technical feasibility is likely to be of
relevance explained).

The Applicant (GTR4 Ltd) is a joint venture between Corio Generation, TotalEnergies and Gulf Energy
Development. Each of these companies bring a demonstrable track record of delivering renewable energy
infrastructure development, in frameworks that deliver consumer value and capacity certainty.

The Compulsory Acquisition Funding Statement (APP-026) and Compensation Funding Statement (APP-
264) confirm that the Applicant is confident that the Project will be commercially viable based on the
assessments it has undertaken. As such the SoS can conclude with confidence that the financial and
technical feasibility of the Project is assured, and therefore it is considered that the Project is in
accordance with paragraph 4.1.22 of EN-1.

EN-1 Part 4.2: The critical national

priority for low carbon infrastructure

The critical
national priority
for low carbon
infrastructure

EN-1

42.1-423

Government has committed to fully decarbonising the power system by 2035, subject to
security of supply, to underpin its 2050 net zero ambitions. More than half of final energy
demand in 2050 could be met by electricity, as transport and heating in particular shift
from fossil fuel to electrical technology.

The Project would contribute to decarbonising the power system by 2035, supporting 2050 net zero
ambitions through the development of up to 100 WTG with a generating capacity of approximately
1.5GW .ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057) and the Planning Statement (APP-297)
provide commentary on the Government’s ambition to increase supply of energy from renewable sources
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transition to abundant, low-carbon energy. The UK’s strategy to increase supply of low
carbon energy is dependent on deployment of renewable and nuclear power generation,
alongside hydrogen and CCUS. Our energy security and net zero ambitions will only be
delivered if we can enable the development of new low carbon sources of energy at speed
and scale.

With smart and strategic planning, the UK can maintain high environmental standards
and minimise impacts while increasing the levels of deployment at the scale and pace
needed to meet our energy security and net zero ambitions.

Ensuring the UK is more energy independent, resilient and secure requires the smooth

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

and the need for offshore wind farms, like the Project, as a key mechanism in supporting the transition
towards net zero and supporting a shift away from fossils fuels.

Regarding the references made to smart and strategic planning in Paragraph 4.2.3, The Project has been
the subject of an iterative site selection and design process that has been informed by multiple rounds of
statutory and non-statutory consultation as well as constraints mapping, assessment and locational
decisions in the identification of project design for the offshore cable corridor, landfall, onshore cable
corridor and onshore substation. This process was conducted to ensure the Project makes the greatest
possible contribution to renewable energy targets whilst minimising environmental impacts and following
principles of good design. Further information provided within ES Chapter 4: Site Selection and
Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).

In terms of high environmental standards, as outlined within ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative
Context (APP-057) the Project has been developed in accordance with relevant legislation, policy and
guidance. In addition, in assessing the impacts of the Project, due regard to topic-specific legislation, policy,
guidance has been considered in each ES chapter.

SECTION/ PARAGRAPH
TOPIC REF
EN-1
42.4-426

The Government has therefore concluded that there is a CNP for the provision of
nationally significant low carbon infrastructure.

This does not extend the definition of what counts as nationally significant
infrastructure: the scope remains as set out in the Planning Act 2008. Low carbon
infrastructure for the purposes of this policy means:

®  for electricity generation, all onshore and offshore generation that does not
involve fossil fuel combustion (that is, renewable generation, including anaerobic
digestion and other plants that convert residual waste into energy including
combustion, provided they meet existing definitions of low carbon; and nuclear
generation), as well as natural gas fired generation which is carbon capture
ready;

" for electricity grid infrastructure, all power lines in scope of EN-5 including
network reinforcement and upgrade works, and associated infrastructure such
as substations. This is not limited to those associated specifically with a
particular generation technology, as all new grid projects will contribute towards
greater efficiency in constructing, operating and connecting low carbon
infrastructure to the National Electricity Transmission System;

®  for other energy infrastructure, fuels, pipelines and storage infrastructure, which
fits within the normal definition of “low carbon”, such as hydrogen distribution,
and carbon dioxide distribution;

®  for energy infrastructure which is directed into the NSIP regime under section 35
of the Planning Act 2008, and fit within the normal definition of “low carbon”,
such as interconnectors, Multi-Purpose Interconnectors, or ‘bootstraps’ to
support the onshore network which are routed offshore; and

®  Lifetime extensions of nationally significant low carbon infrastructure, and
repowering of projects.
The overarching need case for each type of energy infrastructure and the substantial
weight which should be given to this need in assessing applications, as set out in

Offshore wind has been defined by Government as being a CNP and therefore the Project constitutes CNP
infrastructure as outlined within the response to paragraph 3.3.62 and the Planning Statement (APP-297).
The Government has highlighted that there is an urgent need for CNP Infrastructure to achieving energy
objectives, together with the national security, economic, commercial, and net zero benefits.

The Project would contribute towards decarbonising the power system by 2035 supporting 2050 net zero
ambitions and providing the CNP required urgently to meet these aspirations.

Policy Compliance Document
Document Reference: 9.1.1

Project Statements

Page 29
August 2024
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TOPIC REF
paragraphs 3.2.6 to 3.2.8 of EN-1, is the starting point for all assessments of energy
infrastructure applications.
EN-1 The CNP policy does not create an additional or cumulative need case or weighting to The Project has followed the statutory regulations in assessing the impacts of the Project within the ES as
that which is already outlined for each type of energy infrastructure. The policy applies outlined within ES Chapter 1: Introduction (APP-056) and ES Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative
4.2.7 following the normal consideration of the need case, the impacts of the Project, and the | Context (APP-057).
application of the mitigation hierarchy. As such, it is relevant during Secretary of State
decision making and specifically in reference to any residual impacts that have been The ES (APP-055) provides a comprehensive presentation of the benefits and impacts that the Project may
identified. It should therefore also be given consideration by the ExA when it is making have at national, regional and local levels, specific to environmental, social and economic topics.
its recommendation to the SoS.
Whilst the Project may lead to temporary significant adverse effects during multiple phases of the
development this is balanced against the significant benefit of the Project in the delivery of renewable
energy. Additionally any long term effects of the Project will be mitigated as far as reasonable practicable.
For example, Chapter 28 Landscape and Visual Assessment(APP-083) sets out that landscape and onshore
visual effects can be mitigated through planting. .
EN-1 During decision making, the CNP policy will influence how non-HRA and non-Marine Adverse impacts are discussed across the ES and each Chapter highlights where required mitigation is
4.2.8 Conservation Zone (MCZ) residual impacts are considered in the planning balance. The proposed. The ES (both offshore and onshore) has been prepared in accordance with the Infrastructure
policy will therefore also influence how the Secretary of State considers whether tests Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 and the Marine Works (Environmental
requiring clear outweighing of harm, exceptionality, or very special circumstances have Impact Assessment) Regulations 2007. Each chapter provides a baseline, assessment and proposed
been met by a CNP Infrastructure application. Further detail is provided in paragraphs mitigation where necessary to ensure there are no significant and cumulative effects as a result of the
4.2.15t0 4.2.17, and Figure 2. application.
As demonstrated throughout the ES (APP-055), and Planning Statement (APP-297), the Applicant has
shown how any non-HRA and MCZ likely significant negative effects would be avoided, reduced,
mitigated or compensated for, following the mitigation hierarchy. When taking into account the evidence
presented in the ES and Planning Statement, it is not considered that there are any adverse impacts that
outweigh the benefits associated with the Project . It has been demonstrated that the Project is in
accordance with the NPS.
EN-1 The Project is classified as CNP infrastructure. The Applicant considers that any anticipated impacts as a
4.2.9 During decision making, the CNP policy also explains the Secretary of State’s approach to | result of the Project and as reported in the Environmental Statement (APP-055) are clearly outweighed by
HRA derogations and MCZ assessments. Specifically, the policy explains how the | the benefits. This is shown in Section 6.4 of the Planning Statement (APP-297) which provides an overview
alternative solutions and imperative reasons of overriding public interest (IROPI) tests are | of how the Project has been developed in accordance with CNP policy including guidance relating to HRA
considered by the Secretary of State. Further detail is provided in paragraphs 4.2.18 to | derogations and MCZ assessments.
4.2.22, and Figure 3.
As part of the HRA process, a screening exercise has been updated throughout the pre-application process
and has been followed by appropriate assessment for those sites and features for which a Likely
Significant Effect (LSE) was identified at screening. This has been reported in a RIAA (APP-235).
The Applicant’s position as set out in the RIAA is that there will be no AEol on the designated sites and
features identified through screening other than a potential risk of AEol in relation to the kittwake feature
of the Flamborough and Filey Coast (FFC) SPA in-combination with other plans, projects and activities. The
Applicant has noted that the Crown Estate (TCE) concluded AEol in-combination to the FFS CPA for
kittiwake for the Round Four Plan-Level HRA (which included the Project), however this conclusion was
drawn without the benefit of any project specific data. The Applicant has promoted a full derogation case
for the kittiwake features.
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ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

The derogation case in relation to all other sites and features is made “without prejudice” to the SoS’s
final decision on the impacts of the Project which will be subject to consideration at Examination.

The “without prejudice” case is being presented in recognition of recent consent decisions and views on
possible impact expressed by some consultees pre-application and in order to provide the Secretary of
State with information they may need as early as possible. The derogation case sets out the Applicant’s
position on alternative solutions and the Applicant’s position in relation to Imperative Reasons of
Overriding Public Interest (IROPI). In the event that the Secretary of State (SoS) identifies that an AEol
cannot be ruled out on any of the relevant sites, the Project has put forward a range of ‘without
prejudice’ compensation measures for the relevant benthic and ornithological features (APP-243 — APP-
264).

A MCZ assessment (APP-157) supports the DCO and has screened the following three MCZs in for
consideration as a result of their proximity to the Project:

®  Holderness Inshore MCZ;
®  Holderness Offshore MCZ; and

®  Cromer Shoal Chalk Bed MCZ.
The assessment concludes that the Project’s construction, O&M, and decommissioning activities within the
offshore ECC and array area will not hinder the achievement of the conservation objectives of either MCZ.

As demonstrated within the ES (APP-032), the RIAA (APP-235), the MCZ assessment (APP-157), and
Planning Statement (APP-297), the Applicant has shown how any likely significant negative effects relating
to HRA or MCZ would be avoided, reduced, mitigated or compensated for, following the mitigation
hierarchy. When taking into account the evidence presented in the ES, Planning Statement and the HRA, it
is not considered that there are any adverse impacts that outweigh the benefits associated with the
Project when any necessary mitigatory or compensatory measures are taken into consideration. It has
been demonstrated that the Project is in accordance with the NPS and does not introduce an impediment
to the policies considered within any other NPS.

Applicants
Assessment

EN-1

4.2.10

Applicants for CNP infrastructure must continue to show how their application meets the
requirements in this NPS and the relevant technology specific NPS, applying the
mitigation hierarchy, as well as any other legal and regulatory requirements.

The Project has considered this NPS and the relevant technology specific NPS, applying the mitigation
hierarchy, as well as any other legal and regulatory requirements, as illustrated in the Planning Statement
(APP-297).

The ES (APP-055) and Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment (RIAA) (APP-235) provide a comprehensive
presentation of the benefits and impacts that the Project may have at national, regional and local levels,
specific to environmental, social and economic topics. The ES and RIAA also show how any likely significant
negative effects would be avoided, reduced, mitigated or compensated in accordance with the mitigation
hierarchy.

4.2.12

Applicants should set out how residual impacts will be compensated for as far as
possible. Applicants should also set out how any mitigation or compensation measures
will be monitored and reporting agreed to ensure success and that action is taken.
Changes to measures may be needed e.g. adaptive management. The Cumulative
impacts of multiple developments with residual impacts should also be considered.

The ES sections and tables in the ‘Summary of Effects’ sections within the receptor chapters in the ES
(APP-055) are structured to distinguish between the construction, operation, decommissioning and
reinstatement (where relevant) phases of the Project, with proposals for compensation and monitoring
proposed where appropriate.

The ES Chapters also include consideration of the potential for cumulative effects to occur as a result of
multiple developments. The approach to the Cumulative Effects Assessment (CEA) has taken account of

the advice provided in The Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note Seventeen (Cumulative Effects
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Assessment Relevant to Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects) (The Planning Inspectorate, 2019)
and has considered other projects, plans and activities on a tiered basis (relating to certainty of
implementation and accuracy of the available information)
4.2.13 Where residual impacts relate to HRA or MCZ sites then the Applicant must provide a Please see the Applicant’s response to paragraph 4.2.9 above.
derogation case, if required, in the normal way in compliance with the relevant
legislation and guidance. In the event that the Secretary of State (SoS) identifies that an AEol cannot be ruled out on any of the
relevant sites, the Project has put forward a range of ‘without prejudice’ compensation measures for the
relevant benthic and ornithological features. The documents submitted as part of the Applicant’s
derogation case are set out below (APP-243 — APP-264):
®  Without Prejudice Benthic Compensation Strategy (APP-243);
®  QOrnithology Compensation Strategy (APP-249);
®  TCE Kittiwake Strategic Compensation Plan (APP-260);
®  Compensation Funding Statement (APP-264).
The documents relating to Guillemot, Razorbill, and Benthic features are submitted on a “without
prejudice” basis.
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State will continue to consider the impacts and benefits of all CNP As described above, the Applicant’s assessment, both EIA as set out in the ES (APP-055) and HRA as set out
State decision 4.2.14 Infrastructure applications on a case-by-case basis. The SoS must be satisfied that the inthe RIAA (APP-235) demonstrate that the requirements for considering stakeholder consultation, residual

making

applicant’s assessment demonstrates that the requirements set out above have been
met. Where the SoS is satisfied that they have been met the CNP presumptions set out
below apply.

impacts, the mitigation hierarchy and relevant tests under the NPSs and other legislation and policy have
been met.

The Project’s application of the mitigation hierarchy and compensation where required has minimised
negative impacts.
Section 7 of the Planning Statement (APP-297) summarises the planning balance for the Project,
drawing together the benefits and the assessment of potential adverse effects. The Planning
Statement concludes that the SoS should give appropriate weight to the benefits of the project
when considering the planning balance.

The key benefits of the Project include:

e Supporting the UK in its transition to a low carbon economy, helping meet the ambition of 50GW
of offshore wind by 2030 and net zero emissions by the year 2050. ES Chapter 31: Climate Change
(APP-086), demonstrates the net benefit of the Project regarding lifetime carbon emission
reduction compared to the project baseline scenarios of ‘Gas’ and ‘all non-renewables’ derived
electricity, were the Project not to be developed.

e Increasing the amount of renewable energy generated by offshore wind and so contribute to
better energy security by reducing reliance on imported oil and gas, avoiding concentration risk
and not relying on one fuel or generation type.

e Provision of an affordable, reliable system through the deployment of technologies with
complementary characteristics, required to meet future demand.

e Contributing to the urgent need to replace polluting generating stations, such as coal, helping
ensure the system is net zero consistent.
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e Through further development in the offshore wind sector the Project will contribute to a skilled,
diverse workforce and strengthen the existing manufacturing base. Offshore wind is a highly
skilled industry, which is well placed to create jobs and boost earning power in regions across the
UK which require economic growth.
As outlined throughout the ES, alongside its pertinent environmental benefits through the delivery of
clean and affordable energy, the Project will also deliver significant social and economic benefits.
As described in both the Planning Statement (APP-297) and Chapter 29: Socio-Economic Characteristics
(APP-084), the development of offshore wind projects, like this Project, will contribute to a skilled, diverse
workforce and strengthen the existing manufacturing base.
Non-HRA—-and EN-1 Where residual non-HRA or non-MCZ impacts remain after the mitigation hierarchy has An ES (APP-055) supports the DCO application which considers the assessment principles outlined in Section
non-MCZ 4.2.15— been applied, these residual impacts are unlikely to outweigh the urgent need for this 4 of EN-1. As demonstrated throughout Section 6 of the Planning Statement (APP-297) ), the Applicant has
residual 4.2.16 type of infrastructure. Therefore, in all but the most exceptional circumstances, it is shown how any likely significant negative effects would be avoided, reduced, mitigated or compensated
impacts of CNP unlikely that consent will be refused on the basis of these residual impacts. The for, following the mitigation hierarchy.
Infrastructure exception to this presumption of consent are residual impacts onshore and offshore
which present an unacceptable risk to, or unacceptable interference with, human health
and public safety, defence, irreplaceable habitats or unacceptable risk to the
achievement of net zero. Further, the same exception applies to this presumption for
residual impacts which present an unacceptable risk to, or unacceptable interference
offshore to navigation, or onshore to flood and coastal erosion risk.
As a result, the Secretary of State will take as the starting point for decision-making that
such infrastructure is to be treated as if it has met any tests which are set out within the
NPSs, or any other planning policy, which requires a clear outweighing of harm,
exceptionality or very special circumstances.
EN-1 This means that the SoS will take as a starting point that CNP Infrastructure will meet the | No elements of the Project are situated within areas having the highest status of protection (National
4.2.17 following, non-exhaustive, list of tests: Parks, the Broads and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONBs)). No part of the Project falls within

®  where development within a Green Belt requires very special circumstances to
justify development;
®  where development within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
requires the benefits (including need) of the development in the location
proposed to clearly outweigh both the likely impact on features of the site that
make it a SSSI, and any broader impacts on the national network of SSSIs;
®  where development in nationally designated landscapes requires exceptional
circumstances to be demonstrated; and
where substantial harm to or loss of significance to heritage assets should be exceptional
or wholly exceptional.

Green Belt land. In addition, there are no landscape designations within the LVIA Study Area. There will,
therefore, be no significant effects on landscape designations as they lie beyond the distance within which
there is potential for significant effects to arise. Full details are set out in Chapter 28 Landscape and Visual
Impact Assessment (APP-083).

There will be no direct impact to any subtidal or Intertidal SSSI features as identified in Chapter 9:
Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064).

As set out in ES Chapter 21: Onshore Ecology (APP-076), there will be no direct impact to onshore SSSls as
the onshore Order Limits have been designed to avoid designated sites. Indirect impacts are considered
within ES Chapter 21: Onshore Ecology (APP-076), Chapter 24 Hydrology and Flood Risk Assessment (APP-
079) and Chapter 19 Air Quality (APP-074) which conclude indirect impacts as a result of effects arising
from water quality, dust emissions, road traffic emissions and emissions from temporary construction
non-road mobile machinery (NRMM), are considered not significant in EIA terms.

All known and unknown marine archaeological and cultural heritage receptors in the marine zone that
may be affected by the Project and their archaeological significance have been described in detail in
Chapter 13 Marine and Intertidal Archaeology , Appendix 13.1: Marine and Intertidal Archaeology
Technical Report (APP-167) and summarised in Chapter 13: Marine and Intertidal Archaeology (APP-068).
Potential impact on the marine archaeological and cultural heritage receptors of the Project is also
discussed in Chapter 13 Marine and Intertidal Archaeology (APP-068). Substantial harm has not been
concluded.
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The assessment presented in Chapter 20: Onshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage (APP-075) has regard
to the significance of heritage assets. Particularly, the assessment identifies and assesses the significance
of the heritage assets themselves. Chapter 20 confirms that no potentially significant indirect impacts have
been identified for designated heritage assets or non-designated heritage assets. All indirect impacts are
identified as insignificant and predominantly temporary or short term. No designated archaeological
remains would be physically affected by the Project and mitigation is proposed whereby there would be no
residual significant impacts to non-designated archaeological remains. No cases have been identified
where substantial harm to the heritage significance of a designated heritage asset would arise.

HRA
derogations
and MCZ
assessments for
CNP
Infrastructure

EN-1
4.2.18—
4.2.20

respectively.

Any HRA or MCZ residual impacts will continue to be considered under the framework
set out in the Habitats Regulations and the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009

Where, following Appropriate Assessment, CNP Infrastructure has residual adverse
impacts on the integrity of sites forming part of the UK national site network, either
alone or in combination with other plans or projects, the Secretary of State will consider
making a derogation under the Habitats Regulations.

Similarly, if during an MCZ assessment, CNP Infrastructure has residual impacts which
significantly risk hindering the achievement of the stated conservation objectives for the
MCZ, the SoS will consider making a derogation under section 126 of the Marine and
Coastal Access Act 2009.

A MCZ Assessment has been provided as an appendix to Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology,
Appendix 9.4: Marine Conservation Zone Assessment (APP-157). The MCZ assessment has screened the
following three MCZs in for consideration as a result of their proximity to the Project:

®  Holderness Inshore MCZ;
®  Holderness Offshore MCZ; and

®  Cromer Shoal Chalk Bed MCZ.
The assessment concludes that the Project’s construction, O&M, and decommissioning activities within the
offshore ECC and array area will not hinder the achievement of the conservation objectives of either MCZ.

With regards to the HRA and MCZ there are no LSE with the exception of (in-combination) effects at the
Flamborough and Filey Coast (FFC) Special Protection Area (SPA).

As part of the HRA process, a screening exercise has been updated throughout the pre-application process
and has been followed by appropriate assessment for those sites and features for which a Likely Significant
Effect (LSE) was identified at screening. This has been reported in a RIAA (APP-235).

Consultation has taken place through the Scoping process, EPP, and through statutory consultation
meetings. In particular, the Applicant has engaged with Natural England (NE) for any compensation
measures.

The Applicant has concluded that the Project on its own will not have an Adverse Effect on Integrity (AEol)
on any of the designated sites and features identified through screening. There is a potential risk of AEol
in relation to the kittiwake feature of the Flamborough and Filey Coast SPA when the Project is considered
in-combination with other plans, projects and activities. As such, the Applicant has submitted a Derogation
Case (APP-242). The Applicant maintains that there will be no AEol on the other sites and features, for
which the derogation case is being set out on a “without prejudice” basis only. Further information on the
assessment of adverse effect on integrity (AEol) can be found in the RIAA.

The “without prejudice” case is being presented in recognition of recent consent decisions and views on
possible impact expressed by some consultees pre-application and in order to provide the Secretary of State
with information they may need as early as possible. The Derogation case sets out the Applicant’s position
on alternative solutions and the Applicant’s position in relation to Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public
Interest (IROPI). In the event that the Secretary of State (SoS) identifies that an AEol cannot be ruled out
on any of the relevant sites, the Project has put forward a range of ‘without prejudice’ compensation
measures for the relevant benthic and ornithological features (APP-243 — APP-264).

EN-1
4.2.21

For both derogations, the SoS will consider the particular circumstances of any plan or
project, but starting from the position that energy security and decarbonising the power
sector to combat climate change:

As set out above in the Applicant’s response to paragraph 4.2.9, the derogation case is presented as part
of the HRA in Derogation Case (APP-242) which explains the need for the Project, that there are no
alternatives to achieve the Project objectives and that there is an IROPI in the Project coming forward.
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requires a significant number of deliverable locations for CNP Infrastructure and for each

location to maximise its capacity. This NPS imposes no limit on the number of CNP
infrastructure projects that may be consented. Therefore, the fact that there are other
potential plans or projects deliverable in different locations to meet the need for CNP
Infrastructure is unlikely to be treated as an alternative solution. Further, the existence
of another way of developing the proposed plan or project which results in a significantly
lower generation capacity is unlikely to meet the objectives and therefore be treated as
an alternative solution; and

are capable of amounting to IROPI for HRAs, and, for MCZ assessments, the benefit to
the public is capable of outweighing the risk of environmental damage, for CNP
Infrastructure.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

EN-1
4.2.22

For HRAs, where an applicant has shown there are no deliverable alternative solutions,
and that there are IROPI, compensatory measures must be secured by the SoS as the
competent authority, to offset the adverse effects to site integrity as part of a
derogation. For MCZs, where an applicant has shown there are no other means of
proceeding which would create a substantially lower risk, and the benefit to the public
outweighs the risk of damage to the environment, the SoS must be satisfied that
measures of equivalent environmental benefit will be undertaken.

Please see the Applicant’s response to paragraph 4.2.9 above.

In the event that the Secretary of State (SoS) identifies that an AEol cannot be ruled out on any of the
relevant sites, the Project has put forward a range of ‘without prejudice’ compensation measures for the
relevant benthic and ornithological features (APP-243 — APP-264).

A MCZ Assessment is presented in Volume 3, Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology Benthic and
Intertidal Ecology, Appendix 9.4: Marine Conservation Zone Assessment (APP-157). No impacts have been
identified.

EN-1 Part 4.3: Environmental Princ

iples

Environmental
Effects/
Considerations

EN-1

43.1-433

All proposals for projects that are subject to the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the EIA Regulations) must be accompanied by an
ES describing the aspects of the environment likely to be significantly affected by the
Project.

The Regulations specifically refer to effects on population, human health, biodiversity,
land, soil, water, air, climate, the landscape, material assets and cultural heritage, and
the interaction between them.

The Regulations require an assessment of the likely significant effects of the proposed
project on the environment, covering the direct effects and any indirect, secondary,
cumulative, transboundary, short, medium, and long-term, permanent, and temporary,
positive, and negative effects at all stages of the Project, and also of the measures
envisaged for avoiding or mitigating significant adverse effects.

An ES (APP-055) accompanies the Application and describes the aspects of the environment likely to be
significantly affected by the Project as scoped in the Scoping Report and agreed with the SoS in the
Scoping Opinion (Planning Inspectorate, 2022).

The ES assesses the likely significant effects of the Project covering direct, indirect, secondary, cumulative,
short-term, medium-term, long-term, permanent, temporary, positive and negative effects in the
construction, operation and maintenance and decommissioning phases of development. The ES also
describes the suite of mitigation measures required to mitigate significant adverse effects. It is therefore
considered that the ES for the Project is in accordance with paragraph 4.3.1-4.3.3 of EN-1.

Regarding the topics outlined in Paragraph 4.3.2 of EN-1, no significant residual effects have been identified
as confirmed in the Sections and Chapters below which set outs several migration measures:

Human Health

® ES Chapter 30: Human Health (APP-085) - A number of mitigations across the different topics
chapters apply to human health and major disasters including the Outline Construction Traffic
Management Plan (APP-289), Outline Noise and Vibration Management Plan (APP-269) and
Outline Code of Construction Practice (APP-268) to reduce the impacts of the works on human
health.
Biodiversity (onshore)

B ES Chapter 4: Onshore Ecology (APP-059) - The Project has made a number of commitments to
reduce impacts on onshore ecological receptors. Most notably, the adoption of trenchless
techniques at 216 separate sites along the onshore ECC and 400kV cable corridor to avoid impacts
to major river and watercourses, priority habitats and designated sites. The Project has also been
designed to avoid all ponds and woodland and reduce the need for severance of linear habitat
features as much as possible. An Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy
(OLEMS) has been produced which presents the mitigation measures that will be undertaken to
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manage the potential impacts to onshore ecological receptors. With measures in place the project
will result in no significant effect for any of the impacts.

ES Chapter 22: Onshore Ornithology (APP-077) - Potential harm to birds, is mitigated through a
Construction Method Statement (CMS) and pre-works surveys, ensuring protection for nesting
birds and preventing significant harm. Disturbance to protected bird species, is mitigated through
seasonal restrictions and localised working commitments to minimise disruption to specific bid
populations. Water and air quality are both managed through detailed assessments and
embedded mitigation measures in the Pollution Prevention Emergency Incident Response Plan
(PPEIRP) and Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP).

Biodiversity (offshore)

ES Chapter 9: Benthic Subtidal and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064) - Mitigation strategies, including
micro siting of infrastructure where possible to avoid areas of Annex 1 reef, have been adopted.
Within the SAC, the Project has also committed to removable cable protection, should cable burial
not be possible. An initial Cable Burial Risk Assessment has been undertaken. A further Cable
Burial Risk Assessment will also inform cable burial as part of a Cable Specification and Installation
Plan which will be developed for approval by the MMO prior to construction. To minimise the risk
of pollution, a Project Environmental Management Plan will be produced; this will also be used to
reduce the risk of invasive species. The Project design has also been refined to include trenchless
cable installation (HDD) to remove impacts at the coast.

ES Chapter 10: Fish and Shellfish Ecology (APP-065) - Mitigation measures include the
development of a Cable Specification and Installation Plan (CSIP) to minimise habitat loss.
Additionally, the implementation of a piling Marine Mammal Mitigation Protocol (MMMP) which
details measure that will be implemented by the Project to limit the underwater noise levels to
reduce the risk of auditory injury to negligible levels. Whilst the implementation of a MMMP is
not aimed at fish and shellfish receptors, the measures detailed within it (such as soft start
procedures) will provide benefit to mobile fish receptors. To minimise the risk of pollution, a
Project Environmental Management Plan will be produced which will also be used to reduce the
risk of invasive species.

ES Chapter 11: Marine Mammals (APP-066) — Mitigation measures have been committed to by
the Project, such as the use of maximum hammer energies (6,600kJ for monopiles, 3,500k] for
pin-pile), soft start and ramp up procedures for piling, and a maximum of two piling events
occurring simultaneously. Additionally, a Marine Mammal Mitigation Protocol (MMMP) for both
piling and Unexploded Ordnance (UXO) clearance will be developed and implemented, the reduce
the risk of auditory injury to negligible levels. A vessel management plan will also be developed,
to reduce any collisions and minimise disturbance.

ES Chapter 12: Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology (APP-067) - Mitigation measures and changes
to the Project design have been adopted by the Project to minimise impacts on IOFs, such as
adapting the array footprint to avoid important seabird habitat and raising the minimum tip
height of the blades to 40m relative to mean sea level (MSL). A number of other mitigation
measures have been proposed by way of compensation strategies for kittiwake, guillemot and
razorbill species.

Land Use and soil

ES Chapter 25 Land Use (APP-080) - Mitigation includes the Code of Construction Practice (APP-
268), the Outline Soil Management Plan (SMP) (APP-271) to manage soil effectively during
stripping, handling and reinstating and the Outline Pollution Prevention and Emergency Incident
Response Plan (PPEIRP) (APP-272) which includes measures to prevent pollution incidents
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Water (Onshore)

ES Chapter 24 Hydrology, Hydrogeology and Flood Risk (APP-079) - The Project has made a
number of commitments to minimise and reduce the risk to hydrology, hydrogeology and flood
risk including obtaining consent for any intrusive works, careful routing to avoid any key areas of
sensitivity, detailed surface water drainage plans, preparation of a Flood Management Response
Plan and adherence to the PPEIRP. By incorporating these commitments no significant effects
have been identified in relation to hydrology, hydrogeology and flood risk.

Water (Offshore)

ES Chapter 8: Marine Water and Sediment Quality (APP-063) - The Project has committed a range
of mitigation measures to reduce impacts including, undertaking a Cable Burial Risk Assessment
and using cable protection where required. The Project will also develop plans including a Project
Environmental Management Plan, a Scour Protection Management Plan, a Cable Specification and
Installation Plan (drafts of which have been produced as part of the Application), which will be
submitted to the MMO for approval prior to works being carried out.

Air Quality

ES Chapter 19: Air Quality (APP-074) - there are a number of commitments made by the Project to
minimise and reduce the impacts to air quality including adhering to best practice construction
measures in relation to dust and NRMM, and development and adherence to the Code of
Construction Practice (CoCP), Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP), Travel Plan and
Outline Public Access Management Plan (PAMP).

Climate Change

ES Chapter 31 Climate Change (APP-086) - The project will, wherever it is realistically able to, use
recycled materials for the project. Upon decommissioning the project will minimise the amount of
materials sent to landfill and will recycle wherever possible materials which are no longer needed.

Landscape (Onshore)

ES Chapter 21 Landscape and Visual Assessment (APP-076) - The Project has made a number of
commitments to reduce and minimise the impacts to the landscape and visual receptors through
the design, development and site selection process which considered the constraints associated
with the current landscape features, development and adherence to the CoCP which include
measures to reduce temporary disturbance and incorporation of good practice measures. An
outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (APP-284) has been submitted as part of
the application which sets out the landscape and ecological elements of the Project.

Landscape (Offshore)

ES Chapter 17: Seascape Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (APP-072) - For Seascape and
Landscape impacts have been mitigated as far as practical through the Project design which has
been developed to reduce the impact and design commitments have been made such as the
ORCPs would be positioned a minimum of 12km from the closest part of the coastline.. Relevant
industry guidance and advise will also be followed for marking and lighting of all offshore
infrastructure, with the Project committing to minimising the light impacts as far as practicable to
mitigate potential effects
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Material assets and cultural heritage (Onshore)

B ES Chapter 20: Onshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage (APP-075) - Mitigation includes the
project design to prevent or reduce potential impacts on Archaeology and Cultural Heritage
receptors include implementation of an agreed programme of archaeological investigation work
during construction to ensure that any heritage assets are identified and recorded. An outline
version of the Onshore Written Scheme of Investigation has been provided with the application
(APP-283).

Material assets and cultural heritage (offshore)

B ES Chapter 13: Marine and Intertidal Archaeology (APP-068) - The Project has committed to
undertaking a Marine Written Scheme of Investigation which will be agreed with relevant parties
and appropriate mitigation measures defined where necessary. Further mitigation measures
include all intrusive activities undertaken during the life of the Project will be routed and micro
sited to avoid any identified Historic Environment receptors pre-construction, with Archaeological
Exclusion Zones unless other mitigation is agreed with Historic England. Additional unknown or
unexpected archaeological and cultural heritage receptors identified during the Project stages will
be reported utilising the Project specific Protocol for Archaeological Discoveries. Additionally
offshore geophysical surveys (including UXO surveys) and offshore geotechnical campaigns
undertaken pre-construction will be subject to full archaeological review, where relevant, in
consultation with Historic England. A post-construction monitoring plan will be developed.

As such, the Project is considered to accord with the provisions set out within the NPS.

EN-1

43.4

To consider the potential effects, including benefits, of a proposal for a project, the
applicant must set out information on the likely significant environmental, social, and
economic effects of the development, and show how any likely significant negative
effects would be avoided, reduced, mitigated, or compensated for, following the
mitigation hierarchy. This information could include matters such as employment,
equality, biodiversity net gain, community cohesion, health, and well-being.

An ES has been submitted for the Project which undertakes a thorough assessment including
environmental, social and economic receptors.

The assessment allows the weighing of impacts both adverse and beneficial to assist in the decision-making
process. The topics referred to in Paragraph 4.3.4 of EN-1, are assessed in the following ES Chapters:
Employment

®  Chapter 29 Socio-Economic Characteristics (APP-084)
Equality
®  Chapter 30 Human Health (APP-085)

Biodiversity Net Gain

A Biodiversity Net Gain Project Principles and Approach Statement (APP-302) has been prepared and
submitted alongside the ES. The Applicant is committed to Environmental Stewardship and, on top of
mitigating adverse impacts on the environment as much as possible, is intent on leaving the environment
in a measurably better state than before. The Applicant is actively engaging with organisations and
environmental bodies local to the Project's footprint to identify potential collaboration opportunities. In
line with Good Practice Guidance set out in Section 4 of the Biodiversity Net Gain Project Principles and
Approach Statement, an assessment has been undertaken based on the mitigation requirements set out
in the OLEMS (document ref: APP-284) . A further BNG assessment will also be undertaken at the detailed
design stage to account for potential changes to the detailed scheme design and in order to comply with
the BNG statutory requirements for NSIPs (anticipated in November in 2025). Biodiversity gain
calculations, using the Statutory Biodiversity Gain Metric, would be incorporated into a Biodiversity Gain
Final Design Report.

Community Cohesion
®  ES Chapter 29 Socio-Economic Characteristics (APP-084)
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®  ES Chapter 30 Human Health (APP-085)
Health and well-being
B ES Chapter 30 Human Health (APP-085)
®  ES Chapter 27 Traffic and Transport (APP-082)
B ES Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074)
B ES Chapter 26 Onshore Noise and Vibration (APP-081)
Where necessary, the ES shows how any likely significant negative effects would be avoided, reduced,
mitigated or compensated for, following the mitigation hierarchy and in order to demonstrate how this will
be achieved a number of outline management plans are submitted with the application.
EN-1 For the purposes of this NPS and the technology specific NPSs the ES should cover the The ES topic specific chapters (APP-071 to APP-086) present the assessment of likely significant
environmental, social, and economic effects arising from pre-construction, construction, | environmental, social and economic effects that are predicted to occur as a result of the Project during
4.3.5-4.3.7 operation and decommissioning of the project. the pre-construction, construction, operation and decommissioning phases. These have been prepared in
Where the NPSs use the term ‘environment’ they are referring to both the natural and accordance with the Scoping Opinion and Scoping Report included as appendices to the Consultation
historic environments. Report (APP-032) and subsequent consultation undertaken through Volume 3, Chapter 6 Technical
In the absence of any additional information on additional assessments, the principles Consultation , Appendix 6.1 Evidence Plan Process Consultation (document refence APP-149).
set out in this Section will apply to all assessments.
Both the natural and historic environments have been considered. The predicted effects at each of the
Project stages are presented, including the construction, operation and maintenance and decommissioning
phases for both onshore and offshore works. As such it is considered that the ES for the Project is in
accordance with paragraph 4.3.5 -4.3.7 of EN-1
EN-1 In this NPS and the technology specific NPSs, when used in relation to environmental The Application, in particular the ES (APP-055) has used the requirements and terminology set out within
matters the terms ‘effects’, ‘impacts’ or ‘benefits’ should be understood to mean likely paragraphs 4.3.8-4.3.9 of EN-1.
43.8-4.3.9 significant effects, likely significant impacts, or likely significant benefits.
The Application has also adhered to legislative requirements, with further information detailed within
As in any planning case, the relevance or otherwise to the decisionmaking process of the | Chapter 2 Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057).
existence (or alleged existence) of alternatives to the proposed development is, in the
first instance, a matter of law. This NPS does not contain any general requirement to The site selection process and alternatives considered have been through a process of detailed analysis of
consider alternatives or to establish whether the proposed project represents the best environmental, social, and engineering constraints. Key feasible alternatives were taken forward for
option from a policy perspective. Although there are specific requirements in relation to | consultation where appropriate through the Scoping process, EPP, or through consultation meetings, as
compulsory acquisition and HRA sites. outlined in Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).
Applicant EN-1 The Applicant must provide information proportionate to the scale of the Project, The level of detail provided is proportionate to the scale of the Project. Section 1.5 of ES Chapter 5: EIA
assessment ensuring the information is sufficient to meet the requirements of the EIA Regulations. Methodology (APP-060) provides a description of the proportionate approach to environmental
4.3.10-4.3.11 assessment that has been used in the production of the ES. Information has been prepared in accordance
In some instances, it may not be possible at the time of the application for development | with the Scoping Opinion and Report (APP-034 and APP-035) and subsequent consultation undertaken
consent for all aspects of the proposal to have been settled in precise detail. Where this | through Volume 3, Chapter 6 Technical Consultation Technical Consultation, Appendix 6.1 Evidence Plan
is the case, The Applicant should explain in its application which elements of the Process Consultation (document refence APP-149).
proposal have yet to be finalised, and the reasons why this is the case.
Where full details cannot be provided, the Applicant has explained in the Application which elements of the
proposal have yet to be finalised, and the reasons why this is the case.
The design information is based on the best available information and the parameters outlined in the
Project description chapters are realistic and considered estimations of future design parameters.
EN-1 Where some details are still to be finalised, the ES should, to the best of the applicant’s To ensure a robust EIA, a range of potential construction methodologies and infrastructure design options
knowledge, assess the likely worst-case environmental, social and economic effects of have been considered, and the ‘Maximum Design Scenario’ (MDS) (known as the ‘Rochdale Envelope’
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4.3.12-43.13

NPS REQUIREMENT

the proposed development to ensure that the impacts of the Project as it may be
constructed have been properly assessed.

To help the Secretary of State consider thoroughly the potential effects of a proposed
project in cases where the EIA Regulations do not apply and an ES is not therefore
required, the applicant should instead provide information proportionate to the scale of
the Project on the likely significant environmental, social, and economic effects.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

approach) has been presented and assessed for each parameter. This approach allows for the assessment
of the worst-case impacts specific to each chapter topic. Where precise details of the proposals are not
known at the time of application submission, the Rochdale Envelope approach has been applied.
Therefore, each chapter will assess the ‘realistic worst-case’ scenario (WCS) for each of the identified
potential impacts, Further information is provided in Section 1.4 of ES Chapter 5: EIA Methodology (APP-
060)

Within the ES, a range of parameters for each aspect of the Project are defined and the MDS for each
receptor and/or impact is identified and considered for assessment. Consultation has also been a key part
of the Project, which includes the publication of the Project scoping report and four pre-application
phases. The consultation process has followed statutory guidance and has facilitated the identification of
matters that have directly led to design changes and commitments. Further information can be found
within the Consultation Report (APP-032) and summarised in Chapter 3: Project Description (APP-058).

This approach is particularly advantageous for large-scale developments involving complex engineering
and multi-year development programmes (including offshore wind) where it is not possible to identify the
exact components to be used within the final development, as it provides for flexibility in design and
construction and allows for developments in technology to be implemented, provided they are within
maximum extents and ranges assessed within the EIA. This is of particular relevance to offshore wind
development, where the technology is constantly improving, with larger and more efficient turbines being
developed.

The use of existing data and site-specific survey has enabled an adequate characterisation of the receiving
environment to enable a robust assessment to be undertaken against a realistic worst-case ‘Rochdale
Envelope’ approach to project design. Post-consent, further survey work including Site Investigation (SI) will
be required to inform the final detailed design preconstruction.

EN-1

4.3.15-4.3.17

Applicants are obliged to include in their ES, information about the reasonable
alternatives they have studied. This should include an indication of the main reasons for
the applicant’s choice, taking into account the environmental, social, and economic
effects and including, where relevant, technical and commercial feasibility.

In some circumstances, the NPSs may impose a policy requirement to consider
alternatives.

Where there is a policy or legal requirement to consider alternatives, the applicant
should describe the alternatives considered in compliance with these requirements.

The site selection process and alternatives considered have been through a process of detailed analysis of
environmental, social, and engineering constraints. Key feasible alternatives were taken forward for
consultation where appropriate through the Scoping process, EPP, or through consultation meetings, as
outlined in Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).

Chapter 4 provides a description of the site selection process and the approach undertaken by the Applicant
to refine the design of the Project. This chapter also provides information on the need for new renewable
energy generation, followed by detail regarding the alternatives considered for both the onshore and
offshore elements of the Project.

This chapter outlines the staged approach to defining the spatial boundaries and constituent parts of the
Project. It also explains and details the main alternatives considered for the Project including location and
infrastructure options, in accordance with the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017 (as amended) (the EIA Regulations); the Marine Works (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2007 (as amended); the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010
(as amended) (the 'Habitats Regulations'); and the Offshore Marine Conservation (Natural Habitats, & c.)
Regulations 2007 (as amended) (the 'Offshore Habitats Regulations').

The Applicant took a reactive and dynamic approach to the site selection process in both the consideration
of alternatives and in the final refinement of the Order Limits for both the offshore and onshore elements
of the Project. While there are a multitude of factors that are considered in this process, these can be
summarised into three driving principles:

Policy Compliance Document
Document Reference: 9.1.1

Project Statements

Page 40
August 2024



SECTION/
TOPIC

PARAGRAPH
REF

NPS REQUIREMENT

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

®  Engineering considerations — what infrastructure is required to achieve an economic and efficient
development.

®  Environmental considerations — how can the engineering be achieved to avoid or minimise
adverse impacts on the environment without compromising the Project’s overall purpose.

B Consultation — how has the Applicant taken on board the feedback from stakeholders and the
local communities in developing the Project.

Secretary of
State decision
making

EN-1

4.3.18-4.3.19

The SoS should consider how the accumulation of, and interrelationship between,
effects might affect the environment, economy, or community as a whole, even though
they may be acceptable when considered on an individual basis with mitigation
measures in place.

To allow the SoS to consider the worst-case impacts, the design information is based on the best available
information and the parameters outlined in the Project description chapters are realistic and considered
estimations of future design parameters. Therefore, each chapter will assess the ‘realistic worst-case’
scenario for each of the identified potential impacts, referred to as the MDS which considers the likely worst
cast environmental, social and economic effects.

In addition, the inter-relationship of different disciplines across the physical, biological and human
environments during the construction, operation and decommissioning phases of the onshore and
offshore aspects of the Project have been considered across the specific ES chapters.

The EIA Regulations require a consideration of cumulative effects, which is to say that the overall impact
of the Project must be considered together with the impact of other proposed developments in the area.
Cumulative effects are assessed and reported within each topic chapter of the ES.

Across the ES, inter-related effects for the Project have been considered for both onshore and offshore
matters. No significant inter-related effects arising as a result of the Project have been identified.

EN-1
4.3.20

The Government has set 13 legally binding targets for England under the Environment
Act 2021, covering the areas of: biodiversity; air quality; water; resource efficiency and
waste reduction; tree and woodland cover; and Marine Protected Areas (MPAs).
Meeting the legally binding targets will be a shared endeavour that will require a whole
of government approach to delivery. The Secretary of State have regard to the
ambitions, goals and targets set out in the Government’s Environmental Improvement
Plan 2023 for improving the natural environment and heritage. This includes having
regard to the achievement of statutory targets set under the Environment Act.

Across the ES (APP-055) relevant legislation and guidance including the Environment Act 2021 have been
considered in the assessment of different topic areas like biodiversity and air quality. In addition, such
legislation has also been considered in the design of the Project, to ensure the proposed infrastructure is
compliant (see additional information within Chapter 2: Need, Policy and Legislative Context (APP-057))

The Applicant is also committed to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity as a result of the Project. This
is realised within the Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284) which
provides the proposed approach to enhancement of biodiversity. The measures are posed to provide
areas of enhancement in onshore development areas, as well as areas outside of the Order Limits.
Measures include an increase of habitat connectivity via restoration of historic field margins and pond and
wetland creation and maintenance.

In line with Good Practice Guidance set out in Section 4 of the Biodiversity Net Gain Project Principles and
Approach Statement, an assessment has been undertaken based on the mitigation requirements set out
in the OLEMS (document ref: APP-294). A further BNG assessment will also be undertaken at the detailed
design stage to account for potential changes to the detailed scheme design.. The Project is exploring
opportunities to deliver BNG and is actively engaging with organisations and environmental bodies local
to the Project's footprint to identify potential collaboration opportunities.

EN-1

4.3.22

Given the level and urgency of need for new energy infrastructure, the Secretary of State
should, subject to any relevant legal requirements (e.g. under the Habitats Regulations)
which indicate otherwise, be guided by the following principles when deciding what
weight should be given to alternatives:

The site selection process and alternatives considered have been through a process of detailed analysis of
environmental, social, and engineering constraints and key feasible alternatives were taken forward for
consultation as appropriate through the Scoping process, EPP, or through consultation meetings, as
outlined in Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).
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NPS REQUIREMENT

should be carried out in a proportionate manner;
only alternatives that can meet the objectives of the proposed development need to be
considered.

® the consideration of alternatives in order to comply with policy requirements

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

This chapter also provides information on the need for new renewable energy generation, followed by
detail regarding the alternatives considered for both the onshore and offshore elements of the Project.

EN-1

4.3.23-
4.3.24

The SoS should be guided in considering alternative proposals by whether there is a
realistic prospect of the alternative delivering the same infrastructure capacity (including
energy security, climate change, and other environmental benefits) in the same
timescale as the proposed development.

The SoS should not refuse an application for development on one site simply because
fewer adverse impacts would result from developing similar infrastructure on another
suitable site, and it should have regard as appropriate to the possibility that all suitable
sites for energy infrastructure of the type proposed may be needed for future proposals.

This chapter outlines the staged approach to defining the spatial boundaries and constituent parts of the
Project. It also explains and details the main alternatives considered for the Project including location and
infrastructure options, in accordance with the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017 (as amended) (the EIA Regulations); the Marine Works (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2007 (as amended); the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010
(as amended) (the 'Habitats Regulations'); and the Offshore Marine Conservation (Natural Habitats, & c.)
Regulations 2007 (as amended) (the 'Offshore Habitats Regulations').

The Applicant took a reactive and dynamic approach to the site selection process in both the consideration

EN-1

4.3.25-
4.3.28

Alternatives not among the main alternatives studied by the applicant (as reflected in
the ES) should only be considered to the extent that the SoS thinks they are both
important and relevant to the decision.

As the SoS must assess an application in accordance with the relevant NPS (subject to
the exceptions set out in section 104 of the Planning Act 2008), if the SoS concludes that
a decision to grant consent to a hypothetical alternative proposal would not be in
accordance with the policies set out in the relevant NPS, the existence of that alternative
is unlikely to be important and relevant to the SoS'’s decision.

Alternative proposals which mean the necessary development could not proceed, for
example because the alternative proposals are not commercially viable or alternative
proposals for sites would not be physically suitable, can be excluded on the grounds that
they are not important and relevant to the SoS’s decision.

Alternative proposals which are vague or inchoate can be excluded on the grounds that
they are not important and relevant to the SoS’s decision.

of alternatives and in the final refinement of the Order Limits for both the offshore and onshore elements
of the Project. While there are a multitude of factors that are considered in this process, these can be
summarised into three driving principles:

®  Engineering considerations — what infrastructure is required to achieve an economic and efficient
development.

®  Environmental considerations — how can the engineering be achieved to avoid or minimise
adverse impacts on the environment without compromising the Project’s overall purpose.

B Consultation — how has the Applicant taken on board the feedback from stakeholders and the
local communities in developing the Project.

Alternatives were identified as early as possible and the site selection process and alternatives considered
have been through detailed analysis of environmental, social, and engineering constraints, with key feasible
alternatives taken forward for consultation either through the Scoping process, the Evidence Plan, or
specific evidence plan meetings.

EN-1

4.3.29

It is intended that potential alternatives to a proposed development should, wherever
possible, be identified before an application is made to the SoS (so as to allow
appropriate consultation and the development of a suitable evidence base in relation to
any alternatives which are particularly relevant). Therefore, where an alternative is first
put forward by a third party after an application has been made, the Secretary of State
may place the onus on the person proposing the alternative to provide the evidence for
its suitability as such and the Secretary of State should not necessarily expect The
Applicant to have assessed it.

Development of the project has continued since the production of the Scoping Report in September 2021,
and this process continued through the PEIR to final ES stage, being informed by engagement with
Stakeholders, ongoing engineering design and feasibility work, consideration of additional survey data and
assessment outcomes. A Consultation Report, accompanying the DCO application, is provided (APP-032)
and provides a record of how the project has had due regard to the responses received.

EN-1 Part 4.4. Health

Health

EN-1

4.4.1-44.3

Energy infrastructure has the potential to impact on the health and well-being (“health”)
of the population. Access to energy is clearly beneficial to society and to our health as a
whole. However, the construction of energy infrastructure and the production,
distribution and use of energy may have negative impacts on some people’s health.

The direct impacts on health may include
® increased traffic
®  air or water pollution
®  dust, odour
® hazardous waste and substances

Potential risks to human health which may arise during the construction, operation and decommissioning
phases of the Project are considered and addressed as part of the assessment section in the relevant topic
chapters in the ES.

Specifically, impacts to human health are assessed within Chapter 30 Human Health (APP-085). Chapter 30
concludes that the main drivers of potential human health effect are the construction process and the
associated construction traffic. These activities may lead to increased noise levels, dust and emissions.
However, a combination of embedded mitigation (described in this chapter) and additional mitigation
(detailed in the relevant technical chapters) can be used to control these impacts to an acceptable level
(not significant in EIA terms).
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® Noise
" exposure to radiation, and Mitigation measures are included within the OCoCP (APP-268) to be secured as a requirement of the DCO.
. |ncre.ases In pests . . In light of the above it is considered that the ES for the Project is in accordance with 4.4.1 -4.4.3 of NPS EN-
New energy infrastructure may also affect the composition and size of the local 1
population, and in doing so have indirect health impacts, for example if it in some way
affects access to key public services, transport, or the use of open space for recreation
and physical activity.
Applicant EN-1 As described in the relevant sections of this NPS and in the technology specific NPSs, Potential risks to human health which may arise during the construction, operation and decommissioning
assessment where the proposed project has an effect on humans, the ES should assess these effects | phases of the Project are considered and addressed as part of the assessment section in the relevant topic
44.4-446 for each element of the Project, identifying any potential adverse health impacts, and chapters in the ES. Specifically, impacts to human health are assessed within ES Chapter 30 Human Health
identifying measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for these impacts as appropriate. (APP-085). As noted in the response to EN-1 4.4.1 -4.4.3 above, this assessment finds that for the general
The impacts of more than one development may affect people simultaneously, so the population there would be no significant (in EIA terms) effect on human health as a result of the Project.
applicant should consider the cumulative impact on health in the ES where appropriate.
Opportunities should be taken to mitigate indirect impacts, by promoting local The Project has made a number of commitments during the construction and operational phases of the
improvements to encourage health and wellbeing, this includes potential impacts on project to reduce and minimise the impacts to human health which are secured through the Outline Code
vulnerable groups within society, i.e., those groups which may be differentially impacted | of Construction Practice (APP-268), Outline Noise and Vibration Management Plan (APP-269), Outline Air
by a development compared to wider society, and impacts on those with protected Quality Management Plan (APP-270), and the outline onshore archaeological WSI (APP-283).
characteristics under the Equality Act 2010, i.e. those groups which may be differentially
impacted by a development compared to wider society as a whole. Through consideration of potential impacts to human health, including cumulative assessment, and the
Secretary of EN-1 Generally, those aspects of energy infrastructure which are most likely to have a provision of mitigation, it is considered that the ES for the Project is in accordance with 4.4.4 -4.4.8 of NPS
state decision significantly detrimental impact on health are subject to separate regulation (for EN-1
making 44.7-44.8 example for air pollution) which will constitute effective mitigation of them, so that it is

unlikely that health concerns will either by themselves constitute a reason to refuse
consent or require specific mitigation under the Planning Act 2008.

However, not all potential sources of health impacts will be mitigated in this way and the
Secretary of State may want to take account of health concerns when setting
requirements relating to a range of impacts such as noise.

EN-1 Part 4.5: Marine Considerations

Marine
Considerations

EN-1

451

The MPS is the framework for preparing Marine Plans and taking decisions affecting the
marine environment, as per section 44 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009.
Marine plans apply in the ‘marine area’, which is the area from mean high water springs
to the seaward limit of the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ). The ‘marine area’ also
includes the waters of any estuary, river, or channel, so far as the tide flows at mean high
water spring tide.

The MPS adopted by all UK administrations in March 2011 provides the policy framework for the
preparation of marine plans and establishes how decisions affecting the marine area should be made in
order to enable sustainable development.

The marine plans and MPS have been considered in developing the application for consents for the
Project.

In particular the Government’s Marine Plans have been considered within the establishment of the
Baseline environment, set out in Chapter 18: Marine Infrastructure and Other Users (APP-073). The
Government’s Marine Plans are considered within Section 2 of the relevant offshore topic chapters and
the planning Statement (APP-297), with focus on the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans, where
the Project is located. Where relevant policies from these marine plans are screened in, it is subsequently
highlighted where these policies are addressed within the chapter.

The MPSs have been considered where relevant throughout the Planning Statement (APP-297) and this
document and it has been demonstrated that the Project is aligned with the MPS objectives and policies.

The DCO identifies requirements that may be applied to the Project and incorporates dMLs that would
otherwise be required under the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009.

Policy Compliance Document
Document Reference: 9.1.1

Project Statements

Page 43
August 2024



SECTION/ PARAGRAPH NPS REQUIREMENT ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS
TOPIC REF
EN-1 Marine plans set out marine specific aspects of many of the assessment principles in Part | In particular the Government’s Marine Plans have been considered within the establishment of the
4 and 5 of this NPS. Individual Marine Plans should be consulted to understand marine Baseline environment, set out in Chapter 18: Marine Infrastructure and Other Users (APP-073). The
452-453 relevant specific considerations. Government’s Marine Plans are considered within Section 2 of the relevant offshore topic chapters and
the planning Statement (APP-297), with focus on the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans, where
The cross-government Marine Spatial Prioritisation Programme will review how marine the Project is located. Where relevant policies from these marine plans are screened in, it is subsequently
plans and the wider planning regime, legislation and guidance may need to evolve to highlighted where these policies are addressed within the chapter.
ensure a more holistic approach to the use of the seas is taken and to maximise co-
location possibilities. The MPSs have been considered where relevant throughout the Planning Statement (APP-297) and this
document and it has been demonstrated that the Project is aligned with the MPS objectives and policies.
The DCO identifies requirements that may be applied to the Project and incorporates dMLs that would
otherwise be required under the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009.
EN-1 The Government is producing guidance to help applicants and regulators understand
how to consider environmental impacts on MPAs, including applying the mitigation Further guidance is expected from Defra on approaches to more strategic options associated with the
455-45.6 hierarchy and using strategic approaches. The guidance will not extend to waters where | mitigation hierarchy, in particular with regards to derogation and compensatory measures. This work is also
the devolved administrations have competence for managing MPAs. supported by groups such the Collaboration on Offshore Wind Strategic Compensation (COWSC) which is
A dML can be granted as part of the DCO and is developed in consultation with working to develop measures which can be applied if compensation is required, particularly if a more
regulators and statutory advisors. A Marine Licence is primarily concerned with the need | strategic approach is required.
to protect the environment and human health and to prevent interference with other
legitimate uses of the sea. Marine Licences may be required for the marine elements of A draft DCO is submitted as part of the Application which identifies requirements that may be applied to
proposed developments (up to Mean High Water Springs), including associated the Project, and also incorporates deemed marine licences that would otherwise be required under the
development and activity such as cabling, dredging and OSSs. Applicants should consult Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009, and which identify conditions that may be applied to the Project.
Part 4 Section 66 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009 when considering what
activities will require a Marine Licence. A Marine Licence cannot be deemed under the The Applicant has engaged with the MMO through the Evidence Plan Process and the Expert Topic Group
Planning Act 2008 in Waters adjacent to Wales up to the 12nm seaward limits of the (ETG) meetings as part of the pre-application process during the preparation of the DCO application.
territorial sea.
EN-1 Applicants are encouraged to approach the marine licensing regulator (MMO in England
and Natural Resources Wales in Wales) in pre-application, to ensure that they are aware
4.5.7 of any needs for additional marine licenses alongside their DCO application.
Applicant EN-1 Applicants for a DCO must take account of any relevant Marine Plans and are expected The marine plans and MPS have been considered in developing the application for consents for the Project.
assessment to complete a Marine Plan assessment as part of their project development, using this The Government’s Marine Plans have been considered within the establishment of the baseline
4.5.8 information to support an application for development consent. environment, set out in Chapter 18 Marine Infrastructure and Other Users (APP-073 ). The Government’s
EN-1 Applicants are encouraged to refer to Marine Plans at an early stage, such as in pre- Marine Plans are considered within Section 2 of the relevant offshore topic chapters and the Planning
application, to inform project planning, for example to avoid less favourable locations as | Statement (APP-297), with focus on the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans, where the Project is
459 a result of other uses or environmental constraints. located. Where relevant policies from these marine plans are screened in, it is subsequently highlighted
Secretary of EN-1 Section 104(2)(aa) of the Planning Act 2008 requires the Secretary of State to have where these policies are addressed within the chapter.
State decision regard to any appropriate marine policy documents when making a decision on an
making 4.5.10-4.5.12 | application for a DCO where an NPS has effect. This will include any Marine Plan which is | A summary of the potential environmental effects is identified and approaches to mitigation and proposed

in effect for the relevant area, or areas where the project crosses the boundary between
plan areas.

In making a decision, the SoS is responsible for determining how the Marine Plan informs
the decision-making process. For example, the Secretary of State will determine if and
how proposals meet the high-level marine objectives, plan vision, and all relevant
policies.

In the event of a conflict between an NPS and any marine planning documents, the NPS
prevails for purposes of decision making.

monitoring during the construction phase, O&M phase, and decommissioning are set out in each of the
offshore ES Chapters.

Through scoping to application, Marine Plans, other relevant legislation and feedback from relevant
stakeholders such as the MMO as has been fed into the proposals for the Project to refine and avoid impacts
upon other users and the marine environment, where possible.
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Environmental EN-1 Environmental net gain is an approach to development that aims to leave the natural A Biodiversity Net Gain Report Principles and Approach (APP-302) has been prepared which outlines the
and Biodiversity environment in a measurably better state than beforehand. Projects should therefore commitment of the Project to providing BNG and identifies the onsite and offsite opportunities being
Net Gain 4.6.1-4.6.2 not only avoid, mitigate and compensate harms, following the mitigation hierarchy, but proposed/investigated. The Applicant is committed to Environmental Stewardship and, on top of
also consider whether there are opportunities for enhancements. mitigating adverse impacts on the environment, is intent on leaving the environment in a measurably
BNG is an essential component of environmental net gain. Projects in England should better state than before. The Project is exploring opportunities to deliver BNG and is actively engaging
consider and seek to incorporate improvements in natural capital, ecosystem services with organisations and environmental bodies local to the Project's footprint to identify potential
and the benefits they deliver when planning how to deliver BNG. collaboration opportunities. An initial BNG appraisal is included within the Biodiversity Net Gain Report
Principles and Approach (APP-302) . In line with Good Practice Guidance set out in Section 4 of the
Biodiversity Net Gain Project Principles and Approach Statement, an assessment has been undertaken
based on the mitigation requirements set out in the OLEMS (APP-284). A further BNG assessment will
also be undertaken at the detailed design stage to account for potential changes to the detailed scheme
design.
Opportunities for environmental enhancement are also discussed in the Design Principles Statement (APP-
293).
EN-1 Currently BNG policy in England only applies to terrestrial and Intertidal components of Projects, or components of projects, in the marine environment are not currently included within the scope
projects. Principles for Marine Net Gain are currently being rolled out by Government of the mandatory requirements for biodiversity net gain and are not considered in relevant ES reports.
4.6.3 who will provide guidance in due course. There are provisions in the Environment Act
2021 to allow Marine Net Gain to be made mandatory for NSIPs in the future.
Applicant EN-1 Energy NSIP proposals, whether onshore or offshore, should seek opportunities to In line with Good Practice Guidance set out in Section 4 of the Biodiversity Net Gain Project Principles and
Assessment contribute to and enhance the natural environment by providing net gains for Approach Statement, an assessment has been undertaken based on the mitigation requirements set out
4.6.6-4.6.8 biodiversity, and the wider environment where possible. in the OLEMS (document ref: APP-284). This document is being updated with an updated metric and
In England applicants for onshore elements of any development are encouraged to use guidance (updating from Metric 4.0 to the Statutory Metric) and will be submitted to the ExA.
the latest version of the biodiversity metric to calculate their biodiversity Baseline and
present planned BNG outcomes. This calculation data should be presented in full as part
of their application.
Where possible, this data should be shared alongside a completed biodiversity metric
calculation, with the Local Authority and NE for discussion at the pre-application stage as
it can help to highlight biodiversity and wider environmental issues which may later
cause delays if not addressed.
EN-1 BNG should be applied after compliance with the mitigation hierarchy and does not The mitigation hierarchy has been applied in the EIA in the first instance to address the potential effects
4.6.10-4.6.12 | change or replace existing environmental obligations, although compliance with those of the Project. An outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284) has also

obligations will be relevant to the question of the baseline for assessing net gain and if
they deliver an additional enhancement beyond meeting the existing obligation, that
enhancement will count towards net gain.

BNG can be delivered onsite or wholly or partially off-site. We encourage details of any
off-site delivery of BNG to be set out within the application for development consent.
When delivering BNG off-site, developments should do this in a manner that best
contributes to the achievement of relevant wider strategic outcomes, for example by
increasing habitat connectivity, enhancing other ecosystem service outcomes, or
considering use of green infrastructure strategies. Reference should be made to relevant
national or local plans and strategies, to inform off-site biodiversity net gain delivery. If
published, the relevant strategy is the Local Nature Recovery Strategy (LNRS). If an LNRS
has not been published, the relevant consenting body or planning authority may specify
alternative plans, policies, or strategies to use.

been submitted as part of the application which sets out in-principle measures designed to avoid, reduce,
mitigate or compensate for potential impacts on landscape and biodiversity resources arising from the
onshore elements of the Project. The purpose of the OLEMS is to:

B Set out the key measures to avoid, reduce, mitigate, or compensate for potential impacts on
landscape and biodiversity resources, that may be required prior to, during and post construction
(where applicable);

®  Provide an outline of the management required to ensure that both created and enhanced
habitats achieve target condition, and that populations of species are maintained at favourable
conservation status; and

®  Ensure compliance with the relevant legislation relating to ecology.

An Biodiversity Net Gain Report Principles and Approach (APP-302) was submitted as part of the DCO
Application. This document presents the initial findings of the provisional Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG)
assessment and presents the Project’s principles and approach to BNG in respect of proposed onshore
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aspects of the Project, outlining the Applicant’s ambition to deliver BNG and demonstrating their work to
date in relation to both onsite and offsite opportunities, alongside an inclusion of a baseline assessment
calculation. In line with Good Practice Guidance set out in Section 4 of the Biodiversity Net Gain Project
Principles and Approach Statement, an assessment has been undertaken based on the mitigation
requirements set out in the OLEMS (document ref: APP-284).
This document is being updated to account for further progress made by the Applicant and with an
updated metric and guidance (updating from Metric 4.0 to the Statutory Metric). This update, alongside
any future iterations of the report or metric in response to new or developed opportunities that arise
during the examination phase will be submitted to the ExA. Where relevant, an updated OLEMS will also
be submitted to secure BNG commitments made.
Detailed design is likely to see the maximum design scenario reduced as efficiencies in delivery cost,
schedule and electrical transmission are accounted for in detail. The detailed design scenario will
therefore be used to determine a more accurate estimation of the Project’s BNG.
EN-1 In addition to delivering BNG, developments may also deliver wider environmental gains
and benefits to communities relevant to the local area, and to national policy priorities, In addition to possible BNG benefits, the Project will deliver a number of other environmental
4.6.13 such as reductions in GHG emissions, reduced flood risk, improvements to air or water enhancements, including contributing towards meeting GHG targets at the local-national scales. ES Chapter
quality, climate adaptation, landscape enhancement, increased access to natural 31: Climate Change (APP-086), demonstrates the net benefit of the Project regarding lifetime carbon
greenspace, or the enhancement, expansion or provision of trees and woodlands. emission reduction compared to the project baseline scenarios of ‘Gas’ and ‘all non-renewables’ derived
The scope of potential gains will be dependent on the type, scale, and location of specific | electricity, were the Project not to be developed.
projects. Applicants should look for a holistic approach to delivering wider
environmental gains and benefits through the use of nature-based solutions and Green Landscape enhancement is captured in the captured in an outline Landscape and Ecological Management
Infrastructure. Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284), as is mitigation, which sets out several principles for the loss priority habitats
and impacts on protected species, whilst also delivering positive biodiversity impacts.
Further information on Local Area benefits is provided in Section 2.3 of the Design Approach Document
(APP-292).
EN-1 The Environment Act 2021 mandated the preparation of LNRSs across England. They are | With regards to LNRSs, these are not yet currently available. Currently, the Greater Lincolnshire LNRS is in
4.6.14 a new system of spatial strategies for nature recovery and will play a major role in its early stages of project planning and organisation. The Government has indicated that most responsible
providing detail on the best locations to create, enhance and restore nature and deliver | authorities will take 12 to 18 months to prepare and publish their strategy. By March 2025 LNRSs should be
wider environmental benefits. LNRSs will also agree priorities for nature recovery and in place across the whole of England.
map the most valuable existing areas for nature. They will be critical in delivering new
government targets for species abundance and habitat creation commitments, as well as
other pressing environmental outcomes for water and flood risk, carbon and tree
planting and woodland creations. LNRSs will also drive the creation of a Nature Recovery
Network (NRN), a major commitment in the government’s 25 Year Environment Plan.
EN-1 Applications for development consent should be accompanied by a statement An ES (APP-055 -APP-234) accompanies the application which, alongside the outline Landscape and
demonstrating how opportunities for delivering wider environmental net gains have Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284) and Biodiversity Net Gain Report Principles and
4.6.15 been considered, and where appropriate, incorporated into proposals as part of good Approach (APP-302), sets out potential opportunities for net gain that are being explored by the Applicant.
design (including any relevant operational aspects) of the Project.
Proposals for biodiversity enhancement are presented within ES Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076).
These include woodland and hedgerow planting proposals and will seek to address the requirement to
promote coherent, resilient ecological networks that form part of the wider green infrastructure network.
Principles are also included within the outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS)
(APP-284)
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Further commentary of the Project’s approach to biodiversity can be found within the Biodiversity Net Gain
Report Principles and Approach (APP-302),
Additional information on how the Project has adopted good design principles can also be found within ES
Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059), which outlines that the Project has
undergone an iterative design and site selection process, in order to define a project that makes the greatest
contribution to renewable energy targets whilst minimising environmental impacts.
Consideration of good design principles is also provided in the Design Approach Document (APP-292) and
Design Principles Statement (APP-293)
EN-1 Applicants should make use of available guidance and tools for measuring natural capital | The policy, legislation and guidance that has informed the assessment relating to natural capital assets and
assets and ecosystem services, such as the Natural Capital Committee’s ‘How to Do it: ecosystems services is outlined within ES Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076) and includes:
4.6.16 natural capital workbook’, the governments guidance on Enabling a Natural Capital ®  Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017
Approach (ENCA), and other tools that aim to enable wider benefits for people and " Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981
nature. ® Environment Act 2021
®  Natural Environment & Rural Communities Act 2006
®  Biodiversity Metric 4.0 calculator and User Guide (Natural England, 2021)
B ‘Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland: Terrestrial, Freshwater,
Coastal and Marine version 1.2’. (CIEEM, 2022).
EN-1 Where environmental net gain considerations have featured as part of the strategic The Project has undergone an iterative design and site selection process, in order to define a project that
options appraisal process to select a project, applicants should reference that makes the greatest contribution to renewable energy targets whilst minimising environmental impacts
4.6.17 information to supplement the site-specific details. and following principles of good design.
The ES also sets out the alternatives considered and explains the main reasons for the choice between
alternative.
ES Chapter 5 Environmental Impact Assessment Methodology (APP-060) describes the site-specific details
of the stages of the design iteration from inception through to the current point of ES DCO submission
where environmental considerations were a key factor in decision making.
Where appropriate, as concluded within the Planning Statement (APP-297) compensation has been set out
to ensure there is no significant residual environmental effects.
EN-1 Opportunities for environmental, social, and economic enhancements, protection and The opportunities outlined in Part 5 of this NPS have been considered in the development of the Project.
mitigation measures are identified in a number of sections in Part 5 of this NPS, which Throughout the ES (APP-055) opportunities for environmental, social, and economic enhancements,
4.6.18 provides guidance on the impacts of new energy infrastructure. protection and mitigation measure have been set out. Mitigation is outlined in the Schedule of Mitigation
(APP-287).
Secretary of EN-1 Although achieving BNG is not currently an obligation on applicants, Schedule 15 of the The Applicant is committed to Environmental Stewardship and, on top of mitigating adverse impacts on the
State Decision Environment Act 2021 contains provisions which, when commenced, mean the Secretary | environment as much as possible, is intent on leaving the environment in a measurably better state than
Making 4.6.1 of State may not grant an application for DCO unless satisfied that a biodiversity gain before.
objective is met in relation to the onshore development in England to which the
application relates. The Applicant is exploring opportunities to deliver BNG and is actively engaging with organisations and
EN-1 The biodiversity gain objective will be set out in a biodiversity gain statement (as defined | environmental bodies local to the Project's footprint to identify potential collaboration opportunities.
under the Environment Act 2021). Normally these statements would be included within
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46.2-46.3

NPS REQUIREMENT

an NPS, but the Act allows for the statement to be published separately where a review
of an NPS has begun before the provisions are commenced, as is the case with these
energy NPSs. Under the provision of the Environment Act 2021, any such separate
biodiversity gain statement will be regarded as being contained within these NPSs.

The SoS should give appropriate weight to environmental and BNG, although any weight
given to gains provided to meet a legal requirement (for example under the Environment
Act 2021) is likely to be limited.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

EN-1 Part 4.7: Criteria for “good design” for energy infrastructure

Criteria for
good design for
Energy
Infrastructure

EN-1
4.7.1

The visual appearance of a building, structure, or piece of infrastructure, and how it
relates to the landscape it sits within, is sometimes considered to be the most important
factor in good design. But high quality and inclusive design goes far beyond aesthetic
considerations. The functionality of an object — be it a building or other type of
infrastructure — including fitness for purpose and sustainability, is equally important.

Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059) sets out the iterative process that
has influenced the design of the Project and how the design process was conducted such that the
aesthetic appearance of the infrastructure elements does not detract from landscape quality.

Opportunities for making final design decisions early are limited by the need to retain flexibility across
several parameters including WTG numbers, size, and location through the planning stages and the need
to assess worst-case environmental effects has been conducted as a result throughout the ES.

However, where practically possible, the Applicant has proposed mitigation measures to enhance
landscape quality as outlined within Chapter 28: Landscape and Visual Assessment (APP-083). This
includes positive ecological enhancement proposals within the OLEMS (APP-284) which provides for the
incorporation of screening proposals that form part of a proposed approach to enhancement of
biodiversity.

The Project’s approach to good design is explained more fully in the Design Approach Document (DAD)
(APP-292) and the Design Principles Statement (APP-293). The DAD summarises the key processes,
consideration of design solutions and decisions made to date that have informed the design principles and
commitments, including how these will be implemented through to detailed design.

The Design Principles Statement (APP-293) sets out the key design principles adopted by the Project for the
onshore substation (OnSS), as well as outlining the design elements that will be agreed through the Design
Review Process and how these will be implemented throughout the detailed design of the Project. The
Design Principles Statement records the principles that come out of the design review and consultation
process.

EN-1
47.2-47.4

Applying good design to energy projects should produce sustainable infrastructure
sensitive to place, including impacts on heritage, efficient in the use of natural resources,
including land-use, and energy used in their construction and operation, matched by an
appearance that demonstrates good aesthetic as far as possible. It is acknowledged,
however that the nature of energy infrastructure development will often limit the
extent to which it can contribute to the enhancement of the quality of the area.

Good design is also a means by which many policy objectives in the NPSs can be met, for
example the impact sections show how good design, in terms of siting and use of
appropriate technologies, can help mitigate adverse impacts such as noise. Projects
should look to use modern methods of construction and sustainable design practices
such as use of sustainable timber and low carbon concrete. Where possible, projects
should include the reuse of material.

“Good design” has been at the forefront of decision making throughout the evolution of the Project;
strongly influencing site selection and the design commitments and principles which the Applicant has
been able to reach at this stage. The DAD summarises the key processes, consideration of design
solutions and decisions made to date that have informed the design principles and commitments,
including how these will be implemented through to detailed design.

The Project was subject to an iterative site selection and design process, meaning areas that were
constrained and sensitive were avoided where possible, and where not practically possible, mitigation
was proposed which has ensured there will be no unacceptable residual significant adverse effects.

The siting of the Project’s landfall, onshore ECC and OnSS have incorporated design considerations from
the outset. The Project took a reactive and dynamic approach to the site selection process in both the
consideration of alternatives and in the final refinement of the Order Limits for both the offshore and
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onshore elements of the Project. While there are a multitude of factors that are considered in this process,
Given the benefits of good design in mitigating the adverse impacts of a project, these can be summarised into the following driving principles:

applicants should consider how good design can be applied to a project during the early ®  Engineering considerations — what infrastructure is required to achieve the Project’s purpose.

stages of the project lifecycle. ®  Environmental considerations — how can the engineering be achieved to avoid or minimise
adverse impacts on the environment without compromising the Project’s overall purpose.

B Consultation — how has the Project taken on board the feedback from stakeholders and the local
communities to deliver the Project in best possible way.

®  Sense of Place — how the Project can create a distinctive place that delivers beneficial spatial
outcomes for the local community.

The Project has been the subject of an iterative design and site selection process, across these stages
principles of good design have been applied The. Applicant has adopted several modern construction and
sustainable design practices, which are described within Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of
Alternatives (APP-059). This includes committing to burying all onshore cables as opposed to using
overhead lines to minimise landscape effects and committed to using trenchless technologies where
possible, to avoid compromising existing sea defences, help protect sensitive receptors and minimise the
extent of direct interaction with coastal features. As an example, the commitment to undertake
approximately 216 trenchless crossings has also meant the Applicant has managed to avoid the removal of
up to 17,280m of hedgerows along the Onshore ECC and 400kV cable corridor

Principles of good design as a way to mitigate adverse impacts of have been considered at the early stages
of the Project.

Further commentary can also be found within Consultation Report Appendix 15 Evidence Plan Process
Consultation (APP-052)

The Project’s approach to good design is explained more fully in the Design Approach Document (APP-
292) and the Design Principles Statement (APP-293).

Applicant EN-1 To ensure good design is embedded within the project development, a project board Section 5.3 of the DAD confirms that the Applicant has appointed a Design Champion in accordance with
Assessment 4.7.5 level design champion could be appointed, and a representative design panel used to the NPS. The Design Champion will be accountable for delivering coherent good design and holds the
maximise the value provided by the infrastructure. Design principles should be project team to account in terms of a macro vision of design. The Design Champion will guide and champion
established from the outset of the project to guide the development from conception to | an iterative design process to test the best way of achieving the design principles as set out in the DAD
operation. Applicants should consider how their design principles can be applied post- where further detail on the Design Champion Role is also provided. Section 5.4 of the DAD confirms the
consent. Project has committed to a Local Design Panel as well as an External Design Review of the OnSS, alongside
further information on external design review approach.

Design decisions in terms of the Project’s infrastructure and location are set out within Chapter 4 Site
Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059). This chapter shows how design principles have
been established from the outset of the Project to guide the development from conception to operation.

Further design considerations of relevance to the onshore and offshore design are set out in Chapter 3
Project Description (APP-058).

Additional detail of the potential reinstatement of the onshore cable route and screening proposals for
the OnSS is outlined within the OLEMS (APP-284).
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The Project’s approach to good design- (taking fully into account the policy requirements) is explained
more fully in the Design Approach Document (DAD) (APP-292) and the Design Principles Statement (APP-
293).
As such, in so far as practicable, it is considered that the Project is in accordance with paragraph 4.7.5.
EN-1 Whilst the applicant may not have any or very limited choice in the physical appearance | The Applicant has considered their approach to the design of each of the offshore and onshore elements in
of some energy infrastructure, there may be opportunities for the applicant to a holistic way. This is detailed in ES Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).
4.7.6-4.7.9 demonstrate good design in terms of siting relative to existing landscape character, The chapter considers each offshore and onshore design element, its relationship to the other elements of

landform, and vegetation. Furthermore, the design and sensitive use of materials in any
associated development such as electricity substations will assist in ensuring that such
development contributes to the quality of the area. Applicants should also, so far as is
possible, seek to embed opportunities for nature inclusive design within the design
process.

Applicants must demonstrate in their application documents how the design process was
conducted and how the proposed design evolved. Where a number of different designs
were considered, applicants should set out the reasons why the favoured choice has
been selected.

Applicants should consider taking independent professional advice on the design aspects
of a proposal. In particular, the Design Council can be asked to provide design review for
nationally significant infrastructure projects and applicants are encouraged to use this
service. Applicants should also consider any design guidance developed by the local
planning authority.

Further advice on what applicants should demonstrate by way of good design is provided
in the technology specific NPSs where relevant.

the design as well as the consultation responses received to inform their optioneering works and ultimately
refine the Project design to the Order limits.

The Project has been designed so that adverse effects on the terrestrial and marine character of the
surrounding area are avoided or reduced as far as practicable. . Embedded environmental measures that
address Seascape, Landscape and Visual effects are presented in Chapter 17 Seascape, Landscape and
Visual (APP-062) and measures that address onshore landscape and visual effects are presented in Chapter
28 Landscape and Visual Assessment (APP-083).

For the onshore infrastructure, a key design choice made at the start of the Project was to install cables
underground, rather than using overhead lines, to convey electricity from Landfall to the OnSS. Further
consideration has been had when proposing laying of cables, identifying potential reinstatement measures
and enhancements for the surrounding area.

The OnSS does lead to some visual effects, however these are not considered significant past 15 years (as
assessed in ES Chapter 28: Landscape and Visual Assessment (APP-083)). Impacts have been minimised as
far as practical during the site selection process. The OnSS will be located in an area where significant effects
are not avoidable, and as such proposals for additional screening and planting are set out in Design
Principles Statement (APP-293), which would provide mitigation and enhancements to the local area and
reduce the significance of effect in the long term and incrementally during the initial period of planting
establishment.

Design decisions in terms of Project infrastructure and location are set out in Chapter 4 Site Selection and
Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).

Further design considerations are set out in the Design Approach Document (DAD) (APP-292) and the
Design Principles Statement (APP-293). Additional detail of the potential reinstatement of the onshore ECC
and screening proposals for the OnSS can be found in the OLEMS (APP-284).

The DAD summarises the key processes, consideration of design solutions and decisions made to date that
have informed the design principles and commitments, including how these will be implemented through
to detailed design. As noted in the response to EN-1 4.7.5, the DAD (APP-292) confirms the Applicant has
identified a Design Champion and sets out the approach to external design review.

The Design Principles Statement (APP-293) sets out the key design principles adopted by the Project for the
onshore substation (OnSS), as well as outlining the design elements that will be agreed through the Design
Review Process and how these will be implemented throughout the detailed design of the Project. The
Design Principles Statement records the principles that come out of the design review and consultation
process.

Policy Compliance Document
Document Reference: 9.1.1

Project Statements

Page 50
August 2024



SECTION/
TOPIC

PARAGRAPH
REF

NPS REQUIREMENT

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

Secretary of
State decision
making

EN-1

4.7.10-4.7.11

In the light of the above and given the importance which the Planning Act 2008 places on
good design and sustainability, the Secretary of State needs to be satisfied that energy
infrastructure developments are sustainable and, having regard to regulatory and other
constraints, are as attractive, durable, and adaptable (including taking account of natural
hazards such as flooding) as they can be.

In doing so, the Secretary of State should be satisfied that the applicant has considered
both functionality (including fitness for purpose and sustainability) and aesthetics
(including its contribution to the quality of the area in which it would be located, any
potential amenity benefits, and visual impacts on the landscape or seascape) as far as
possible.

As noted above in the response to NPS EN-1 4.7.6 — 4.7.9, Good design and sustainability have been
central in the development of the Project proposals. As stated within ES Chapter 4 Site Selection and
Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059), the project has undergone an iterative design and site selection
process, in order to define a project that makes the greatest contribution to renewable energy targets
whilst minimising environmental impacts and following principles of good design. Further information on
the approach taken to design is provided in the Design Approach Document (APP-292).

The proposal as presented is both sustainable and functional. For example, Table 3.1 of the Design
Principles Statement (APP-293), sets out the design principles that are to be adopted, categorised in line
with the four design principles to guide the planning and delivery of major infrastructure as set out in
‘Design Principles for National Infrastructure’ (National Infrastructure Commission, February 2020),
namely Climate, People, Place and Value. The table sets out how design principles such as safety,
functionality, visual impact and environmental mitigation will be considered in the design of the OnSS.

The design of all components shall be functional and fit the purpose of maximising the generating capacity
within the technical, environmental and energy affordability constraints of the Project and to displace
carbon emissions helping to meet national and international carbon reduction targets, in line with the
Project objectives.

Further design considerations relating to functionality, sustainability and aesthetics are set out in the
Design Approach Document (APP-292) and the Design Principles Statement (APP-293).

Additional detail of the potential reinstatement of the onshore ECC and screening proposals for the OnSS
can be found in the OLEMS (APP-284). The ES takes into account climate change and natural hazards.

With regards to offshore design, the Project is being designed in so far as reasonably practicable to apply
good design, siting WTGs in an area that seeks to reduce visual effects, whilst also complying with the
necessary safety requirements with respect to safe navigation and operation of Search and Rescue
procedures. Further design refinements, such as reducing WTG height or altering colour are not
considered feasible due to the flexibility needed to account for due to uncertainty in unforeseen
technological advances (as recognised in NPS EN-3) or due to other considerations, such as operational
safety, which requires the WTGs to be appropriately marked and painted to comply with navigational
safety requirements.

EN-1
4.7.12-4.7.15

In considering applications, the SoS should take into account the ultimate purpose of the
infrastructure and bear in mind the operational, safety and security requirements which
the design has to satisfy. Many of the wider impacts of a development, such as
landscape and environmental impacts, will be important factors in the design process.
The SoS should consider such impacts under the relevant policies in this NPS. Assessment
of impacts must be for the stated design life of the scheme rather than a shorter time
period.

The SoS should consider taking independent professional advice on the design aspects of
a proposal. In particular, the Design Council can be asked to provide design review for
nationally significant infrastructure projects.

Safety of the public and operatives is an overriding principle that must be given the highest priority when
making every design decision. The design of all components shall be functional and fit the purpose of
maximising the generating capacity within the technical, environmental and energy affordability
constraints of the Project and to displace carbon emissions helping to meet national and international
carbon reduction targets, in line with the project objectives.

The ES chapters scoped into the Project assess all operational phase impacts as occurring throughout the
operational lifetime of the Project, rather than a shorter time period.

The Project’s approach to good design is explained more fully in the Design Approach Document (APP-292)
and the Design Principles Statement (APP-293).
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design is provided in the technology specific NPSs where relevant.

Further advice on what the SoS should expect applicants to demonstrate by way of good

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

EN-1 Part 4.10: Cl

imate Change Adaptation and Resilience

Climate Change
Adaptation and
Resilience

EN-1 Whilst we must continue to accelerate efforts to end our contribution to climate change
by reaching Net Zero greenhouse gas emissions, adaptation is also necessary to manage
the impacts of current and future climate change. If new energy infrastructure is not

sufficiently resilient against the possible impacts of climate change, it will not be able to

satisfy the energy needs as outlined in Part 3 of this NPS.

4.10.1

EN-1 Climate change is already altering the UK’s weather patterns and this will continue to
accelerate depending on global carbon emissions. This means it is likely there will be
more extreme weather events. As well as climatic and seasonal changes such as hotter,
drier summers and warmer, wetter, winters, there is also a likelihood of increased
flooding, drought, heatwaves, and intense rainfall events, as well as rising sea levels,
increased storms and coastal change. Adaptation is therefore necessary to deal with the

potential impacts of these changes that are already happening.

4.10.2

EN-1 To support planning decisions, the government produces a set of UK Climate Projections
as well as hazard specific tools and guidance like the Environment Agency’s climate
change allowances for flood risk assessments. In addition, the government’s National
Adaptation Programme .and. Adaptation Reporting Power will ensure that reporting
authorities (a defined list of public bodies and statutory undertakers, including energy

utilities) assess the risks to their organisation presented by climate change.

4.10.3-4.104

The generic impacts advice in this NPS and the technology specific advice on impacts in
the other energy NPSs provide additional information on climate change adaptation and
should be read alongside this section (Section 5.3 on greenhouse gas emissions, Section
5.6 on coastal change and Section 5.8 on flood risk in particular provide relevant
guidance for consideration).

EN-1 In certain circumstances, measures implemented to ensure a scheme can adapt to
climate change may give rise to additional impacts, for example as a result of protecting
against flood risk, there may be consequential impacts on coastal change. In preparing
measures to support climate change adaptation applicants should take reasonable steps
to maximise the use of nature-based solutions alongside other conventional techniques.
Integrated approaches, such as looking across the water cycle, considering coordinated
management of water storage, supply, demand, wastewater, and flood risk can provide
further benefits to address multiple infrastructure needs, as well as carbon sequestration
benefits.

In addition to avoiding further GHG emissions when compared with more traditional
adaptation approaches, nature-based solutions can also result in biodiversity benefits
and net gain, as well as increasing absorption of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere.

4.10.5-4.10.7

EN-1 New energy infrastructure will typically need to remain operational over many decades,
in the face of a changing climate. Consequently, applicants must consider the direct (e.g.,
site flooding, limited water availability, storms, heatwave and wildfire threats to
infrastructure and operations) and indirect (e.g., access roads or other critical
dependencies impacted by flooding, storms, heatwaves, or wildfires) impacts of climate
change when planning the location, design, build, operation and, where appropriate,

decommissioning of new energy infrastructure.

4.10.8-4.10.9

The ES has considered the potential effects of climate change and natural hazards of the

Each topic-specific chapter of the ES includes a climate change section and description of the evolution of
the baseline environment relevant to that ES topic, as it would be expected to occur without the
implementation of the development, in so far as natural changes from the baseline scenario can be
assessed. The baseline environment is expected to change in response to natural variation, including
through climatic changes over the lifetime of the Project.

Chapter 3 Project Description (APP-058) describes how the Project has adopted a Maximum Design
Scenario (MDS), which is illustrative of the Project’s resilience to environmental changes anticipated
during the lifetime of the Project.

The MDS for the Project has been produced to anticipate any potential changes between application and
detailed design based on conservative estimates of UK climate projections. These changes could be
technological (with the introduction of new technology) or environmental (such as new climate change
predictions). At the detailed design stage, the Applicant will have regard to the latest set of climate
change projections, as per Chapter 31: Climate Change (APP-086). Examples include:
= Changes in air quality/composition;
= Changes in flood risk; and
= Changes in wind speed.
Once construction is complete, the O&M (operation and maintenance) strategy will be adjusted to fit any
added contingency coming from climate change induced variability. This list is not exhaustive but
illustrates how the Applicant is taking the necessary action to ensure the operation of the infrastructure
over its estimated lifetime.
In summary the Project demonstrates that the consequences of current climate change have been
addressed, minimised and mitigated by:
= employing a high quality design;
= the adoption of the sequential approach and Exception Test to flood-risk and the incorporation
of flood-mitigation measures in design and construction to reduce the effects of flooding,
including SuDS schemes for all ‘Major’ applications;
= the protection of the quality, quantity and availability of water resources;
= reducing the need to travel through locational decisions and, where appropriate, providing a mix
of uses; and
® incorporating measures which promote and enhance green infrastructure and explore
opportunities for overall net gain in biodiversity to improve the resilience of ecosystems within
and beyond the site.

As outlined in Chapter 31 Climate Change (APP-086), the Project will make a substantial contribution to
the delivery of renewable energy and accelerate national efforts towards Net Zero GHG emissions.

The characterisation of the flood risk Baseline and future Baseline is established using the Environment
Agency’s Development Advice Map and data from recent hydraulic models, which take into account
climate change effects.
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The ES should set out how the proposal will take account of the projected impacts of The Flood Risk Assessment: Onshore ECC (APP-211) and the Flood Risk Assessment: OnSS (APP-212) also
climate change, using government guidance and industry standard benchmarks such as provide additional information on how the NPS requirements have been met, including accounting for
the Climate Change Allowances for Flood Risk Assessments, Climate Impacts Tool, and climatic and seasonal changes.
British Standards for climate change adaptation, in accordance with the EIA Regulations.
EN-1 Applicants should assess the impacts on and from their proposed energy project across a | The MDS for the Project has been produced to anticipate any potential changes between application and
range of climate change scenarios, in line with appropriate expert advice and guidance detailed design based on conservative estimates of UK climate projections. These changes could be
4.10.10- available at the time. technological (with the introduction of new technology) or environmental (such as new climate change
4.10.12 predictions). At the detailed design stage, the Applicant will have regard to the latest set of climate
Applicants should demonstrate that proposals have a high level of climate resilience change projections. Examples include:
built-in from the outset and should also demonstrate how proposals can be adapted ®  Changes in air quality/composition
over their predicted lifetimes to remain resilient to a credible maximum climate change " Changes in flood risk
scenario. These results should be considered alongside relevant research which is based . S
) o Changes in wind speed
on the climate change projections.
Where energy infrastructure has safety critical elements, The Applicant should apply a The developrr‘we'nt .proposal dfernonstrates that the consequences of current climate change have been
i ] . . . g . addressed, minimised and mitigated by:
credible maximum climate change scenario. It is appropriate to take a risk-averse ) ) ) )
approach with elements of infrastructure which are critical to the safety of its operation. " employing a high-quality design;
®  the adoption of the sequential approach and Exception Test to flood-risk and the incorporation of
flood-mitigation measures in design and construction to reduce the effects of flooding, including
SuDS schemes for all ‘Major’ applications;
®  the protection of the quality, quantity and availability of water resources;
® incorporating measures which promote and enhance green infrastructure and provide an overall
net gain in biodiversity to improve the resilience of ecosystems within and beyond the site.
The OnSS design includes a surface water drainage system to manage rainfall runoff from the
proposed OnSS. The design of the drainage system incorporates an allowance for climate change
to rainfall patterns over the lifespan of the development and will ensure that there is no change
to the local hydrology or flood risk
Secretary of EN-1 The SoS should be satisfied that applicants for new energy infrastructure have taken into | Chapter 31 Climate Change (APP-086) of the ES concludes that the Project will not give rise to consequential
State decision account the potential impacts of climate change using the latest UK Climate Projections impacts in relation to climate change, following the implementation of embedded and additional mitigation
making 4.10.13 - and associated research and expert guidance (such as the EA’s Climate Change measures.
4.10.19 Allowances for FRA or the Welsh Government’s Climate change allowances and flood

consequence assessments) available at the time the ES was prepared to ensure they
have identified appropriate mitigation or adaptation measures. This should cover the
estimated lifetime of the new infrastructure, including any decommissioning period.

Should a new set of UK Climate Projections or associated research become available
after the preparation of the ES, the Secretary of State (or the Examining Authority during
the examination stage) should consider whether they need to request further
information from the applicant.

The SoS should be satisfied that there are not features of the design of new energy
infrastructure critical to its operation which may be seriously affected by more radical
changes to the climate beyond that projected in the latest set of UK climate projections,
taking account of the latest credible scientific evidence on, for example, sea level rise
(for example by referring to additional maximum credible scenarios —i.e. from the

The Project has demonstrated through the ES (APP-055) using the latest UK Climate projections. that it is
resilient to climate change and has been developed with a full understanding of the potential consequences
of climate change and has been incorporated mitigation measures embedded in the design. The
development proposal demonstrates that the consequences of current climate change have been
addressed, minimised and mitigated by:

®  employing a high-quality design;

®  the adoption of the sequential approach and Exception Test to flood-risk and the incorporation of
flood-mitigation measures in design and construction to reduce the effects of flooding, including
SuDS schemes for all ‘Major’ applications;

®  the protection of the quality, quantity and availability of water resources.

®  The characterisation of the flood risk baseline and future baseline has been established using the
Environment Agency Flood Map for Planning, the local authority Strategic Flood Risk Assessments
(SFRA) and data from hydraulic models, which take into account climate change effects. This
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Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change or EA) and that necessary action can be
taken to ensure the operation of the infrastructure over its estimated lifetime.

If any adaptation measures give rise to consequential impacts (for example on flooding,
water resources or coastal change) the Secretary of State should consider the impact of
the latter in relation to the application as a whole and the impacts guidance set out in
Part 5 of this NPS.

Any adaptation measures should be based on the latest set of UK Climate Projections,
the Government’s latest UK Climate Change Risk Assessment, when available and in
consultation with the EA’s Climate Change Allowances for Flood Risk Assessments or the
Welsh Government’s Climate change allowances and flood consequence assessments.
The SoS may take into account reporting authorities reports to the SoS when considering
adaptation measures proposed by an applicant for new energy infrastructure.
Adaptation measures should be required to be implemented at the time of construction
where necessary and appropriate to do so. However, where they are necessary to deal
with the impact of climate change, and that measure would have an adverse effect on
other aspects of the Project and/or surrounding environment (for example coastal
processes), the SoS may consider requiring the applicant to keep the need for the
adaption measure under review, and ensure that the measure could be implemented
should the need arise, rather than at the outset of the development (for example
increasing height of existing, or requiring new, sea walls)

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

information is contained in ES Chapter 24 Hydrology Hydrogeology and Flood Risk (APP-079) and
is also contained within the Onshore Substation (OnSS) Flood Risk (FRA) (APP-212) and the
onshore Export Cable Corridor (ECC) FRA (APP-211). Flood risk has been considered for the life of
the development

®  Flood risk has also been considered in the impact assessment within ES Chapter 24 Hydrology
Hydrogeology and Flood Risk (APP-079). This includes consideration (not exhaustive) of a 20%
increase in peak rainfall intensity for the construction phase and a consideration of a 25% increase
in rainfall intensity for the operational phase.

®  The Project is supported with a site-specific flood risk assessment, covering risk from all sources of
flooding including the impacts of climate change and which:

demonstrate that the vulnerability of the proposed use is compatible with the flood zone;

identify the relevant predicted flood risk (breach/overtopping) level, and mitigation
measures that demonstrate how the development will be made safe and that occupants
will be protected from flooding from any source;

propose appropriate flood resistance and resilience measures (following the guidance
outlined in the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment), maximising the use of passive resistance
measures (measures that do not require human intervention to be deployed), to ensure
the development maintains an appropriate level of safety for its lifetime;

include appropriate flood warning and evacuation procedures where necessary which
have been undertaken in consultation with the authority’s emergency planning staff;

incorporates the use of Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) (unless it is demonstrated
that this is not technically feasible) and confirms how these will be maintained/managed
for the lifetime of development (surface water connections to the public sewerage
network will only be permitted in exceptional circumstances where it is demonstrated
that there are no feasible alternatives);

demonstrates that the Project will not increase risk elsewhere and that opportunities
through layout, form of development and green infrastructure have been considered as a
way of providing flood betterment and reducing flood risk overall;

demonstrates that adequate foul water treatment and disposal already exists or can be
provided in time to serve the development;

ensures suitable access is safeguarded for the maintenance of water resources, drainage
and flood risk management infrastructure.

EN-1 Part 4.11 Network Connection

Network
Connection

EN-1

4.11.1-4.114

The connection of a proposed electricity generation plant to the electricity network is an
important consideration for applicants wanting to construct or extend a generation
plant.

In the market system and in the past, it has been for the applicant to ensure that there
will be necessary infrastructure and capacity within an existing or planned transmission
or distribution network to accommodate the electricity generated.

components:

The Project includes infrastructure required to connect the new power station to the National Grid. A
description of the onshore and offshore transmission system and the associated infrastructure is set out
within Chapter 3 Project Description (APP-058): The transmission system comprises the following key

B Offshore substations (OSSs)
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To support the achievement of the transition to net zero, government is accelerating the = Offshore reactive compensation platforms (ORCPs)
co-ordination of the development of the griq nfetwork to facilitate the UK’s net zero " Array, interlink, and export cables
energy ‘gel'weratlon devglopment and transmission. ' ‘ ‘ = Pproject onshore substation (OnSS)
Transmission network infrastructure and related network reinforcement associated with . ) ) ) ]
nationally significant new offshore wind is considered as CNP Infrastructure. Further Necessary atssoua.ted develqpment r‘equwed t'o t'ransmlt the power 'generated'by the tl.erlnes to
guidance can be found in Section 4.2 of this NPS and EN-5 the conn‘ectlon with the Natlo‘nal G'I‘IC'| transmission network (the g!’ld c.onnectlo'n location).
EN-1 The applicant must liaise with National Grid who own and manage the transmission Connection tF) the Na‘tlonal G.rl.d, will InC|L‘Jd(?'_' 400kV undergrou.nd CII‘C‘UIt('S) running from the OnSS
network in England and Wales or the relevant regional Distribution Network Operator to a new National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET) substation which is to be consented
4.11.5-4.11.6 | (DNO) or TSO to secure a grid connection. separately by NGET.
Applicants may wish to take a commercial risk where they have not received or accepted o ) . o .
a formal offer of a grid connection from the relevant network operator at the time of the Further commentary on the transmission system is provided within the following documents:
application.
In this situation applicants should provide information as part of their application " Outline Cable Specification and Installation Plan (APP-278)
confirming that there is no obvious reason why a network connection would not be ® Design Principles Statement (APP-293)
possible. B Cable Statement (APP-299)
®  Qutline Scour and Cable Protection Management Plan (APP-295)
B ES Chapter 3 Appendix 1 Cable Burial Risk Assessment CONFIDENTIAL (APP-142)
EN-1 The Planning Act 2008 aims to create a holistic planning regime so that the cumulative The Project will include both offshore and onshore infrastructure including:
effect of different elements of the same project can be considered together. Co- = Offshore generating station (windfarm);
4.11.7 - ?rdinated applications typically bring eFonomic efficiencies and reduced environmental " Offshore export cables to landfall;
4.11.10 |mpa?ct. The government therefore e.nV|sages that wherever reasonably possible, ' = Offshore Reactive Compensation Platforms (ORCP);
applications for new generating stations and related infrastructure should be contained . .
in a single application to the SoS or in separate applications submitted in tandem which Onshore export cables from landfall to the OnSS;
have been prepared in an integrated way, as outlined in EN-5. This is particularly ® OnSSand 400kV cables to the National Grid substationl (NGSS); and,
encouraged to ensure development of more co-ordinated transmission overall. ®  Ancillary and/or Associated Development including areas for the delivery of up to two Artificial
On some occasions it may not be possible to coordinate applications. For example, Nesting Structures (ANS) and the creation and recreation of a biogenic reef (if these
different elements of a project may have different lead-in times and be undertaken by compensation measures are deemed to be required by the Secretary of State) (see ES Chapter 3:
different legal entities subject to different commercial and regulatory frameworks (for Project Description (APP-058) for full details).
example grid companies operate within OFGEM controls) making it inefficient from a
delivery perspective to submit one application. Applicants may therefore decide to The Explanatory Memorandum (APP-304), and Draft DCO (APP-303), confirm development consent is
submit separate applications for each element. Where this is the case, the applicant sought for these elements of the Project comprising the Generating Station (NSIP), Associated
should include information on the other elements and explain the reasons for the Development and Ancillary Development aspects of the Project.
separate application confirming that there are no obvious reasons for why other
elements are likely to be refused.
If this option is pursued, the applicant accepts the implicit risks involved in doing so and | Information regarding the National Gird Substation and Connection Area can be found within Section
must ensure they provide sufficient information to comply with the EIA Regulations 8.5.2 of Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059). The National Grid
including the indirect, secondary, and cumulative effects, which will encompass Substation was also included as a part of the Projects onshore cumulative assessment as shown in Annex
information on grid connections. 1 of appendix 5.3 (APP-148)
It is recognised that this may be the situation for some new offshore transmission
projects, where applications for consent may be brought forward separate to (though
planned with) the applications for associated wind farms as outlined in EN-5.
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State should be satisfied that appropriate network connection The Applicant has secured a grid connection in agreement with National Grid. The Project’s OnSS will be
State decision arrangements are/will be in place for a given project regardless of whether one or located at Surfleet Marsh , with a proposed 400kV cable running under the River Welland from Surfleet
making 4.11.12 - multiple (linked) applications are submitted. Marsh to National Grid’s substation at Weston Marsh. .
4.11.13
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Where the Secretary of State has decided to grant consent for one project this should A detailed description of the onshore transmission system and the onshore associated electricity
not in any way fetter the Secretary of State’s ability to take subsequent decisions on any | infrastructure including the OnSS is provided in the Outline Cable Specification and Installation Plan (APP-
related projects. 278) and within Chapter 3 Project Description (APP-058).
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EN-1 Part 4.12: Pollution control and other environmental regulatory regimes

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

Pollution EN-1 Issues relating to discharges or emissions from a proposed project, and which lead to Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059) outlines how the areas most
Control and 4.12.1-4.12.2 | other direct or indirect impacts on terrestrial, freshwater, marine, onshore, and offshore | vulnerable and susceptible to pollution have been avoided where practically possible. With regards to the
Other environments, or which include noise and vibration may be subject to separate potential impacts associated with the use of the land, Chapter 23 Geology and Ground Conditions (APP-
Environmental regulation under the pollution control framework or other consenting and licensing 078) considers the potential impacts and introduces relevant pollution control mitigation measures such
Regulatory regimes, for example local planning consent or marine licences (see paragraph 4.5.6 for as, but not limited to, the OLEMS (APP-284), and the OCoCP (APP-268), which will be implemented to
Regimes more information). ensure the relevant pollution control regime is properly applied and approved in advance of construction
The planning and pollution control systems are separate but complementary. The by the relevant regulator.
planning system controls the development and use of land in the public interest. It plays
a key role in protecting and improving the natural environment, public health and safety, | Regarding offshore matters, the Government’s Marine Plans have been considered in developing the
and amenity, for example by attaching conditions to allow developments which would Project. Marine Plans, and other relevant policy, are considered within Section 2 of each offshore topic
otherwise not be environmentally acceptable to proceed and preventing harmful chapter, with focus on the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans, where the Project is located.
development which cannot be made acceptable even through conditions. Pollution Relevant policies from these marine plans are screened in. It is subsequently highlighted where these
control is concerned with preventing pollution through the use of measures to prohibit policies are addressed within the chapter.
or limit the releases of substances to the environment from different sources to the
lowest practicable level. It also ensures that ambient air, water, and land quality meet Through scoping to application, Marine Plans, other relevant legislation, and feedback from relevant
standards that guard against impacts to the environment or human health. stakeholders, such as the MMO, has been fed into the Project to refine and avoid impacts upon other
users and the marine environment, where possible.
With regards to the marine environment and relevant pollution control mitigation measures, these will be
managed through the production of a Marine Pollution Contingency Plan (MPCP) and an outline Project
Environmental Management Plan (PEMP) (APP-277), to ensure that the potential for contaminant release
is strictly controlled. The PEMP will include a MPCP and will also incorporate plans to cover accidental
spills, potential contaminant release, and include key emergency contact details (e.g., Environment
Agency, NE, Maritime Coastguard Agency and the Project site co-ordinator). The PEMP will be secured as
a condition in the dML(s).
As detailed within Other Consents and Licences (APP-305), the relevant permits under the Environmental
Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 will be applied for post consent, with applications made
to the relevant regulator.
EN-1 Pollution from industrial sources in England and Wales is controlled through the As detailed within Other Consents and Licences (APP-305) where required, relevant permits under the
Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016. The Environmental Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 will be applied for post consent, with
4.12.3 -4.12.4 | Permitting Regulations require industrial facilities to have an Environmental Permit and applications made to the relevant regulator. The document provides information on the other consents,
meet limits on allowable emissions to operate. licences or permits that are, or may be, required in connection with the construction, operation,
Larger industrial facilities undertaking specific types of activity are also required to use maintenance or decommissioning of the offshore and onshore parts of the Project.
Best Available Techniques (BAT) to reduce emissions to air, water, and land. Agreement
on what sector specific BAT standards are, will now be determined through a new UK- The Project falls outside the current UK specific BAT process.
specific BAT process.
Applicant EN-1 Applicants should consult the MMO (or (NRW) in Wales) on energy NSIP projects which The Government’s Marine Plans have been considered within the establishment of the Baseline
assessment would affect, or would be likely to affect, any relevant marine areas as defined in the environment, as set out in Chapter 18 Marine Infrastructure and Other Users (APP-073) which provides a
4.12.5 Planning Act 2008 (as amended by section 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act summary of the potential environmental effects and identifies approaches to mitigation and proposed

2009). Applicants are encouraged to consider the relevant marine plans in advance of
consulting the MMO for England or the relevant policy teams at the Welsh government.

monitoring during the construction phase, O&M phase, and decommissioning phase. The Government’s
Marine Plans are also considered within Section 2 of the relevant offshore topic chapters and the Planning
Statement (APP-297), with focus on the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans, where the Project is
located. Where relevant policies from these marine plans are screened in, it is subsequently highlighted
where these policies are addressed within the chapter. The Planning Statement (APP-297) concludes there
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is no conflict between the NPS and any marine planning document proposals. They meet the high-level
marine objectives, plan vision, and all relevant policies.
Through scoping to application, Marine Plans, other relevant legislation and feedback from relevant
stakeholders such as the MMO has been fed into the proposals for the Project to refine and avoid impacts
upon other users and the marine environment, where possible. The Applicant has engaged with the MMO
through the Evidence Plan Process and the Expert Topic Group (ETG) meetings as part of the pre-application
process during the preparation of the DCO application.
. Further information can be found within the Consultation Report (APP-032).
EN-1 Many projects covered by this NPS will be subject to the EPR which also incorporates As detailed within Other Consents and Licences (APP-305), where required the relevant permits under the
operational waste management requirements for certain activities. When an applicant Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 will be applied for post consent, with
4.12.6 applies for an Environmental Permit, the relevant regulator (usually the EA or NRW but applications made to the relevant regulator. The requirement for an environmental permit in respect of
sometimes the local authority) requires that the application demonstrates that certain flood risk activities (e.g. works within the vicinity of or crossing main rivers or flood defences) has
processes are in place to meet all relevant EP requirements. been disapplied in the draft DCO and instead, approval of details will be sought from the Environment
Agency in accordance with the protective provisions (unless a flood risk activity exemption applies).
EN-1 Applicants should make early contact with relevant regulators, including EA or NRW and | Consultation is a key part of the DCO application process. Technical Consultation regarding this Project has
the MMO, to discuss their requirements for Environmental Permits and other such as been conducted through the publication of the Scoping Report (Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind, 2022), the
4.12.7-4.12.8 | marine licences. publication of the PEIR, other Phase 2 consultation materials (Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind, 2023),and
Wherever possible, applicants should submit applications for Environmental Permits and | discussions with relevant stakeholders through both the EPP, and bilateral consultation as appropriate. Full
other necessary consents at the same time as applying to the Secretary of State for details of the above consultations are provided in Chapter 6 Technical Consultation (APP-061).
development consent.
Secretary of EN-1 In considering an application for development consent the SoS should focus on whether | The Project has been subject to an iterative site selection and alternatives process Chapter 4 Site
State decision the development itself an acceptable use of the land or sea is, and the impact of that Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059) which demonstrated that the development is the
making 4129 - use, rather than the control of processes, emissions or discharges themselves. most suitable alternative, and an acceptable use of the land at the proposed location. Specifically, with
4.12.10 The SoS should work on the assumption that the relevant pollution control regime and regards the potential impacts associated with the use of the land, Chapter 23 Geology and Ground
other environmental regulatory regimes, including those on land drainage, water Conditions (APP-078) considers the potential impacts and introduces relevant pollution control mitigation
abstraction and biodiversity, will be properly applied and enforced by the relevant measures. These measures will be secured through the OLEMS (APP-284), the OCoCP (APP-268), and the
regulator. The SoS should act to complement but not seek to duplicate them. Pollution Prevention and Emergency Incident Response Plan (PPEIERP) (APP-272) which will be
implemented to ensure the relevant pollution control.
Further information is also provided within Other Consents and Licences (APP-305) regarding the relevant
permits under the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 that will be applied
for post consent, with applications made to the relevant regulator.
The Outline Project Environmental Management Plan (APP-277) and Outline Code of Construction Practice
(APP-268) and associated environmental management plans, provide the framework for the project
controlling its emissions and discharges to the offshore and onshore environment by the project
respectively. All onshore contractors and subcontractors will work in accordance with the Code of
Construction Practice. All offshore contractors will work under a PEMP, produced in accordance with the
outline PEMP. Emergency procedures will be developed under these documents for the onshore and
offshore works and will include emergency pollution control measures based on Environment Agency, and
other agencies guidelines and spill prevention, location of spill kits and control procedures.
EN-1 The SoS’s consent may include a deemed marine licence and the MMO or NRW will The draft DCO incorporates dMLs that would otherwise be required under the Marine and Coastal Access

advise on what conditions should apply to the dML.

Act (MCAA) 2009, and which identify conditions that may be applied to the Project.
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4.12.11 - The SoS and MMO or NRW should cooperate closely to ensure that energy NSIPs are The Order contains two deemed marine licences for the offshore generating station, offshore platforms
4.12.13 licensed in accordance with environmental legislation. and offshore cables: one for the generation assets (dML 1) and one for the offshore transmission assets
(dML 2). The Order also contains four deemed marine licences for the potential artificial nesting
In considering the impacts of the Project, the SoS may wish to consult the regulator on structures.
any management plans that would be included in an Environmental Permit application.
The Applicant has consulted extensively with the MMO both throughout the consultation phases and
through the EPP process and participation in the ETGs. Responses received and how the Applicant has had
regard to these are outlined in Consultation Report Appendix 5.1.4B Section 42 Responses (APP-038)
EN-1 The SoS should be satisfied that development consent can be granted taking full account | The ES provides a full and detailed account of potential environmental impacts associated with the
of environmental impacts. Project, specifically with regards potential pollution in the offshore and onshore environment.
4.12.14 - Working in close cooperation with EA or NRW and/or the pollution control authority, and
4.12.15 other relevant bodies, such as the MMO, the SNCB, Drainage Boards, and water and The relevant ES chapters conclude that no likely significant effect would occur either from the Project
sewerage undertakers, the SoS should be satisfied, before consenting any potentially alone, or cumulatively with other plans and projects, from any sources of pollution.
polluting developments, that:
® the relevant pollution control authority is satisfied that potential releases can be | This conclusion is drawn through reference to established mitigation measures which the Applicant has
adequately regulated under the pollution control framework; and proposed to implement as part of the Project.
the effects of existing sources of pollution in and around the site are not such that the
cumulative effects of pollution when the proposed development is added would make
that development unacceptable, particularly in relation to statutory environmental Regarding bullet 2 of Paragraph 4.12.15, the Project has proposed several pollution prevention measures
quality limits. which will ensure the Project does not exceed any statutory environmental limits, as listed below:
EN-1 The SoS should not refuse consent on the basis of pollution impacts unless there is good
reason to believe that any relevant necessary operational pollution control permits or ®  Qutline Code of Construction Practice (APP-268) which incorporates measures to prevent
4.12.16 licences or other consents will not subsequently be granted. On this basis, it is pollution;

reasonable for the SoS to consider residual amenity issues only when considering
whether the development itself is an acceptable use of the land or sea, and on the
impacts of that use.

®  Qutline Pollution Prevention and Emergency Incident Response Plan (APP-272) will be used to
prepare a final management plan and held on all construction sites to follow in the event of an
environmental emergency; and

®  Qutline Project Environmental Management Plan (APP-277) which will control the release of
contaminations relating to offshore activities. The final PEMP will also include a Marine Pollution
Contingency Plan (MPCP) and will also incorporate plans to cover accidental spills, potential
contaminant release and include key emergency contact details (e.g., Maritime Coastguard
Agency and the project site co-ordinator). The PEMP will be secured as a condition in the deemed
Marine Licence.

EN-1 Part 4.13: Safety

Safety

EN-1 In addition to its role in the planning system, the HSE is the independent regulator for Best practice health and safety measures will be secured and adhered to, namely through the OCoCP
4.13.1-4.13.2 | workplace health and safety and is responsible for enforcing a range of health and safety | (APP-268) which sets out health and safety principles, including:
legislation some of which is relevant to the construction, operation and ®  The adoption of appropriate health industry standards;
decommissioning of energy infrastruFture. ) o ) ®  The appointment of a principal contractor who will develop a construction phase plan that
Some technologies, for example, major accident hazard pipelines, will be regulated by safeguards the safety of workers in accordance with legal requirements; and
specific health and safety legislation. The application of these regulations is set out in the Appropriate Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) will be worn by construction workers including sub-
technology specific NPSs where relevant. contractors.
EN-1 Some energy infrastructure will be subject to the Control of Major Accident Hazards
4.13.3-4.13.4 | (COMAH) Regulations 2015. These Regulations aim to prevent major accidents involving | The Applicant does not consider that the Project, either in the context of the offshore wind turbine

dangerous substances and limit the consequences to people and the environment of any
that do occur. COMAH regulations apply throughout the life cycle of the facility, i.e.,
from the design and build stage through to decommissioning. They are enforced by the
Competent Authority comprising HSE or ONR (Office for Nuclear Regulation, for nuclear)

generators (WTGs), transmission infrastructure or the OnSS to fall under the Control of Major Accident
Hazards (COMAH) Regulations 2015. The Project is not anticipated to contain the dangerous substances
listed in Schedule 1 of the COMAH Regulations 2015, at either the lower or upper tier, and as such the
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and the EA acting jointly in England and by the HSE and NRW acting jointly in Wales, and | Project does not fall under the COMAH Regulations 2015. As such, the Applicant is not seeking to develop
the HSE and Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) acting jointly in Scotland. infrastructure subject to the COMAH regulations and a safety report is not required.
The same principles apply here as for those set out in the previous section on pollution
control and other environmental permitting regimes.
Applicant EN-1 Applicants should consult with the HSE on matters relating to safety. As noted in the response above, The Applicant does not consider that the Project, falls under the COMAH
Assessment 4.13.5-4.13.7 | Applicants seeking to develop infrastructure subject to the COMAH regulations should Regulations 2015
make early contact with the Competent Authority.
If a safety report is required it is important to discuss with the Competent Authority the | The Applicant has made use of appropriate guidance to better understand the likelihood and occurrence
type of information that should be provided at the design and development stage, and of an accident or disaster. The description and assessment consider the vulnerability of the Project to a
what form this should take. This will enable the Competent Authority to review as much | potential accident or disaster and also the development’s potential to cause an accident or disaster. The
information as possible before construction begins, in order to assess whether the assessment specifically assesses significant effects resulting from the risks to human health, cultural
inherent features of the design are sufficient to prevent, control and mitigate major heritage or the environment. Any measures that will be employed to prevent and control significant
accidents. effects are presented in the ES.
The Applicant has engaged with the Health and Safety Executive (HSE) through the statutory consultation
carried out under section 42 of the 2008 Act. The HSE’s responses and how the Applicant has had regard
to these is set out in the Consultation Report (APP- 032) and Appendix 4B to the Consultation Report
(APP-038)
Secretary of EN-1 The SoS should be satisfied that a safety assessment has been prepared, has raised no It was agreed at the Scoping stage that a separate chapter on Major Accidents and Disasters within the
State decision safety objections. Environmental Statement (ES) was not required. The risk of 'major accidents and/or disasters' occurring
making 4.13.8 associated with any aspect of the Project, during the construction, operation and decommissioning

phases are anticipated to be negligible, following guidance published by IEMA on Major Accidents and
Disasters in EIA (IEMA, 2020). Instead, an outline Code of Construction Practice and Outline Pollution
Prevention and Emergency Incident Response Plan has been provided as part of the DCO application
(APP-268 and APP-272). A Hazard ldentification (HazID) Report will be prepared and agreed with the
relevant planning authority prior to construction of DCO Work

Safety elements have been assessed throughout the ES for the Project. A safety statement will be
produced post consent.

EN-1 Part 4.14: Hazardous substances

Hazardous
Substances

EN-1

4.141-4.14.4

All establishments wishing to hold stocks of certain hazardous substances above a
threshold need ‘Hazardous Substances Consent.” Where HSE does not advise against the
SoS granting the consent, it will also recommend whether the consent should be granted
subject to any requirements.

It is not the intention of The Applicant to apply for Hazardous Substance Consent.

Potential risks to human health which may arise during the construction, operation and decommissioning
phases of the Project are considered and addressed as part of the assessment section in the relevant topic
chapters in the ES. Specifically, impacts to health are assessed within Chapter 30 Human Health (APP-
085).

The OnSS would contain potential pollutants which could include cooling oils, lubricants, fuels, greases,
etc. The design, maintenance and operation of the facility would follow good practice in line with the
prevailing future guidance and legislation with regard to measures such as the storage and management
of potentially polluting substances, emergency spill response procedures, clean up and control of any
potentially contaminated surface water runoff and routine inspection to prevent or contain leaks of any
pollutants.

Further to this the ES (APP-055) provides a full and detailed account of potential environmental impacts
associated with the Project, specifically with regards to potential pollution in the offshore and onshore
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environment. The relevant ES chapters conclude that no likely significant effect would occur either from
the Project alone, or cumulatively with other plans and projects, from any sources of pollution.
This conclusion is drawn through reference to established mitigation measures which the Applicant has
proposed to implement as part of the Project. It should also be noted that the DCO will contain a
condition in the dMLs that will require a MPCP to be submitted for approval post consent which will also
provide mitigation relating to the control of hazardous substances. An outline Project Environmental
Management Plan (APP-277) has been provided which will control the release of contaminations relating
to offshore activities. The final PEMP will also include the MPCP and will also incorporate plans to cover
accidental spills, potential contaminant release and include key emergency contact details (e.g., Maritime
Coastguard Agency and the project site coordinator).
Applicant EN-1 Applicants must consult the (HSA) and HSE at pre-application stage if the Project is likely It is not the intention of The Applicant to apply for Hazardous Substance Consent.
Assessment 4.145-4.14.6 | to need hazardous substances consent. Hazardous substances consents are a part of the
o o planning regime which contributes to public safety.
HSE sets a consultation distance around every site with hazardous substances consent
and notifies the relevant local planning authorities. The Applicant should therefore
consult the local planning authority at pre-application stage to identify whether its
proposed site is within the consultation distance of any site with hazardous substances
consent and, if so, should consult the HSE for its advice on locating the particular
development on that site. Where a hazardous substance consent has been deemed to be
granted, the developer is required to send the relevant HSA any information required by
them for the purposes of a register.
Secretary of EN-1 Where hazardous substances consent is applied for, the Secretary of State will consider
State decision whether to make an order directing that hazardous substances consent shall be deemed
making to be granted alongside making an order granting development consent. The Secretary
4.14.7 of State should consult HSE about this.
EN-1 Part 4.15: Common Law Nuisance and Statutory Nuisance
Common Law EN-1 Section 158 of the Planning Act 2008 confers statutory authority for carrying out Whilst paragraph 4.15.1-4.15.4 does not set out specific requirements, Chapter 26 Noise and Vibration
Nuisance and 4.15.1-4.15.4 | development consented to by, or doing anything else authorised by, a DCO. (APP-081) outlines that the relevant statutory and non-statutory authorities and stakeholders with
Statutory Such authority is conferred only for the purpose of providing a defence in any civil or respect to noise have been consulted and consequent feedback has influenced the design of the Project
Nuisance criminal proceedings for nuisance. This would include a defence for proceedings for and the proposed mitigation, including the Outline Noise and Vibration Management Plan (APP-269)
nuisance under Part Il of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 (EPA) (statutory which will be secured as a result of the Project.
nuisance) but only to the extent that the nuisance is the inevitable consequence of what
has been authorised.
The defence does not extinguish the local authority’s duties under Part Il of the EPA
1990 to inspect its area and take reasonable steps to investigate complaints of statutory
nuisance and to serve an abatement notice where satisfied of its existence, likely
occurrence or recurrence.
The defence is not intended to extend to proceedings where the matter is “prejudicial to
health” and not a nuisance.
Applicant EN-1 At the application stage of an energy NSIP, possible sources of nuisance under section
Assessment 79(1) of the EPA 1990 and how they may be mitigated or limited should be considered The Applicant has provided a Statutory Nuisance Statement (APP-301) in accordance with Regulation
4.15.5 by the SoS so that appropriate requirements can be included in any subsequent order 5(2)(f) of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedures) Regulations 2009
granting development consent (see Section 5.7 on Dust, odour, artificial light etc. and which requires the applicant for a DCO to provide a statement as to whether the application engages
Section 5.12 on Noise and vibration)
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EN-1
4.15.6-4.15.7

NPS REQUIREMENT

At the application stage of an energy NSIP, possible sources of nuisance under section
79(1) of the EPA 1990 and how they may be mitigated or limited should be considered
by the SoS so that appropriate requirements can be included in any subsequent order
granting development consent (see Section 5.7 on dust, odour, artificial light etc. and
Section 5.12 on noise and vibration).

The SoS should note that the defence of statutory authority is subject to any contrary
provision made by the SoS in any particular case in a DCO (section 158(3) of the Planning
Act 2008). Therefore, subject to Section 5.7 and Section 5.12, the SoS can disapply the
defence of statutory authority, in whole or in part, in any particular case, but in so doing
should have regard to whether any particular nuisance is an inevitable consequence of
the development.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

Section 79(1) (Statutory nuisances and inspections therefor) of the Environmental Protection Act 1990
(the 1990 Act) and, if it does, how the applicant intends to mitigate or limit such nuisances.

The Statutory Nuisance Statement draws upon the ES (APP-055)to consider the potential for statutory
nuisance as set out in the Planning Statement (APP-297). The ES, which has been prepared by the
Applicant as part of the process of environmental impact assessment for the application, has analysed
the potential significant effects of a number of elements specified in Section 79(1) of the 1990 Act.
The Project has identified early possible sources of nuisance as part of the iterative site selection and
design process that was undertaken at an early stage, which involved several rounds of consultation with
statutory and non-statutory stakeholders. As a result, the most sensitive areas which could suffer from
nuisance are located away from the Project’s infrastructure elements as outlined in Chapter 4 Site
Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).

Throughout the ES, the Project proposes several mitigation measures to limit nuisance, including as
outlined in the Outline Code of Construction Practice (OCoCP) (APP-268) which sets out best practice
measures and standard protocol which will be incorporated into the final CoCP

The Statutory Nuisance Statement demonstrates that, with the implementation of these mitigation
measures where appropriate (which will be secured by requirements attached to the DCO), claims for
statutory nuisance are unlikely to arise from the Project.

Whilst it is not expected that the construction, operation, maintenance or decommissioning of the
Project would engage Section 79(1) by causing statutory nuisances, the draft DCO (APP-303) that
accompanies the application contains a provision at Article 8 (Defence to proceedings in respect of
statutory nuisance) to provide a defence to proceedings for statutory nuisance, should they be initiated
against the Applicant (or its successors) as undertakers of the Project.

EN-1 Part 4.16: Security Considerations

Security EN-1 National security considerations apply across all national infrastructure sectors. The Applicant has consulted to ensure that security measures have been considered and included where
Considerations 4.16.1-4.16.5 | DESNZ works closely with government security agencies including the National necessary to manage security risks. No security risks have been identified.

Protective Security Authority (NPSA) and the National Cyber Security Centre (NCSC) to

provide advice to the most critical infrastructure assets on terrorism and other national | DESNZ have already been notified during the pre-application stage about the proposals in line with

security threats, as well as on risk mitigation. Paragraph 4.16.5 of EN-1.

In the UK’s civil nuclear industry, security is also independently regulated by the ONR.

Government policy is to ensure that, where possible, proportionate protective security

measures are designed into new infrastructure projects at an early stage in the project

development. Where applications for development consent for infrastructure covered

by this NPS relate to potentially ‘critical’ infrastructure, there may be national security

considerations.

DESNZ will be notified at pre-application stage about every likely future application for

energy NSIPs, so that any national security implications can be identified.
Applicant EN-1 Where national security implications have been identified, the applicant should consult | The Applicant has consulted with DESNZ to ensure security measures have been adequately considered
Assessment with relevant security experts from CPNI, ONR (for civil nuclear) and/or DESNZ to ensure | in the design process and that adequate consideration has been given to the management of security

4.16.6 -4.16.7 risks. No security risks have been identified by CPNI, ONR (for civil nuclear) and/or DESNZ.
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security measures have been adequately considered in the design process and that
adequate consideration has been given to the management of security risks. ES Chapter 16: Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071) confirms that the Applicant has
The applicant should only include sufficient information in the application as is been and will continue to engage with the MOD during the application process. The assessment suggests
necessary to enable the Secretary of State to examine the development consent issues that the Project is not expected to have significant adverse effects on civil and military aviation and radar,
and make a properly informed decision on the application. except a major significant impact on specific Primary Surveillance Radar (PSR) systems, for which
mitigation solutions are to be discussed with NATS and MOD. Mitigation measures the project has
committed to, in order to reduce impacts include adhering to all relevant CAA and MOD safety guidance,
the Project providing appropriate Information, notifications and charting to aviation stakeholders, and
marking and lighting of obstacles will be in accordance with Article 223, MCA (MGN 654) and MOD
requirements.
Security EN-1 If NPSA, ONR (for civil nuclear) and/or DESNZ are satisfied that security issues have been | The Applicant does not consider there to be any security implications arising from the Project and
considerations 4.16.8 — adequately addressed in the project when the application is submitted to the SoS, it will | (subject to relevant consultation responses) does not, therefore, expect the SoS to have to give further
4.16.10 provide confirmation of this to the SoS. The Secretary of State should not need to give consideration to the details of the security measures in its examination.

any further consideration to the details of the security measures in its examination.

In exceptional cases, where examination of an application would involve public
disclosure of information about defence or national security which would not be in the
national interest, the examination of that evidence may take place in a closed session as
set out under Examination Procedure Rules.

The SoS must also consider duties under other legislation including duties under the
Environment Act 2021 in relation to environmental targets and the Government’s
Environmental Improvement Plan 2023.

EN-1 Part 5: Generic Impacts

EN-1 Part 5.2: Air Quality and Emissions

Air Quality and EN-1 Energy infrastructure development can have adverse effects on air quality. The Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074) sets out several proposed measures to ensure that the Project
Emissions 5.2.1-5.2.2 construction, operation and decommissioning phases can involve emissions to air which | does not have significant effects on air quality. These include:
could lead to adverse impacts on health, on protected species and habitats, or on the
wider countryside and species. Air emissions include particulate matter (for example ®  Carrying out construction works in accordance with best practice measures; and
dust) up to a diameter of ten microns (PM10) and up to a diameter of 2.5 microns ®  The preparation of the OCoCP (APP-268) that outlines management measures, commitments and
(PM2.5) as well as gases such as sulphur dioxide, carbon monoxide and nitrogen oxides working standards proposed to be adopted and implemented throughout the construction
(NOx). process. The document also includes a series of controls that are detailed with the Outline Air
Quality Management Plan (OAQMP) (APP-270).
Legal limits for pollutants in ambient air are set out in the Air Quality Standards
Regulations 2010 and for England, national objectives set out in the Air Quality The assessment within Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074) also considers relevant legislation
(England) Regulations 2000 reiterated in the Air Quality Strategy, or for Wales, the Air including the Air Quality Standards Regulations 2010 which support the conclusion that the Project will
Quality (Wales) Regulations 2000 and the Clean Air Plan for Wales. In addition, two fine | 4 resyit in any significant adverse effects given the thresholds/legal limits are not exceed as a result of
particulate matter (PM2.5) targets were set under the Environment Act 2021 for the proposals.
England — an annual mean concentration target and a population exposure target.
Internationally agreed emissions commitments are set in the National Emission Ceilings
Regulations 2018 and establish limits for total UK emissions of key pollutants.
EN-1 For many air pollutants there is not a threshold below which there is no health impact Chapter 30 Human Health (APP-085) concludes that., no significant impacts are predicted and the
5.2.3-5.2.4 so it is important that energy infrastructure schemes consider not just how a scheme change in air quality is below all statutory thresholds for health protection (during the construction

may impact statutory air quality limits, objectives or targets but also measures to
mitigate all emissions in order to minimise human exposure to air pollution, especially
for those who are more susceptible to the impacts of poor air quality.

phase). The Project has committed to embedded mitigation as set out in Table 30.6 in APP-085 including
the development of and adherence to a CoCP during construction to mitigate all emissions and minimise
human exposure to air pollution including potentially vulnerable groups as assessed in section 30.5.
Potential effects in relation to Eutrophication are considered in Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-
074).
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In addition, a particular effect of air emissions from some energy infrastructure may be
eutrophication, which is the excessive enrichment of nutrients in the environment. Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074) considers air quality impacts during construction to sensitive
Eutrophication from air pollution results mainly from emissions of NOx and ammonia. ecological receptors as a result of dust and concludes that impacts on ecological designations are
The main emissions from energy infrastructure are from generating stations. insignificant.
Eutrophication can affect plant growth and functioning, altering the competitive balance
of species and thereby damaging biodiversity. In aquatic ecosystems it can cause
changes to algal composition and lead to algal blooms, which remove oxygen from the
water, adversely affecting plants and fish. The effects on ecosystems can be short term
or irreversible and can have a large impact on ecosystem services such as pollination,
aesthetic services and water supply.
Applicant EN-1 Where the project is likely to have adverse effects on air quality the applicant should The assessment of any significant air emissions is set out in Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074)
Assessment 5.2.8-5.2.11 | undertake an assessment of the impacts of the proposed project as part of the ES. with further detailed information provided in the following documents:

The ES should describe:

B existing air quality concentrations and the relative change in air quality from
existing levels;
® any significant air emissions, their quality effects, mitigation action taken and
any residual effects distinguishing between the project stages and taking
account of any significant emissions from any road traffic generated by the
project; and
®  the predicted absolute emissions, concentration change and absolute
concentrations as a result of the proposed project, after mitigation methods
have been applied; and any potential eutrophication impacts.
In addition, applicants should consider the Environment Targets (Fine Particulate
Matter) (England) Regulations 2022 and associated Defra guidance.

Defra publishes future national projections of air quality based on estimates of future
levels of emissions, traffic, and vehicle fleet. Projections are updated as the evidence
base changes and The Applicant should ensure these are current at the point of an
application. The Applicant’s assessment should be consistent with this but may include
more detailed modelling to demonstrate local and national impacts. If an applicant
believes they have robust additional supporting evidence, to the extent they could
affect the conclusions of the assessment, they should include this in their
representations to the ExA along with the source.

® ES Chapter 19 Appendix 1 Construction Dust Assessment Methodology (APP-176)

®  ES Chapter 19 Appendix 2 Non-Road Mobile Machinery Emissions Assessment (APP-177)
B ES Chapter 19 Appendix 3 Offshore Activities Assessment (APP-178)

B ES Chapter 19 Appendix 4 Road Traffic Dispersion Modelling (APP-179)

Section 19.4 of the ES Chapter describes the baseline environment including the existing conditions and
the future baseline used in the assessment of impacts. Section 19.8 provides an assessment of any
significant air emissions, their quality effects, mitigation action taken and any residual effects
distinguishing between the project stages and taking account of any significant emissions from any road
traffic generated by the project.

The Environment Targets (Fine Particulate Matter) (England) Regulations 2022 and associated Defra
guidance are considered in Section 19.4 to 19.9 of the Onshore Air Quality Chapter (APP-074).

During the construction phase, the assessment focussed on potential impacts from dust, Non-Road
Mobile Machinery (NRMM), and offshore vessel emissions. Results indicate negligible to minor adverse
effects, all considered to be non-significant in accordance with the EIA regulations. Specific mitigation
measures were outlined for dust and NRMM, contributing to the overall not significant conclusion.
Temporary increases in traffic, a consequence of construction activities, were also evaluated, with the
study determining these effects on human and ecological receptors to be temporary and non-significant.
Traffic associated with both future planned developments and live projects and plans were considered in
the assessment, which resulted in cumulative impacts being assessed.

In relation to the operations and maintenance phase, a screening of road traffic impacts concluded that
anticipated changes to the volume of traffic is below the relevant screening criteria, rendering further
assessment unnecessary, as acknowledged through the received Scoping opinion. This phase was thus
considered to have negligible and non-significant effects on onshore air quality.

For decommissioning activities, these are not anticipated to exceed the MDS criteria established for the
construction phase. Given that the effects associated with the construction phase are considered not
significant, no additional assessment of the decommissioning phase is necessary, however a
decommissioning plan will be developed in due course.
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There are a number of commitments made by the Project to minimise and reduce the impacts to air
quality including adhering to best practice construction measures in relation to dust and NRMM, and
development and adherence to the Code of Construction Practice (CoCP), Construction Traffic
Management Plan (CTMP), Travel Plan and Outline Public Access Management Plan (PAMP).
Consideration to the Environment Targets (Fine Particulate Matter) (England) Regulations 2022 and
associated Defra guidance is given within the ES Chapter.
EN-1 Where a proposed development is likely to lead to a breach of any relevant statutory air | Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074) assesses the risk and significance of potentially significant
5.2.12 quality limits, objectives or targets or affect the ability of a noncompliant area to emissions to air, with and without appropriate mitigation and outlines that relevant air quality
achieve compliance within the timescales set out in the most recent relevant air quality | limits/regulations will not be breached as a result of the Project.
plan/ strategy at the time of the decision, The Applicant should work with the relevant
authorities to secure appropriate mitigation measures to ensure that those statutory
limits, objectives or targets are not breached.
As such it is considered that the ES for the Project is in accordance with paragraph 5.2.7 of EN-1.
EN-1 The SoS should consider whether mitigation measures are needed both for operational | This assessment of any significant air emissions is set out in Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074).
5.2.13 and construction emissions over and above any which may form part of the project This is as consequence of the embedded mitigation measures set out in the chapter ,namely:
application. A construction management plan may help codify mitigation at this stage. In ®  The OAQMP (APP-270) which includes measures relating to dust control and NRMM emissions.
doing so the Secretary of State should have regard to the Air Quality Strategy in England The construction dust assessment methodology identifies mitigation measures recommended for
or the Clean Air Plan in Wales or any successors to these and should consider relevant inclusion; and
advice within Local Air Quality Management guidance and PM2.5 targets guidance. ®  The OCoCP (APP-268). In addition, the Outline Soil Management Plan (APP-271), which forms
part of the OCoCP, and sets out the principles and procedures for general good practice
mitigation for soil management.
These documents will be secured by requirements proposed in the draft DCO and include several
measures that will control air quality. This includes ensuring all construction work is undertaken in
accordance with best practice measures.
The assessment in Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074) has been undertaken with reference to the
Air Quality Strategy in England and Defra’s LAQM guidance.TG22 (Defra, 2022) and PM2.5 targets
guidance.
EN-1 The mitigations identified in Section 5.14 on traffic and transport impacts will help The mitigation measures outlined within Section 5.14 have been included within Chapter 19 Onshore Air
5.2.14 mitigate the effects of air emissions from transport. Quality (APP-074), ES Chapter 27: Traffic and Transport (APP-082), and the review of Section 5.14 in this
policy accordance table for further information.
ES Chapter 27 sets out a number of mitigation measures that will be beneficial in reducing air emissions
from transport. These measures include :
®  An Outline CTMP that sets out the key principles and types of measures to be implemented
during construction
®  An Outline TP which includes a range of demand management measures including a target car
share ratio; and
These documents will be secured by requirements proposed in the draft DCO.
Secretary of EN-1 Many activities involving air emissions are subject to pollution control. The With regard to pollution control, please see responses to NPS EN-1- 4.12
State decision 5.2.15-5.2.16 | considerations set out in Section 4.12 on the interface between planning and pollution

making

control therefore apply. The SoS must also consider duties under other legislation
including duties under the Environment Act 2021 in relation to environmental targets
and have regard to policies set out in the Government’s Environmental Improvement
Plan 2023.

Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074) outlines that with the implementation of proposed mitigation,
which include the OAQMP (APP-270) and the OCoCP (APP-268), the Project will not result in the breach
of any national or statutory air quality limits or objectives. The assessment set out in Chapter 19
concludes that there will be no substantial changes in air quality levels
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The SoS should give air quality considerations substantial weight where a project would
lead to a deterioration in air quality. This could for example include where an area
breaches any national air quality limits or statutory air quality objectives. However, air
quality considerations will also be important where substantial changes in air quality
levels are expected, even if this does not lead to any breaches of statutory limits,
objectives, or targets.

EN-1
5.2.17-5.2.18

The SoS should give air quality considerations substantial weight where a project is
proposed near a sensitive receptor site, such as an education or healthcare facility,
residential use or a sensitive or protected habitat.

Where a project is proposed near to a sensitive receptor site for air quality, if the
applicant cannot provide justification for this location, and a suitable mitigation plan,
the SoS should refuse consent.

EN-1
5.2.19

In all cases, the SoS must take account of any relevant statutory air quality limits
objectives and targets. If a project will lead to non-compliance with a statutory limit,
objective or target the SoS should refuse consent.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

To limit harm to sensitive receptors, Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059)
was subject to an iterative site selection and design process, meaning areas that were constrained and
sensitive were avoided where possible, and where not practically possible, mitigation was proposed
which has ensured there will be no unacceptable residual significant adverse effects. It should be noted
that all sensitive receptors have been considered and no significant impacts have been identified.

EN-1 Part 5.3 — Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Greenhouse Gas | EN-1 Significant levels of energy infrastructure development are vital to ensure the The Project would provide up to 100 wind turbines, supporting the UK Government’s ambitions for up to
Emissions 5.3.1-5.3.3 decarbonisation of the UK economy. The construction, operation and decommissioning | 50GW of electricity generated from offshore wind by 2030 and help meet the objectives of the British
of that energy infrastructure will in itself, lead to GHG emissions. Energy Security Strategy and therefore will play a vital role in national decarbonisation.
In considering this section, applicants should also have regard to Part 2 of this NPS, Climate change policy and projections have been considered across each ES chapter and a GHG
which explains the current policy on climate change and how this NPS interacts with assessment was undertaken as part of the Chapter 31 Climate Change (APP-086) . ES Chapter 31: Climate
that policy, and Section 4.10 of this NPS, which deals with climate change adaptation. Change (APP-086), demonstrates the net benefit of the project regarding lifetime carbon emission
reduction compared to the project baseline scenarios of ‘Gas’ and ‘all non-renewables’ derived
As discussed in Part 2, energy infrastructure plays a vital role in decarbonisation. While electricity, were the Project not to be developed.
all steps should be taken to reduce and mitigate climate change impacts, it is accepted Most importantly, the assessment demonstrated that there will be no significant impacts across all the
that there will be residual emissions from energy infrastructure, particularly during the stages of the Project.
economy wide transition to net zero, and potentially beyond.
Applicant EN-1 All proposals for energy infrastructure projects should include a GHG assessment as part | A GHG assessment was undertaken as part of the assessment outlined in Chapter 31 Climate Change
Assessment 5.3.4 of their ES (See Section 4.2). This should include: (APP-086) and addresses all the provisions set out in EN-1 Paragraph 5.3.4.

® A whole life GHG assessment showing construction, operational and
decommissioning GHG impacts including impacts from change of land use;

®  An explanation of the steps that have been taken to drive down the climate
change impacts at each of those stages;

B Measurement of embodied GHG impact from the construction stage;

®  How reduction in energy demand and consumption during operation has been
prioritised in comparison with other measures;

®  How operational emissions have been reduced as much as possible through the
application of best available techniques for that type of technology.;

®  Calculation of operational energy consumption and associated carbon
emissions.; and
Whether and how any residual GHG emissions will be (voluntarily) offset or removed
using a recognised framework. Where there are residual emissions, the level of
emissions and the impact of those on national and international efforts to limit climate

The climate change assessment for the Project involved a thorough analysis of its environmental impact
throughout the entire life cycle. This included evaluating the carbon footprint associated with everything
from manufacturing the raw materials for construction to the eventual recycling or disposal at the end of
its 35-year lifespan, alongside the benefit produced from the renewable electricity generated.

The estimated greenhouse gas emissions for the operation phase are 5.3 million metric tons of CO2
equivalent. This calculation considered a combination of jacket/pile and Gravity-Based Structure (GBS)
foundations. The Project aims to generate 7,227GWh (gigawatt-hours) of electricity annually, resulting in
a relatively low carbon intensity of about 20.8 grams of CO2 equivalent per kilowatt-hour (kWh).

Comparing this to alternative electricity generation methods like gas Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT)
(with carbon intensity of 371g CO2eq/kWh), the Project is expected to offset its construction-related
emission in approximately two years. This highlights the Project’s environmental benefits, showing that it
efficiently manages and minimises its carbon impact.
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change, both alone and where relevant in combination with other developments at a
regional or national level, or sector level, if sectoral targets are developed
Mitigation EN-1 A GHG assessment should be used to drive down GHG emissions at every stage of the A GHG assessment undertaken within the Climate Change Assessment is included within Chapter 31
5.3.5-3.5.6 proposed development and ensure that emissions are minimised as far as possible for Climate Change (APP-086) and shows that emissions resulting from the Project have been minimised as
the type of technology, taking into account the overall objectives of ensuring our supply | far as practically possible.
of energy always remains secure, reliable and affordable, as we transition to net zero.
Applicants should look for opportunities within the proposed development to embed The Project also meets the need in the UK for the types of energy infrastructure covered by EN-1 and
nature-based or technological solutions to mitigate or offset the emissions of contributes significantly towards the UK'’s current cumulative electricity supply deployment target for
construction and decommissioning. 2030, supporting the UK in delivery secure, reliable and affordable energy as part of net zero
commitments.
The Project would provide up to 100 wind turbines, create job opportunities, support the UK
Government’s ambitions for up to 50GW of electricity generated from offshore wind by 2030 and help
meet the objectives of the British Energy Security Strategy.
The project will, wherever it is realistically able to, use recycled materials for the project. Upon
decommissioning the project will minimise the amount of materials sent to landfill and will recycle
wherever possible materials which are no longer needed.
EN-1 Steps taken to minimise and offset emissions should be set out in a GHG Reduction Approaches to reduce GHG reduction are set out in both Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality Onshore Air
5.3.7 Strategy, secured under the Development Consent Order. The GHG Reduction Strategy Quality (APP-074) and Chapter 31 Climate Change Climate Change (APP-086) which sets out the approach
should consider the creation and preservation of carbon stores and sinks including to minimise GHG through proposed mitigation.
through woodland creation, peatland restoration and through other natural habitats.
This is realised within the Biodiversity Net Gain Report Principles and Approach (APP-302) which outlines
potential areas which could serve as a carbon sink.
Secretary of EN-1 The SoS must be satisfied that the applicant has as far as possible assessed the GHG A GHG assessment undertaken within the Climate Change Assessment is included within Chapter 31
State decision 5.3.8-5.3.9 emissions of all stages of the development. Climate Change (APP-086) and shows that emissions resulting from the Project have been minimised as
making The SoS should be content that the applicant has taken all reasonable steps to reduce far as practically possible.
the GHG emissions of the construction and decommissioning stage of the development.
EN-1 The SoS should give appropriate weight to projects that embed nature based or
5.3.10 technological processes to mitigate or offset the emissions of construction and
decommissioning within the proposed development. However, in light of the vital role
energy infrastructure plays in the process of economy wide decarbonisation, the
Secretary of State must accept that there are likely to be some residual emissions from
construction and decommissioning of energy infrastructure.
EN-15.3.11 - | Operational GHG emissions are a significant adverse impact from some types of energy | Refer to the Applicant’s response for Paragraph 5.3.4
5.3.12 infrastructure which cannot be totally avoided (even with full deployment of CCS

technology). Given the characteristics of these and other technologies, as noted in Part
3 of this NPS, and the range of non-planning policies that can be used to decarbonise
electricity generation, such as the UK ETS (see Sections 2.4), Government has
determined that operational GHG emissions are not reasons to prohibit the consenting
of energy projects or to impose more restrictions on them in the planning policy
framework than are set out in the energy NPSs (e.g. the CCR requirements). Any carbon
assessment will include an assessment of operational GHG emissions, but the policies
set out in Part 2, including the UK ETS, can be applied to these emissions.

Operational emissions will be addressed in a managed, economy-wide manner, to
ensure consistency with carbon budgets, net zero and our international climate
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commitments. The Secretary of State does not, therefore need to assess individual
applications for planning consent against operational carbon emissions and their
contribution to carbon budgets, net zero and our international climate commitments.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

EN-1 Part 5.4: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation

Biodiversity and
Geological
Conservation

EN-1
5.4.1-543

Biodiversity is the variety of life in all its forms and encompasses all species of plants,
animals and fungi, the genetic diversity they contain and the complex ecosystems of
which they are a part. Geological conservation relates to the sites that are designated
for their geology and/or their geomorphological importance.

In the 25 Year Environment Plan, the government set out its vision for a quarter-of-a-
century action to help the natural world regain and retain good health. A commitment
to review the plan every 5 years was set into law in the Environment Act 2021. The
Environmental Improvement Plan was published in 2023, which reinforces the intent of
the 25 Year Environment Plan and sets out a plan to deliver on its framework and vision.
The government’s policy for biodiversity in England is set out in the Environmental
Improvement Plan 2023, the National Pollinator Strategy and the UK Marine Strategy.
The aim is to halt overall biodiversity loss in England by 2030 and then reverse loss by
2042, support healthy well-functioning ecosystems and establish coherent ecological
networks, with more and better places for nature for the benefit of wildlife and people.
This aim needs to be viewed in the context of the challenge presented by climate
change. Healthy, naturally functioning ecosystems and coherent ecological networks will
be more resilient and adaptable to climate change effects. Failure to address this
challenge will result in significant adverse impact on biodiversity and the ecosystem
services it provides.

The wide range of legislative provisions at the international and national level that can
impact on planning decisions affecting biodiversity and geological conservation issues
are set out in a Government Circular. The NPPF and Natural Environment PPG document
sets out good practice in England in relation to planning for biodiversity and geological
conservation. In Wales, TAN 5: Nature Conservation and Planning sets out how the land
use planning system should contribute to biodiversity and geological conservation

The Project has adopted a positive approach to biodiversity through avoiding the most sensitive
ecological areas (see Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059) and all relevant
policy outlined within Paragraph 5.4.1-5.4.3 has been considered in Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-
076).

The Applicant has also committed to several mitigation/compensatory measures that will enhance
biodiversity.

Habitats
Regulations

EN-1
544-54.6

The highest level of biodiversity protection is afforded to sites identified through
international conventions. The Habitats Regulations set out sites for which an HRA will
assess the implications of a plan or project, including Special Areas of Conservation and
Special Protection Areas.
As a matter of policy, the following should be given the same protection as sites covered
by the Habitats Regulations and an HRA will also be required:

®  potential Special Protection Areas and possible Special Areas of Conservation;

®  |isted or proposed Ramsar sites; and

B sites identified, or required, as compensatory measures for adverse effects on

any of the other sites covered by this paragraph.

The British Energy Security Strategy committed to establishing Strategic Compensation
for offshore renewables NSIPs, to offset environmental effects but also to reduce delays
for individual projects. See paragraphs 2.8.266 — 2.8.273 of EN-3 for further information.

As demonstrated throughout the ES Non-Technical Summary (APP-055) and RIAA (APP-235), the
Applicant has shown how any likely significant negative effects to sites identified through international
conventions would be avoided, reduced, mitigated, or compensated for, following the mitigation
hierarchy.

Designated sites and features have been screened, in consultation with Natural England, and considered
within the RIAA (APP-235) and relevant ES Chapters with further details available in Table 7-1 of the RIAA
and each relevant ES Chapter.

The Applicant has engaged with Natural England for any compensation measures and has submitted a
‘without prejudice’ (Article 6(4)) derogation case (APP-242) for both ornithology and benthic features.
Further information on the assessment of AEol can be found in the [RIAA]. As set out in Section 1.2 of the
derogation case and as set out in [table 13.1 of the RIAA], the Applicant cannot rule out an in-
combination adverse effect on the kittiwake feature of the Flamborough and Filey Coast SPA during the
O&M phase of the Project but maintains that there will be no AEol on the other sites and features, for
which the derogation case is being set out on a “without prejudice” basis only.
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Sites of Special EN-1 Many SSSls are also designated as sites of international importance and will be The Project site selection process has avoided direct interaction with all relevant SSSls (see Chapter 4 Site
Scientific Interest | 5.4.7—-5.4.8 protected accordingly. Those that are not, or those features of SSSls not covered by an Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059)).
(SSsSls) international designation, should be given a high degree of protection. Most National ES Chapter 21 (APP-076) comprises the assessment of potential impacts of the Project on onshore
Nature Reserves are notified as SSSls. ecological receptors. The ecological study area extends 15km from the Project’s Order Limits and
includes 15 SSSls (excluding geological designations). The onshore Order Limits have been designed to
Development on land within or outside a SSSI, and which is likely to have an adverse avoid designated sites where practicable. Where the boundary overlaps with these, the project has
effect on it (either individually or in combination with other developments), should not committed to avoid direct impactsthrough the use of trenchless techniques. As such, direct loss of
normally be permitted. The only exception is where the benefits (including need) of the | habitats within designated sites has been scoped out of the assessment. The assessment has considered
development in the location proposed clearly outweigh both its likely impact on the indirect impacts on designated sites and concluded that with embedded mitigation no significant effects
features of the site that make it of special scientific interest, and any broader impacts on | would be predicted on SSSls.
the national network of SSSs.
Marine EN-1 MCZs (Marine Protected Areas in Scotland), introduced under the Marine and Coastal A Marine Conservation Zone Assessment (APP-157) has been undertaken by the Applicant and has
Conservation 5.4.9 Access Act 2009, are areas that have been designated for the purpose of conserving screened the following three MCZs in for consideration as a result of their proximity to the Project:
Zones (MCZ2) marine flora or fauna, marine habitats or types of marine habitat or features of e Holderness Inshore MCZ;
geological or geomorphological interest. The protected feature or features and the e Holderness Offshore MCZ; and
conservation objectives for the MCZ are stated in the designation order for the MCZ. If a e Cromer Shoal Chalk Bed MCZ.
proposal is likely to have significant impacts on an MCZ, an MCZ Assessment should be The MCZ assessment concludes that the Project’s construction, O&M, and decommissioning
undertaken as per the requirements under section 126 of the Marine and Coastal Access activities within the offshore ECC and array area will not hinder the achievement of the
Act, 2009. Government has recently designated the first three Highly Protected Marine conservation objectives of either MCZ.
Areas in England. These are designated as MCZs but with a higher conservation
objective and with a single feature of the whole ecosystem within the site boundaries.
Marine EN-1 MPA is a term used to describe the network of habitat sites, SSSls, MCZs, and Highly Impacts on MPA have been considered within the following chapters of the ES:
Protected Areas | 5.4.10-5.4.11 | Protected Marine Areas (HPMAs) in the English and Welsh marine environment. ®  Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062)
(MPA) o ' . ) _ ® Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064)
!t is |mportant‘that rglevant guidance on 'managmg environmental |mpac.ts of . = Chapter 10 Fish and Shellfish Ecology (APP-065)
infrastructure in marine protected areas is followed, and that equal consideration of the . )
effect of proposals should be given to all MPAs regardless of the legislation they were Chapter 11 Marine Mammals (APP-066)
designated under. This is because all sites contribute to the network of MPAs and " 7.1 Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment (RIAA) (APP-235)
therefore to overall network integrity. In England, government have established a MPA ® 7.2 Habitats Regulations Assessment Screening Report (APP-239)
condition target under the Environment Act. ® 7.3 Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment Appendix 1: Screening Matrices (APP-240)
See comments against EN-1 paragraph 4.2.13.
Regional and EN-1 Sites of regional and local biodiversity and geological interest, which include Regionally | The Project mapped and considered all sites of local biodiversity and geological interest as part of their
Local Sites 5.4.12 -5.4.13 | Important Geological Sites, Local Nature Reserves and Local Wildlife Sites, are areas of constraints mapping exercises s outlined within Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of

substantive nature conservation value and make an important contribution to ecological
networks and nature’s recovery. They can also provide wider benefits including public
access (where agreed), climate mitigation and helping to tackle air pollution.

National planning policy expects plans to identify and map Local Wildlife sites, and to
include policies that not only secure their protection from harm or loss but also help to
enhance them and their connection to wider ecological networks.

Alternatives (APP-059), ES Chapter 21 (APP-076) and Chapter 23 Geology and Ground Conditions (APP-
078).

ES Chapter 21 (APP-076) comprises the assessment of potential impacts of the Project on onshore
ecological receptors. The ecological study area extends 15km from the Project’s Order Limits and
includes three NNRs and two LNR within the study area alongside 43 Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) and eight
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust (LWT) Reserves. The assessment has considered indirect impacts on locally
and regionally important sites and concluded that with embedded mitigation no significant effects would
be predicted on designated sites.

The OLEMS (APP-284) sets out a number of high quality design measures that will, in addition to
providing mitigation, also deliver biodiversity enhancements. Responses to Section 4.6.15 — 4.6.18 of EN-
1 outlines further detail on the Applicant’s compliance regarding enhancement.
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Ancient EN-1 Irreplaceable habitats are habitats which would be technically very difficult (or take a Several methods within the Project have been adopted to avoid the loss of irreplaceable habitats. This
woodland, 5.4.14 - 5.4.15 | very significant time) to restore, recreate or replace once destroyed, taking into account | includes the first phase approach of avoidance through siting of the Project infrastructure outside of
ancient trees, their age, uniqueness, species diversity or rarity. these habitats and, as stated in Table 1.15 of Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076), the adoption of
veteran trees Ancient woodland is a valuable biodiversity resource both for its diversity of species and | trenchless techniques to avoid permanent loss of habitats, including irreplaceable and Priority habitats
and other for its longevity as woodland. Keepers of Time, the Government's policy for ancient and | that could not be avoided by the siting of the Project. With mitigation in place the project will result in no
irreplaceable native trees and woodlands in England sets out the Government's commitment to significant effects relating to Priority Habitats (that include irreplaceable habitats) as concluded in APP-
habitats maintain and enhance the existing area of ancient woodland, maintain and enhance the | 076.
existing resource of known ancient and veteran trees, excluding natural losses from
disease and death, and to increase the percentage of ancient woodland in active Ancient woodlands have been scoped out of the assessment as there are no designations of this type within
management. Ancient and veteran trees found outside ancient woodland are also the Order Limits or within the study area as set out in ES Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (reference), which is
particularly valuable. Other types of irreplaceable habitats include blanket bog, set as 2km from the Order Limits. The potential for impacts to ancient and veteran trees are considered
limestone pavement, coastal sand dunes, spartina salt marsh swards, mediterranean within section 9.1.2, of ES Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076) with mitigation and compensation
saltmarsh, scrub, and lowland fen. measures set out section 3.6.3 of the OLEMS (APP-284).
No ancient or veteran trees were recorded within temporary or permanent works areas, although 12 trees
were not subject to detailed assessment due to access restrictions In order to mitigate the risk of loss of,
or damage to veteran trees, final project design will seek to avoid boundary features wherever possible
(for example features (e.g. trees) bordering a compound that can be retained). Although not progressed
within the impact assessment, precautionary mitigation measures for all mature trees, including any with
potential veteran tree features are proposed including avoidance measures and pre-construction surveys
for any trees that must be removed (OLEMS, APP-284). Any tree that cannot be retained will be subject to
pre-construction surveys to assess if ancient or veteran or not. Appropriate mitigation and compensation
for any losses of veteran or ancient trees will be agreed with relevant stakeholders. No impacts are
predicted to veteran trees as a result of the proposed mitigation.
Protection and EN-1 Many individual species receive statutory protection under a range of legislative
enhancement of | 5.4.16 provisions. Other species and habitats have been identified as being of principal As set out within the following ecology related chapters of the ES, all species that receive statutory
habitats and importance for the conservation of biodiversity in England and Wales, as well as for protection have been identified, and there will be no significant harm to these species with suitable
species their continued benefit for climate mitigation and adaptation and thereby requiring mitigation measures in place.
conservation action. ®  Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064);
B Chapter 10 Fish and Shellfish Ecology (APP-065);
®  Chapter 11 Marine Mammals (APP-066);
®  Chapter 12 Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology (APP-067)
®  Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076); and
®  Chapter 22 Onshore Ornithology (APP-077).
The chapters explain the appropriate mitigation applied and the limited residual impacts predicted to
remain.
Applicant EN-1 Where the development is subject to EIA the applicant should ensure that the ES clearly | The effects of onshore infrastructure associated with the Project on designated sites of geological
Assessment 5.4.17 - 5.4.18 | sets out any effects on internationally, nationally, and locally designated sites of conservation importance are considered in Chapter 23 Geology and Ground Conditions (APP-078).

ecological or geological conservation importance (including those outside England), on
protected species and on habitats and other species identified as being of principal
importance for the conservation of biodiversity, including irreplaceable habitats.

Effects on these internationally, nationally, and locally designated sites of ecological or geological
conservation importance have been assessed (where relevant), with reference to protected species
identified as being important for the conservation of biodiversity both onshore and offshore. Chapters of
relevance are presented in Volume 1 of the ES (DCO Application Part 6.1):
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The applicant should provide environmental information proportionate to the = Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064);
infrastr.ucture where EIA is not reql:|ired to help the SoS consider thoroughly the " Chapter 10 Fish and Shellfish Ecology (APP-065);
potential effects of a proposed project. = Chapter 11 Marine Mammals (APP-066);
B Chapter 12 Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology (APP-067))
®  Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076); and
®  Chapter 22 Onshore Ornithology (APP-077).
Other application documents of relevance outside of the ES include the:
®  Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment (APP-235)
B Biodiversity Net Gain Report Principles and Approach (APP-302).
B Qutline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284)
The outline Code of Construction Practice (APP-268) includes a number of measures to minimise the impact
to ecology during construction.
As noted in ES Chapter 5: EIA Methodology (APP-060), A Proportionate Approach has been adopted for the
Project.
EN-1 The applicant should show how the project has taken advantage of opportunities to Areas of biodiversity and geological interest have been avoided in the siting and design of the Project..
5.4.19-5.4.21 | conserve and enhance biodiversity and geological conservation interests. Routing and siting considerations are discussed in ES Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of
Applicants should consider wider ecosystem services and benefits of natural capital Alternatives (APP-059) and those specific to biological conservation interests are detailed within ES
when designing enhancement measures. Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076) while the effects of onshore infrastructure associated with the
As set out in Section 4.7, the design process should embed opportunities for nature Project on designated sites of geological conservation importance and siting / project refinements
inclusive design. Energy infrastructure projects have the potential to deliver significant undertaken are considered in Chapter 23 Geology and Ground Conditions (APP-078).
benefits and enhancements beyond BNG, which result in wider environmental gains
(see Section 4.6 on Environmental and BNG). The scope of potential gains will be Proposals to provide enhancement have been discussed with the Environment Agency, NE and Local
dependent on the type, scale, and location of each project. Wildlife Organisations via the Project’s Evidence Plan process (EPP) and bilateral discussions which have
been ongoing since July 2022. The proposals, which were agreed in principle with EPP members, are
presented within the OLEMS (APP-284).
Proposals for biodiversity enhancement are presented within ES Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076)
and outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284). These include woodland
and hedgerow planting proposals and will seek to address the requirement to promote coherent, resilient
ecological networks that form part of the wider green infrastructure network. Principles are also included
within the outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284)
The OLEMS (APP-284) sets out the in-principle measures which will be implemented to avoid, reduce,
mitigate or compensate for potential impacts on landscape and biodiversity resources and measures
intended to provide biodiversity enhancements due to the onshore elements of the Project and
therefore operates as the Biodiversity Management Strategy referenced by draft NPS EN-1 Paragraph
5.4.36.
The Applicant’s approach to BNG and compliance with relevant Policy is set out in the response to
Section 4.6 of EN-1.
EN-1 The design of Energy NSIP proposals will need to consider the movement of mobile / The following chapters have all considered the movement of mobile/migratory species such as birds, fish
5.4.22 migratory species such as birds, fish and marine and terrestrial mammals and their and marine and terrestrial mammals and their potential to interact with infrastructure:
potential to interact with infrastructure. As energy infrastructure could occur anywhere = Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064);
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within England and Wales, both inland and onshore and offshore, the potential to affect ®  Chapter 12 Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology (APP-067);
mobile and migratory species' across the UK.and more m{idely across Europe " Chapter 10 Fish and Shellfish Ecology (APP-065),
(transboundary effects) requires consideration, depending on the location of = Chapter 11 Marine Mammals (APP-066) and
development.
®  Chapter 22 Onshore Ornithology (APP-077).
A screening of potential transboundary effects was undertaken at the Scoping stage of the project which
identified that there was no potential for significant transboundary effects to occur in relation to benthic
and intertidal ecology, marine mammals and fish and shellfish ecology.
While as outlined in relation to offshore and intertidal ornithology there is the potential for collisions and
displacement at OWFs outside of the UK territorial waters the spatial scale and therefore seabird
reference populations would be much larger and any conclusions drawn from existing cumulative impact
assessments are unlikely to change.
Applicant EN-1 The Applicant should seek the advice of the appropriate SNCB and provide the Secretary
assessment- 5.4.25 of State with such information as the Secretary of State may reasonably require, to The SoS will undertake a Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) in accordance with section 63(1) of the
Habitats determine whether an HRA Appropriate Assessment (AA) is required. Applicants can Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017. As part of the HRA process, the Applicant has
Regulation request and agree ‘Evidence Plans’ with SNCBs, which is a way to agree and record submitted a Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment (APP-235) HRA Screening Report (APP-239) and
upfront the information the applicant needs to supply with its application, so that the the Need, Policy and Legislative Context chapter of the ES (document referent APP-057) with the relevant
HRA can be efficiently carried out. If an AA is required, the applicant must provide the information to facilitate this HRA.
Secretary of State with such information as may reasonably be required to enable the
Secretary of State to conduct the AA. This should include information on any mitigation | The Applicant has liaised with Natural England and JNCC (the appropriate SNCBs) throughout the pre-
measures that are proposed to minimise or avoid likely significant effects. application and HRA process through both statutory consultation and participation in the Evidence Plan
Process (EPP). The HRA process was a key topic covered in the Expert Topic Groups (ETGs) and EPP
process including identification and prioritisation of HRA matters and discussions on how these should be
addressed in the Applicant’s application.
As part of the HRA process, a screening exercise has been updated throughout the pre-application
process and has been followed by appropriate assessment for those sites and features for which a Likely
Significant Effect (LSE) was identified at screening. This has been reported in a RIAA (APP-235). Natural
England were consulted on the HRA Screening Report in August 2022. Natural England concluded in their
response that, while there are some concerns regarding offshore and intertidal ornithology and subtidal
and intertidal ecology, the impact pathways to designated sites identified were considered appropriate.
In addition, comments relevant to the wider ES have been incorporated into the relevant documents on
which the RIAA draws and have been taken into account indirectly during the preparation of the RIAA
where relevant (this includes any comments received in the Scoping Opinion that are of relevance to
designated sites and therefore the RIAA)
Feedback on a draft version of the RIAA (Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind, 2023) was received from Natural
England on 20 July 2023. Section 4 of the RIAA sets out the Applicant’s response to feedback and how
this has been incorporated within the submission.
EN-1 If, during the pre-application stage, the SNCB indicate that the proposed development is
5.4.26 —5.4.28 | likely to adversely impact the integrity of habitat sites, the applicant must include with As part of the HRA process, a screening exercise has been undertaken, in consultation with the SNCB,

their application such information as may reasonably be required to assess a potential
derogation under the Habitats Regulations.

If the SNCB gives such an indication at a later stage in the development consent process,
the applicant must provide this information as soon as is reasonably possible and before

followed by appropriate assessment for those sites and features for which a Likely Significant Effect (LSE)
was identified at screening. This has been reported in a RIAA (APP-235).

Please see the Applicant’s response to paragraph 4.2.9 above.
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the close of the examination. This information must include assessment of alternative

solutions, a case for IROPI and appropriate environmental compensation.

Provision of such information will not be taken as an acceptance of adverse impacts and
if an applicant disputes the likelihood of adverse impacts, it can provide this information
as part of its application ‘without prejudice’ to the Secretary of State’s final decision on
the impacts of the potential development. If, in these circumstances, an applicant does
not supply information required for the assessment of a potential derogation, there will
be no expectation that the Secretary of State will allow The Applicant the opportunity to
provide such information following the examination.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

EN-1
5.4.29-5.4.30

It is vital that applicants consider the need for compensation as early as possible in the
design process as ‘retrofitting’ compensatory measures will introduce delays and
uncertainty to the consenting process.

Applicants should work closely at an early stage in the pre-application process with
SNCB and Defra/Welsh Government to develop a compensation plan for all protected
sites adversely affected by the development. Applicants should engage with the relevant
Local Planning Authority at an early stage regarding the proposed location of
compensatory measures. Applicants should also take account of any strategic plan level
compensation plans in developing project level compensation plans.

As noted in the response to paragraph 4.2.9, the Applicant has provided a compensation plan in respect
of kittiwake, in the event that the Secretary of State (SoS) identifies that an AEol cannot be ruled out on
any of the other relevant sites, the Project has put forward a range of ‘without prejudice’ compensation
measures for the relevant benthic and ornithological features (APP-243 — APP-264).

Provisions to secure the delivery of compensation (to the extent that the Secretary of State decides that
this is necessary) are set out in the draft DCO (APP-303). The compensation options and plans have been
the subject of extensive consultation with relevant stakeholders, as detailed therein, both through
statutory consultation carried out under section 42 of the 2008 Act and participation in the EPP and ETGs
Additionally the Applicant has participated in the Collaboration in Offshore Wind Strategic Compensation
(COWSC) led by the Offshore Wind Industry Council (OWIC) and the Crown Estate Kittiwake Strategic
Compensation Plan (APP-260).

The Applicant has the ability through the DCO to deliver strategic compensation through the Marine
Recovery Fund.

®  Without Prejudice Benthic Compensation Strategy (APP-243)

®  Without Prejudice Sandbank Compensation Plan (APP-244)

®  Sandbank Compensation Implementation and Monitoring Plan (APP-245)

®  Without Prejudice Biogenic Reef Compensation Plan (APP-246)

®  Biogenic Reef Compensation Implementation and Monitoring Plan (APP-247)

®  Without Prejudice Benthic Compensation Evidence Base and Road Map (APP-248)
®  QOrnithology Compensation Strategy (APP-249)

B Kittiwake Compensation Plan (APP-250)

B Qutline Kittiwake Compensation Implementation and Monitoring Plan (APP-251)
®  Without Prejudice Guillemot Compensation Plan (APP-252)

B Qutline Guillemot Compensation Implementation and Monitoring Plan (APP-253)
B Qutline Razorbill Compensation Implementation and Monitoring Plan (APP-254)
®  Without Prejudice Razorbill Compensation Plan (APP-255)

®  TCE Strategic Kittiwake Compensation Plan (APP-260); and

®  Compensation Funding Statement (APP-264)

The documents relating to Guillemot, Razorbill, and Benthic features are submitted on a
“without prejudice” basis.
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EN-1 Before submitting an application, applicants should seek the views of the SNCB and In addition to the kittiwake compensatory measures identified above the Applicant recognised the
5.4.31 Defra/Welsh Government as to the suitability, securability and effectiveness of the potential need to develop without prejudice compensatory measures for impacts arising from the Project
compensation plan to ensure the development will not hinder the achievement of the from an early stage of the development. Consequently, at the outset of the Evidence Plan Process (EPP),
conservation objectives for the protected site. In cases where such views are provided, an Expert Technical Group (ETG) was developed to cover derogation and compensation early on in the
the Applicant should include a copy of this information with the compensation plan in development process. After the initial meetings, this group was split into the two relevant technical
their application for further consideration by the Examining Authority. workstreams (one for benthic ecology and the other for offshore ornithology).
Consultee comments can be found in the following compensation plans listed in the response above
(APP-243 — APP-264) and in the Consultation Report (APP-032).
®  Without Prejudice Sandbank Compensation Plan (APP-244)
®  Without Prejudice Biogenic Reef Compensation Plan (APP-246)
B Kittiwake Compensation Plan (APP-250)
®  Without Prejudice Guillemot Compensation Plan (APP-252)
®  Without Prejudice Razorbill Compensation Plan (APP-255)
Ancient EN-1 Applicants should include measures to mitigate fully the direct and indirect effects of Mitigation measures for ecological receptors including ancient woodland, ancient and veteran trees or
woodland, 5.4.32 development on ancient woodland, ancient and veteran trees or other irreplaceable other irreplaceable habitats are included in Table 3-4 of the Outline Landscape and Ecological Management
ancient trees, habitats during both construction and operational phase. Strategy (OLEMS) (APP-284).
veteran trees,
and other For further details see the Applicant’s response to NPS EN-1 5.4.14 - 5.4.15
irreplaceable
habitats
Protection and EN-1 Applicants should consider any reasonable opportunities to maximise the restoration, The OLEMS (APP-284) sets out the in-principle measures which will be implemented to avoid, reduce,
enhancement of | 5.4.33 —5.4.34 | creation, and enhancement of wider biodiversity, and the protection and restoration of | mitigate or compensate for potential impacts on landscape and biodiversity resources and measures

habitats and
other species

the ability of habitats to store or sequester carbon as set out under Section 4.6.
Consideration should be given to improvements to, and impacts on, habitats and species
in, around and beyond developments, for wider ecosystem services and natural capital
benefits, beyond those under protection and identified as being of principal importance.
This may include considerations and opportunities identified through Local Nature
Recovery Strategies, and national goals and targets set through the Environment Act
2021 and the Environmental Improvement Plan 2023.

intended to provide biodiversity enhancements due to the onshore elements of the Project.

Compensation for loss of hedgerows and trees will be provided by re-instating native, species-rich
hedgerows with heavy standard trees. Hedges will be reinstated at their original location (or as close as
possible), new hedgerows will be located to re-establish links and maintain the network. New hedgerows
will comprise a locally appropriate mixture of at least seven woody species and include heavy standard
trees at a 3:1 ratio for any lost. Species selection will reflect established hedgerow species found within
the local area and will be designed as mixed hedgerows to encourage biodiversity. Older hedgerow
saplings will be used to re-establish hedgerows more quickly, as well as gap-fill existing hedges. All
saplings will be planted with appropriate protection from pests.

The Project has made a commitment to reinstate habitats as soon as practicable following construction.

Compensation bat roost features will be provided for every potential roost feature (as identified by the
pre-commencement/ pre-construction surveys) affected prior to loss. This compensation measure
applies regardless of whether a confirmed roost is affected. The compensation roost features will aim to
provide a functionally equivalent potential roost resource and may include re-use of cavity containing
sections, re-use of whole felled trunks by setting vertically as monoliths, veteranisation (cutting and
carving into healthy trees to mimic nature, to speed the process of decay and rot holes) and/or bat boxes
on retained trees or installed poles, as appropriate.

Policy Compliance Document
Document Reference: 9.1.1

Project Statements

Page 74
August 2024



SECTION/ PARAGRAPH
TOPIC REF

NPS REQUIREMENT

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

Proposals to provide enhancement have been discussed with the Environment Agency, Natural England
and Local Wildlife Organisations via the EPP meetings and bilateral discussions which have been ongoing
since July 2022. The proposals, which were agreed in principle with EPP members, are presented within
OLEMS (APP-284).

Opportunities for the creation and enhancement of arable field margins will be developed in the detailed
design, with any specifications set out in the Ecological Management Plan (EMP).

Opportunities for enhancement and creation of terrestrial habitats exist at both the OnSS and the
surrounding proposed landscape screening around the OnSS. Subject to detailed design and agreement
from landowners, this could include the management of habitat specifically for amphibians, along with
the creation of refugia, wider and more species rich field margins, and an increase in the network of
wildlife corridors for amphibian movement. Any enhancement measures would be included as part of the
detailed project design and secured within the EMP. Enhancement may also include the installation of a
range of bird boxes and the creation of earth banks for invertebrates, refugia for reptiles, amphibians and
small mammals

Greater Frampton Vision is a Landscape Recovery project on the edge of the Wash in Lincolnshire,
England. Some of the land within the Greater Frampton Vision is within the ECC and would be impacted
by works. Where habitats are lost to site clearance, a basic program of like-for-like reinstatement would
be applied. However, this would be on the understanding that mitigation may be realigned to
accommodate RSPB’s plans for the area or where those habitats have functionality for protected species,
the habitat would be reinstated and improved. An example of this is the reinstatement of hedgerow
habitats in this area, where RSPB’s conservation strategy is to remove hedgerows in their vision area

In line with Good Practice Guidance set out in Section 4 of the Biodiversity Net Gain Project Principles
and Approach Statement, an assessment has been undertaken based on the mitigation requirements set
out in the OLEMS (document ref: APP-284). , The Applicant is intent on leaving the environment in a
measurably better state than before and is actively engaging with organisations and environmental
bodies local to the Project's footprint to identify potential collaboration opportunities.

In accordance with the mitigation hierarchy BNG should ideally be delivered on-site, near to where
negative impacts occur, wherever possible. However, land ownership constraints may limit the scope to
provide sufficient enhancement for measurable net gains within the Order Limits.

Mitigation EN-1
5.4.35

Applicants should include appropriate avoidance, mitigation, compensation and
enhancement measures as an integral part of the proposed development. In particular,
the Applicant should demonstrate that:

during construction, they will seek to ensure that activities will be confined to
the minimum areas required for the works;

the timing of construction has been planned to avoid or limit disturbance;
during construction and operation best practice will be followed to ensure that
risk of disturbance or damage to species or habitats is minimised, including as a
consequence of transport access arrangements;

habitats will, where practicable, be restored after construction works have
finished;

opportunities will be taken to enhance existing habitats rather than replace
them, and where practicable, create new habitats of value within the site

In addition to the consideration of restoration, creation, and enhancement of biodiversity outlined in the
response above, mitigation measures are proposed within Sections 21.7 and 21.9 of the ES Chapter 21
Onshore Ecology (APP-076) and throughout the OLEMS (APP-284) for avoidance and mitigation
measures. Examples of the proposed measures include (but are not limited to):

B Careful siting of the Order Limits to avoid direct impacts to designated sites and avoidance of
direct impacts on key areas of sensitivity including Annex 1 and Priority Habitats (for example
coastal sand dunes and reedbeds) which may support protected species, wherever possible.

B Where the Order Limits crosses Local Wildlife Sites and LWT reserves (such as Anderby Creek
Sand Dunes LWS), trenchless techniques will be used.

®  An Ecological Clerks of Works (ECoWs) will be employed to oversee construction work and
minimise risks to Important Ecological Features (IEFs), as described in the OLEMS
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landscaping proposals. Where habitat creation is required as mitigation,
compensation, or enhancement the location and quality will be of key
importance. In this regard habitat creation should be focused on areas where
the most ecological and ecosystems benefits can be realised mitigations
required as a result of legal protection of habitats or species will be complied
with.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

®  Checks for the presence of badger setts, reptiles, amphibians, hedgehogs and other protected or
notable species will be carried out by the ECoW prior to vegetation clearance.

®  |nresponse to comments from NE the Project has committed to the retention and protection of
bat flight lines during construction using protective fencing (such as Heras) to protect retained
hedgerows and trees (including their root structure) from damage during construction. These will
further be retained and protected through sensitive lighting design, which will be outlined in the
Artificial Light Emissions Management Plan forming part of the final (CoCP).

®  The CoCP and associated management plans include measures to reduce construction noise,
dust, lighting and other emissions as well as pollution prevention measures and measures to
protect and restore soils

®  All construction work will be undertaken in accordance with the biosecurity measures outlined in
section 3.4 of the OLEMS (APP-284).

®  Removal of vegetation will take place outside of the breeding season (considered to be March —
August inclusive) wherever possible.

B Seasonal restriction to works within 400m of core areas used by foraging brent geese at the
Haven

®  Localised working for winter works

In addition to onshore measures, offshore construction phase mitigation measures will include the
following:

e Cable specification and installation plan;

e  Piling MMMP;

e Production of a PEMP which will include a MPCP; and

e Adherence to best practice guidelines.
During the operation and maintenance phase mitigation measures will include a Scour Protection
Management Plan (SPMP), while a Decommissioning Programme will be developed for the
decommissioning phase. Further details can be found in the Outline Scour Protection and Cable
Protection Management Plan (APP-295).

EN-1
5.4.36 and
5.4.38

Applicants should produce and implement a Biodiversity Management Strategy as part
of their development proposals. This could include provision for biodiversity awareness
training to employees and contractors so as to avoid unnecessary adverse impacts on
biodiversity during the construction and operation stages.

To further minimise any adverse impacts on geodiversity, where appropriate applicants
are encouraged to produce and implement a Geodiversity Management Strategy to
preserve and enhance access to geological interest features, as part of relevant
development proposals.

The OLEMS (APP-284) acts at the Project’s approach to biodiversity management and is supported by the
Biodiversity Net Gain Report Principles and Approach (APP-302).

The Outline Landscape and Ecological Management Strategy (OLEMS) (document APP-284) sets out the
key landscape and ecology principles to inform the future Landscape Management Plan (LMP) and EMP,
which are secured for submission post-consent by a requirement of the draft Development Consent
Order (DCO) (APP-303) post consent. The OLEMS presents embedded mitigation with regard to habitat
reinstatement, enhancement and creation. The future LMP and EMP would be based on the OLEMS
principles and would set out the measures that the Applicant and their contractors would be required to
adopt. The future LMP and EMP will be prepared in consultation with the Local Planning Authority (LPA).
The OLEMS, therefore, operates as the Biodiversity Management Strategy referenced by NPS EN-1.

The effects on geodiversity are considered within Chapter 23 Geology and Ground Conditions Geology
and Ground Conditions (APP-078).

Overall, through the implementation of mitigation measures, including those specified in the OCoCP
(APP-268), it is considered that the likely overall effect of the Project on geodiversity and land use
throughout the construction, operation and decommissioning of the Project is not significant in EIA
terms.
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Secretary of EN-1 The Government’s 25 Year Environment Plan and the Environment Act 2021 mark a step
State decision 5.4.39 and change in ambition for wildlife and the natural environment. The SoS should have With regard to biodiversity, the Applicant has committed to several mitigation/compensatory measures
making 5.4.41 regard to the aims and goals of the Government’s Environmental Improvement Plan to enhance biodiversity. This includes the OLEMS (APP-284) that sets out a number of high quality design
2023 and in Wales the objectives of the Nature Recovery Plan and any relevant measures that will also deliver biodiversity enhancements. In addition, the Project is committed to
measures and targets, including statutory targets set under the Environment Act or deliver benefits to the natural and local environment which is realised within the Biodiversity Net Gain
elsewhere. Report Principles and Approach (APP-302) that outlines the commitment of the Project to adopting BNG.
Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind is committed to Environmental Stewardship and, on top of mitigating
The benefits of nationally significant low carbon energy infrastructure development may | adverse impacts on the environment as much as possible, is intent on leaving the environment in a
include benefits for biodiversity and geological conservation interests and these benefits | measurably better state than before. The Project is exploring opportunities for BNG and is actively
may outweigh harm to these interests. The SoS may take account of any such net engaging with organisations and environmental bodies local to the Project's footprint to identify
benefit in cases where it can be demonstrated. potential collaboration opportunities.
EN-1 As a general principle, and subject to the specific policies below, development should, in | Areas of biodiversity and geological interest have been avoided as far as possible in the design of the
5.4.42 —5.4.43 | line with the mitigation hierarchy, aim to avoid significant harm to biodiversity and Project through sensitive routing of the onshore and offshore Export Cable Corridor (ECC), siting of the
geological conservation interests, including through consideration of reasonable OnSS and array areas and the location of the landfall zone. Routing and siting considerations are discussed
alternatives (as set out in Section 4.2 above). Where significant harm cannot be avoided, | in ES Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059).
impacts should be mitigated and as a last resort, appropriate compensation measures
should be sought. The Applicant has undertaken careful siting of the Order Limits to avoid direct impacts to designated sites
If significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (for and avoidance of direct impacts on key areas of sensitivity including Annex 1 and Priority Habitats (for
example through locating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately example coastal sand dunes and reedbeds) which may support protected species, wherever possible.
mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then the SoS will give significant weight
to any residual harm. Where features cannot be avoided, the Applicant has proposed suitable mitigation measures, as
summarised in the response to NPS EN-1- 5.4.35 above, and where required compensation measures are
proposed (as summarised in the response to NPS EN-1 5.4.33-5.4.3). Further details of onshore
mitigation and compensation is provided in ES Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076) and OLEMS (APP-
284). Offshore construction phase mitigation measures will include the following:
e (Cable specification and installation plan;
e  Piling MMMP;
e Production of a PEMP which will include a MPCP; and
e Adherence to best practice guidelines.
EN-1 The SoS should consider what appropriate requirements should be attached to any The draft DCO (APP-303), includes a requirement (DCO R12) for an ecological management plan (based
5.4.44 consent and/or in any planning obligations entered into, in order to ensure that any on the outline landscape and ecological management strategy and reflecting survey results, and the

mitigation or biodiversity net gain measures, if offered, are delivered and maintained.
Any habitat creation or enhancement delivered including linkages with existing habitats
for compensation or BNG should generally be maintained for a minimum period of 30
years, or for the lifetime of the project, if longer.

ecological mitigation measures in the Environmental Statement) to be approved by the relevant planning
authority in consultation with the relevant SNCB before works can commence for a particular stage of the
onshore works. This requirement secures delivery of the principles set out in the OLEMS (APP-284), ES
Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076) And ES Chapter 22 Onshore Ornithology (APP-077). Confirmation
of any maintenance and restoration details (such as timescales), will need to be approved within the final
EMP.

The draft DCO also includes a requirement (DCO R18) securing submission of a code of construction
practice which accords with the Outline Code of Construction Practice (APP-268), and which sets out a
number of environmental management plans that must be included in the code of construction practice,
all for approval by the local planning authority in consultation with Lincolnshire County Council, the
Environment Agency, relevant statutory nature conservation body and, if applicable, the MMO prior to
commencement of works for a particular stage of the onshore works.
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Offshore mitigation is secured through the deemed marine licences (dMLs)), with approval required by
the MMO prior to commencement.
EN-1 The SoS will need to take account of what mitigation measures may have been agreed Details of other licences can be found within the Other Consents and Licences document (APP-305).
5.4.45-5.4.47 | between the applicant and the SNCB and the MMO/NRW (where appropriate). The SoS | When the detailed design of the onshore works is being finalised, discussions of the final project details
will also need to consider whether the SNCB or the MMO/NRW has granted or refused, | will be undertaken with Natural England. If necessary, clarification will be sought on the requirement for
or intends to grant or refuse, any relevant licences, including protected species an EPS Licence and, if required, an application for a licence will be made.
mitigation licences.
It is anticipated that an EPS Licence may be required for disturbance caused by piling activities. When
Development proposals provide many opportunities for building-in beneficial the detailed design of the Project is being finalised, discussions of the final project details will be
biodiversity or geological features as part of good design. The SoS should give undertaken with the MMO. If necessary, clarification will be sought on the requirement for an EPS
appropriate weight to environmental and biodiversity enhancements, although any Licence and, if Required, an application for a licence will be made.
weight given to gains provided to meet a legal requirement (for example under the
Environment Act 2021) is likely to be limited. The DCO contains two deemed marine licences for the offshore generating station, offshore platforms
and offshore cables: one for the generation assets (licence 1) and one for the offshore transmission
When considering proposals, the SoS should maximise such reasonable opportunities in | assets (licence 2). The DCOalso contains four deemed marine licences for the potential artificial nesting
and around developments, using requirements or planning obligations where structures and one for benthic compensation measures if deemed necessary
appropriate. This can help towards delivering BNG as part of or in addition to the
approach set out at Section 4.6. The Applicant has consulted extensively with the Natural England and MMO both throughout the
consultation phases and through the EPP process and participation in the ETGs. Responses received and
how the Applicant has had regard for these are outlined in Appendix 5.1.4 of the Consultation Report
(Consultation Report Appendix 4B Section 42 Responses (APP-038). The outcomes of the ETGs and EPP
process has been recorded in EPP agreement logs submitted as part of Chapter 6 Technical Consultation
(APP-061)
EN-1 In taking decisions, the Secretary of State should ensure that appropriate weight is The Applicant has assessed the likely significant effects of the Project on the conservation objectives
5.4.48 attached to designated sites of international, national, and local importance; protected through an ecological evaluation and impact assessment approach based on CIEEM Guidelines for
species; habitats and other species of principal importance for the conservation of Ecological Impact Assessment in the United Kingdom and Ireland (CIEEM guidelines) (CIEEM, 2022),
biodiversity; and to biodiversity and geological interests within the wider environment which are widely regarded as industry best practice.
The relevant documents listed below conclude that with the implementation of appropriate mitigation
measures (and other than the features identified as requiring an appropriate assessment under the RIAA
- see response to NPS EN-1 5.4.26 — 5.4.28 for details ), no significant effects are predicted on
internationally, nationally and locally designated sites of ecological conservation importance, protected
species; habitats and other species of principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity; and to
biodiversity and geological interests within the wider environment:
®  Chapter 9: Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064);
®  Chapter 10: Fish and Shellfish (APP-065);
®  Chapter 11 Marine Mammals (APP-066);
®  Chapter 12: Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology (APP-067);
®  Chapter 21: Onshore Ecology (APP-076);
®  Chapter 22: Onshore Ornithology (APP-077); and
B Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment (APP-235);
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State must consider whether the project is likely to have a significant As outlined in the Applicant’s response to paragraph 5.4.25, the Applicant has submitted a Report to
State decision 5.4.49 effect on a protected site which is part of the National Site Network (an habitat Site), a Inform Appropriate Assessment (APP-235) HRA Screening Report (APP-239) and the Need, Policy and

Legislative Context chapter of the ES (document referent 6.1.2) in order to inform the SoS when
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making -Habitat protected marine site or on any site to which the same protection is applied as a matter | undertaking the HRA in accordance with section 63(1) of the Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations of policy, either alone or in combination with other plans or projects. Regulations 2017.
As part of the HRA process, a screening exercise has been updated throughout the pre-application
process and has been followed by appropriate assessment for those sites and features for which a Likely
Significant Effect (LSE) was identified at screening. This has been reported in a RIAA (APP-235). Natural
England were consulted on the HRA Screening Report in August 2022. Natural England concluded in their
response that, while there are some concerns regarding offshore and intertidal ornithology and subtidal
and intertidal ecology, the impact pathways to designated sites identified were considered appropriate.
Please see the Applicant’s response to paragraph 4.2.9
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State should use requirements and/or planning obligations to mitigate
State decision 5.4.50 the harmful aspects of the development and, where possible, to ensure the The Applicant has submitted a draft DCO (APP-303) which contains requirements considered necessary
making- Sites of conservation and enhancement of the site’s biodiversity or geological interest. to secure the mitigation required to ensure the conservation and enhancement of any affected site’s
Special Scientific biodiversity.
Interest (SSSI)
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State is bound by the duties on public authorities in relation to MCZs In order to assist the SoS with their duty the Applicant has carried out a Marine Conservation Zone
State decision 5.4.51 imposed by sections 125 and 126 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009. Assessment (APP-157) and has screened the following three MCZs in for consideration as a result of
making- Marine their proximity to the Project:
Conservation e Holderness Inshore MCZ;
Zones e Holderness Offshore MCZ; and
e Cromer Shoal Chalk Bed MCZ.
The MCZ assessment concludes that the Project’s construction, O&M, and decommissioning
activities within the offshore ECC and array area will not hinder the achievement of the
conservation objectives of either MCZ.
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State should give due consideration to such regional or local ES Chapter 21 (APP-076) comprises the assessment of potential impacts of the Project on onshore
State decision 5.4.52 designations. However, given the need for new nationally significant infrastructure, ecological receptors. The ecological study area extends 15km from the Project’s Order Limits and
making- Regional these designations should not be used in themselves to refuse development consent. includes three NNRs and two LNR within the study area alongside 43 Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) and eight
and Local Sites Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust (LWT) Reserves. The onshore Order Limits have been designed to avoid
designated sites. Where the boundary overlaps with these, the project has committed to avoid direct
impact through the use of trenchless techniques. As such, direct loss of habitats within designated sites
has been scoped out of the assessment. The assessment has considered indirect impacts on designated
sites and concluded that with embedded mitigation no significant effects would be predicted on
designated sites.
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State should not grant development consent for any development that
State decision 5.4.53 would result in the loss or deterioration of any irreplaceable habitats, including ancient | There are no ancient woodlands within the Order Limits, or within 2km of the Order Limits. There will

making- Ancient
woodland,
ancient trees,
veteran trees,
and other
irreplaceable
habitats

woodland, and ancient or veteran trees unless there are wholly exceptional reasons and
a suitable compensation strategy exists.

therefore be no loss or deterioration of ancient woodlands as a result of the Project. The potential for
impacts to ancient and veteran trees are considered within section 9.1.2, of ES Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology
(APP-076) with mitigation and compensation measures set out section 3.6.3 of the OLEMS (APP-284).

No veteran trees were recorded within temporary or permanent works areas, although 12 trees were not
subject to detailed assessment due to access restrictions. In order to mitigate the risk of loss of, or damage
to veteran trees, final project design will seek to avoid boundary features wherever possible. Any tree that
cannot be retained will be subject to pre-construction surveys to assess if ancient or veteran or not.
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Appropriate mitigation and compensation for any losses of veteran or ancient trees will be agreed with
relevant stakeholders. No impacts are predicted to veteran trees as a result of the proposed mitigation.
Secretary of EN-1 The Secretary of State should ensure that species and habitats identified as being of As outlined within the ecology related chapters of the ES, all species and habitats that receive statutory
State decision 5.4.54 - 5.4.55 | importance for the conservation of biodiversity are protected from the adverse effects protection have been identified, and there will be no significant harm to these species with suitable

making-
Protection and
enhancement of
habitats and
other species

of development by using requirements, planning obligations, or licence conditions
where appropriate.

The Secretary of State should refuse consent where harm to a protected species and
relevant habitat would result, unless there is an overriding public interest and the other
relevant legal tests are met In this context the Secretary of State should give substantial
weight to any such harm to the detriment of biodiversity features of national or regional
importance or the climate resilience and the capacity of habitats to store carbon, which
it considers may result from a proposed development.

mitigation measures in place.

As set out within the following ecology related chapters of the ES, all species that receive statutory
protection have been identified, and there will be no significant harm to these species with suitable
mitigation measures in place.

®  Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064);

B Chapter 10 Fish and Shellfish Ecology (APP-065);

®  Chapter 11 Marine Mammals (APP-066);

B Chapter 12 Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology (APP-067)
®  Chapter 21 Onshore Ecology (APP-076); and

®  Chapter 22 Onshore Ornithology (APP-077).

The chapters explain the appropriate mitigation applied and the limited residual impacts predicted to
remain.

Where an adverse effect on a European Site has not been ruled out (Flamborough and Filey Coast SPA in
relation to the kittiwake feature), a derogation case has been provided (APP-242), demonstrating IROPI.

EN-1 Part 5.5: Civil

and Military Aviation and Defence Interests

Civil and Military | EN-1 All aerodromes, covering civil and military activities, as well as aviation technical sites, To ensure the Project does not affect any of the listed interests, the Applicant has engaged and consulted
Aviation and 5.5.1-5.5.4 meteorological radars and other types of defence interests (both onshore and offshore) | with aviation, defence and energy industry stakeholders including Ministry of Defence (MOD) and NATS.
Defence can be affected by new energy development.

Interests Consultation been conducted through the EIA scoping process (Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind, 2022) and
Collaboration and co-existence between aviation, defence and energy industry the statutory pre-application consultation process, informed by the Preliminary Environmental
stakeholders should be strived for to ensure scenarios such that neither is unduly Information Report (PEIR) (Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind, 2023). An overview of the consultation
compromised. undertaken by the Project is presented in Chapter 6 Technical Consultation (APP-061) with full details of

consultation received and responses provided presented in the Consultation Report (APP-052).
Alongside defence and other infrastructure, energy infrastructure, such as wind
turbines, are an established part of the current and expected built energy environment. | The Applicant has assessed the Project cumulatively with other projects.
However, issues such as the cumulative impact, location and increasing geographical
spread and height of windfarms, can all potentially have a bearing on aviation safety,
defence capabilities and weather warnings and forecasts.
Windfarms are an integral part of our plan to achieve Net Zero, as well as delivering
affordable clean energy to consumers. The government has an ambition to deliver up to
50GW of offshore wind by 2030 and the Committee on Climate Change’s 6th Carbon
Budget (CB6) views offshore wind as the backbone of electricity generation across all its
scenarios. The Offshore Wind Sector Deal confirmed that government will work
collaboratively with the energy sector and wider stakeholders to address strategic
deployment issues including aviation and surveillance systems including radar.

Aviation EN-1 UK airspace is important for both civilian and military aviation interests. It is essential The Project has been developed collaboratively alongside aerodromes, aircraft, air systems and airspace

5.5.5-5.5.7 that new energy infrastructure is developed collaboratively alongside aerodromes, stakeholders (see Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071).

aircraft, air systems and airspace so that safety, operations and capabilities are not
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adversely affected by new energy infrastructure. Likewise, it is essential that Consultation was conducted through the EIA scoping process and the statutory pre-application
aerodromes, aircraft, air systems and airspace operators work collaboratively with consultation process, informed by the PEIR. An overview of the consultation undertaken by the Project is
energy infrastructure developers essential for net zero. Aerodromes can have important | presented in Chapter 6 Technical Consultation (APP-061) with full details of consultation received and
economic and social benefits, particularly at the regional and local level, but their needs | responses provided presented in the Consultation Report (APP-032).
must be balanced with the urgent need for new energy developments, which bring
about a wide range of social, economic and environmental benefits. The airspace above and adjacent to the array is used for both civil and military aircraft and lies within the
Commercial civil aviation is largely confined to designated corridors of controlled London Flight Information Region for Air Traffic Control.
airspace and set approaches to airports. However, other aircraft often fly outside of
‘controlled air space’. During the construction phase, the creation of an aviation obstacle environment and increased air traffic
The approaches and flight patterns to aerodromes can be irregular owing to a variety of | related to wind farm construction are both considered not to be significant.
factors including the performance characteristics of the aircraft concerned and the During the operation and maintenance phase the creation of an aviation obstacle environment and
prevailing meteorological conditions. It may be possible to adapt flight patterns to work | increased air traffic related to windfarm activities are deemed not significant. A major significant impact
alongside new energy infrastructure without impacting on aviation safety. is identified concerning specific Primary Surveillance Radar (PSR) systems when there is no mitigation
considered. However, mitigation solutions for the impact in specific PSR systems will be agreed with
National Air Traffic Services (NATS) and the Ministry of Defence (MOD), and will reduce the impact to not
significant.
Throughout the decommissioning phase, the removal of the aviation obstacle environment is expected to
result in no change, and increased air traffic related to decommissioning activities is considered not
significant. The following mitigation measure is proposed, Aviation stakeholders will be made aware of
the Project decommissioning via Notices to Airmen (NOTAMSs) and obstacle details will be passed to the
CAA at least eight weeks before decommissioning commences. No additional mitigation measures are
identified, leading to an overall assessment of not significant impact during decommissioning.
In summary, the assessment suggests that the Project is not expected to have significant adverse effects
on civil and military aviation and radar, except a major significant impact on specific PSR systems, for
which mitigation solutions are to be discussed with NATS and MOD. Mitigation measures the project has
committed to, in order to reduce impacts include adhering to all relevant CAA and MOD safety guidance,
the Project providing appropriate Information, notifications and charting to aviation stakeholders, and
marking and lighting of obstacles will be in accordance with Article 223, MCA (MGN 654) and MOD
requirements.
Safeguarding EN-1 Certain civil aerodromes, and aviation technical sites, selected on the basis of their See responses to Paragraphs 5.5.1 —5.5.4 and 5.5.5- 5.5.7 which shows the Applicant’s approach to
5.5.8-5.5.20 | importance to the national air transport system, are officially safeguarded in order to consultation which will ensure safeguarded sites will not be impacted as a result of the Project.
ensure that their safety and operation are not compromised by new development. To ensure the Project does not affect any of the listed interests, the Applicant has engaged and consulted
A similar official safeguarding system applies to all military aerodromes, defence with aviation and defence stakeholders including Ministry of Defence (MOD) and the Civil Aviation
surveillance sites, and other defence assets. Authority (CAA). An overview of the consultation undertaken by the Project is presented in Chapter 6
Areas of airspace around aerodromes used by aircraft, including taking off or on Technical Consultation (APP-061) with full details of consultation received and responses provided
approach and landing are described as “Obstacle Limitation Surfaces” (OLS). All civil presented in the Consultation Report (APP-032).
aerodromes licensed by the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) and all military aerodromes
must comply with the OLS. These are defined according to criteria set out in relevant There are a number of small airfields/air strips within relatively close proximity to the onshore ECC.
CAA guidance for licensed civil aerodromes and according to MOD criteria, as set by the | However, none of the onshore activities proposed would result in any of the potential risks to aviation as
Military Aviation Authority, which is part of the Defence Safety Authority (DSA), for presented in EN-1.
military aerodromes.
Aerodromes that are officially safeguarded will have officially produced plans that show | See Table 16.1 in Chapter 16.
the OLS. Care must be taken to ensure that new developments do not infringe these
protected OLS except where an aerodrome operator has considered the development
and either determined there to be no adverse impact or agreed an acceptable
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mitigation can be put in place, as these encompass the critical airspace within which key

air traffic associated with the aerodrome operates.

The CAA’s CAP sets out that all licensed aerodromes are required to ensure they have a
system in place to safeguard their aerodrome against the growth of obstacles or
activities that may present a hazard to aircraft operations.

The certified Safeguarding maps for all aerodromes (both licensed and unlicensed)
depicting the OLS and other criteria (for example to minimise “birdstrike” hazards) are
deposited with the relevant LPAs.

The CAA makes clear that the responsibility for the safeguarding of General Aviation
aerodromes lies with the aerodrome operator.

There are also “Public Safety Zones” (PSZs) at the end of runways of the busiest airports
in the UK, within which development is restricted to minimise risks to people on the
ground in the event of an aircraft accident on take-off or landing. Maps showing the
PSZs are deposited with the relevant LPAs. DfT Circular 01/2010 provides advice to local
planning authorities on Public Safety Zones.

The military Low Flying system covers the whole of the UK and enables low flying
activities as low as 75m (mean separation distance). A considerable amount of military
flying for training purposes is conducted at as low as 30m in designated Tactical Training
Areas (TTAs) in mid Wales, Cumbria, the Scottish Border region and in the Electronic
Warfare Range in the Scottish Border area. In addition, military helicopters may operate
down to ground level.

New energy infrastructure may cause obstructions in MOD low flying areas. A balance
must be struck between defence and energy needs in these areas.

Sufficient air training space and space for civil operations will be required and operation
around structures such as wind turbines will become increasingly important as the
number of these structures increase.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

Communications,
navigation and
surveillance
(CNS)
infrastructure

EN-1
5.5.21-5.5.28

Safe and efficient operations within UK airspace and defence operations are dependent
upon Communications, Navigation and Surveillance (CNS) infrastructure, including radar
(often referred to as ‘technical sites’).

Energy infrastructure development may interfere with the operation of CNS systems
such as radar. This is a particular problem for wind turbines as they can act as a reflector
or diffractor of radio signals upon which Air Traffic Control Services and Air Defence
Operations rely (an effect which is particularly likely to arise when large structures, such
as wind turbines, are near Communications and Navigation Aids and technical sites).
Wind turbines may also cause false returns and other technical issues when built in line
of sight to radar installations.

Windfarms are an integral part of the plan to achieve Net Zero, as well as delivering
affordable clean energy to consumers. The government has an official ambition to
deliver up to 50GW of offshore wind by 2030 and the Committee on Climate Change’s
6th Carbon Budget (CB6) views offshore wind as the backbone of electricity generation
across all its scenarios. The Offshore Wind Sector Deal confirmed that government will
work collaboratively with the energy sector and wider stakeholders to address strategic
deployment issues including aviation and surveillance systems including radar.

Whilst it is hoped that future surveillance technologies will enable civil and military
aviation, defence and meteorological surveillance providers and windfarms to meet
coexistence challenges, it should not be assumed, however, that there will be sufficient
advancement in surveillance technologies to meet all future requirements. A “system of
systems” approach may help address the impacts on air surveillance and routine air

The response to NPS EN-1 5.5.5- 5.5.7 summarises how the Applicant has considered the potential
impact of the Project on aviation, radar, military and communication receptors during the construction,
operation and maintenance, and decommissioning phases.

Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071) confirms that the Project will result in
no measurable effects upon other terrestrial based aviation CNS systems as the Project is considerably
outside applicable safeguarding limits pertaining to such CNS infrastructure. NATS apply a 10km
safeguarded zone around route navigation aids, and the Array area is 54km from the nearest coastline.
Therefore, terrestrial CNS infrastructure (other than PSR) is not considered in detail within Chapter 16, as
no sites will be affected.

The Project would make a substantial contribution towards the delivery of renewable energy in line with
the need to significantly accelerate the decarbonisation of the power sector by 2030. Substantial weight
should therefore be ascribed to the balance of considerations and the presumption in favor of such
developments should apply.
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traffic control operations for those windfarms that exist when radar or other

surveillance systems are procured, however this can add complexity to aviation safety
assurance and operating practices.

Surveillance methods that rely on cooperation alone, such as Automatic Dependent
Surveillance — Broadcast (ADS-B) or Secondary Surveillance Radar transponders, are not
sufficient to meet the UK’s security and national defence requirements nor would they
assure the flight safety of air traffic from non-cooperative threats.

MOD recognises that the environmental Baseline includes existing windfarms and any
mitigation solutions that have been established to support them when procuring future
radar systems.

As existing CNS infrastructure reaches the end of its operational life, replacement
options that are more tolerant of wind turbines, if available, should be installed by CNS
owners/operators to futureproof, so far as is practicable, aerodromes against possible
future turbine installations in order to maintain or enhance aviation safety. This should
be considered on a case-by-case basis, so that the correct solution(s) are identified
which strike the balance between surveillance quality/needs and reasonableness of
costs being achieved, whilst maintaining safety.

Applicants should provide relevant information on proposed developments to enable
CNS owners/operators to consider upgrades appropriately.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

Weather
warnings and
forecasts

EN-1
5.5.29-5.5.32

The UK weather radar network is composed of 15 weather radars that are operated and
maintained by the Met Office. Each radar provides data out to 255km that underpin the
Public Weather Service and the provision of critical meteorological information to a
range of stakeholders including aviation, defence, civil contingencies, and the wider UK
population, and in the case of severe weather, through the National Severe Weather
Warning Service (NSWWS).

Weather radars are currently the only means of detecting the presence and location of
precipitation in real time. The main hazard from precipitation is flooding and assessment
of the potential flood impacts are carried out in consultation with the UK’s authoritative
flood agencies.

Some energy structures, such as wind turbines, have the potential to adversely impact
weather radar signals, even beyond 100km from the radar. This can lead to downstream
impacts in meteorological and hydrological warning systems that use radar data, which
in turn decreases the credibility of warning systems. For example, when the size of the
affected area exceeds the typical size of storms, warning systems may miss the initial
stages of a significant rainfall event, which can cause delays in issuing warnings.

The Met Office protects its weather radars by engaging in the formal planning
consultation process. Met Office weather radars are officially safeguarded and as per
Secretary of State direction will be consulted directly on all relevant applicable planning
applications within safeguarded zones by local planning authorities.

The closest Met Office weather radar to the Array area is located at Ingham in Lincolnshire, 106km to the
west. At a minimum range of 106km, WTGs within the array area will be significantly beyond the 20km
safeguarded zone established around Ingham weather radar, and therefore unlikely to have a significant
impact. As such, the potential impacts to this receptor have been scoped out of the assessment.
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Other defence EN-1 The MOD operates military training areas, military danger zones (offshore Danger and
interests 5.5.33 —5.5.36 | Exercise areas), military explosives storage areas and TTAs. There are extensive Danger
and Exercise Areas across the UKCS for military firing and highly surveyed routes to The Project does not unacceptably impede or compromise the safe and effective use of any defence
support government shipping that are essential for national defence. In addition, the assets or operations.
MOD retains defence maritime navigational capabilities throughout the UKCS to
maintain national defence.
Other operational defence assets may be affected by new development, for example
non-aviation technical equipment such as: the Seismological Monitoring Station at
Eskdalemuir; maritime acoustic facilities; communications installations including
satellite ground stations; and range control radars.
It is important that new energy infrastructure does not unacceptably impede or
compromise the safe and effective use of any defence assets or operations.
The Joint industry and government Air Defence and Offshore Wind Mitigation Task
Force was set up to enable the co-existence of UK Air Defence and offshore wind. The
Strategy and Implementation Plan sets the direction for that collaboration. The
recommendations generated from this Task Force should be referred to by both defence
and energy stakeholders.
Applicant EN-1 Where the proposed development may affect the performance of civil or military The response to NPS EN-1 5.5.5- 5.5.7 summarises how the Applicant has considered the potential
Assessment 5.5.37 —5.5.40 | aviation CNS, meteorological radars and/or other defence assets an assessment of impact of the Project on aviation, radar, military and communication receptors during the construction,
potential effects should be set out in the ES (see Section 4.3). operation and maintenance, and decommissioning phases.
The requirement for Air Traffic Control (ATC) and non-cooperative surveillance —i.e. Potential effects are assessed in ES Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071)
radar/tracking technologies - forms part of the environmental Baseline for proposed and consultation undertaken with relevant civil and military aviation stakeholders is detailed. Effects on
developments. civil and military aviation during the Project phases are assessed alongside cumulative impacts.
The Applicant should consult the MOD, Met Office, CAA, NATS and any aerodrome —
licensed or otherwise — likely to be affected by the proposed development in preparing For civil and military radar, relevant stakeholders, including the MoD, CAA, and NATS, have been invited
an assessment of the proposal on aviation, meteorological or other defence interests. to meetings as a forum to discuss the potential effects on aviation and radar in the area. Consultation
with relevant stakeholders was ongoing throughout the pre-application process, allowing for consultation
Any assessment of effects on aviation, meteorological or other defence interests should | on the potential impacts arising from the Project. This is discussed in more detail within ES Volume 1,
include potential impacts of the project upon the operation of CNS infrastructure, flight | Chapter 16: Aviation, Radar, and Military and Communication (APP-071).,
patterns (both civil and military), generation of weather warnings and forecasts, other
defence assets (including radar) and aerodrome operational procedures. It should also
assess the demonstratable cumulative effects of the project with other relevant projects
in relation to aviation, meteorological and defence.
EN-1 In addition, consideration of developments near aerodromes should take into account There are a number of small airfields/air strips within relatively close proximity to the ECC. However,
5.5.41 the following factors: none of the activities proposed would result in any of the potential risks to aviation as presented in EN-1.

®  Bird Strike Risk - Aircraft are vulnerable to wildlife strike, in particular bird strike.
Birds and other wildlife may be attracted to the vicinity of an aerodrome by
various types of development, for example, large buildings with
perching/roosting opportunities for birds. It is therefore important that
infrastructure, buildings, and other elements from energy installations, as well
as environmental mitigation are designed in such a way so as not to increase the
bird strike risk to the airport for developments within 13km (this can vary).E

The closest radar-equipped airfields to the array area are Humberside Airport, 90km to the west, and
Norwich Airport, 90km south of the array area. Effects on civil and military aviation during the Project
phases are assessed including aerodromes in Section 16.7 of Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and
Communication (APP-071) and are not significant under EIA Regulations.
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®  Building Induced Turbulence - If a significant building or structure is proposed
close to the airport/runways, there is potential for building induced
turbulence/wind shear to be created which has the potential to impact on
aircraft on take-off and landing. Studies may be required to identify the extent
of any turbulence resulting from the energy infrastructure.
Thermal Plume Turbulence - This is caused under certain conditions by the release of
hot air from a power plant equipped with a dry cooling system. The plumes generated
by these facilities have the potential to create invisible turbulence that can affect the
manoeuvrability of aircraft.
EN-1 If any relevant changes are made to proposals during the pre-application and The Applicant volunteered for the Project to be part of the NSIP Reform Early Adopter Programme which
5.5.42 determination period, it is the responsibility of the Applicant to ensure that the relevant | facilitated the use of multiparty meetings during the pre-application stages. This has played a successful
aviation, meteorological and defence consultees are informed as soon as reasonably role in ensuring where possible any concerns with the Project have been understood and addressed
possible. through appropriate Project refinement and the inclusion of relevant requirements/conditions. set out in
each of the NPSs. As such, the Applicant has ensured throughout the pre-examination process and will
continue to ensure that the relevant aviation, meteorological and defence consultees are informed as
soon as reasonably possible of any changes.
Mitigation EN-1 The Applicant should include appropriate mitigation measures as an integral part of the | A range of embedded mitigation measures, including adhering to all relevant CAA safety guidance, the
5.5.43-5.5.44 | proposed development. creation of an Emergency Response Co-Cooperation Plan (ERCoP), notification to aviation stakeholders,
lighting and marking to minimise effects to aviation flight would apply to the Project, as described within
Mitigation for infringement of OLS may include: Section 16.5 and Section 16.7 of Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071).
The detail of above mitigation measures will also be agreed in consultation with appropriate stakeholders.
=  agreed changes to operational procedures of the aerodromes in accordance Aviation stakeholders will be made aware of the Project via NOTAMs and obstacle details will be passed to
with relevant guidance, provided that safety assurances can be provided by the | the CAA at least eight weeks before construction commences. CAA will forward the information to MOD
operator that are acceptable to the CAA where the changes are proposed to a DGC and NATS AIS for inclusion in the AIP and on relevant civil and military aeronautical charts. Marking
civilian aerodrome (and provided that it does not result in an unreasonable and lighting of obstacles will be in accordance with Article 223, MCA (MGN 654) and MOD requirements.
reduction of capacity or unreasonable constraints on the operation of the
aerodrome against pre-COVID-19 levels); or The assessment suggests that the Project is not expected to have significant adverse effects on civil and
installation of obstacle lighting and/or by notification in Aeronautical Information military aviation and radar, except a major significant impact on specific PSR systems, for which
Service publications mitigation solutions are being discussed with NATS and MOD.
EN-1 For CNS infrastructure, the UK military Low Flying system (including TTAs) and
5.5.45 designated air traffic routes, mitigation may also include:
B operational airspace changes
®  agreement to upgrade CNS infrastructure, the cost of which the Applicant will
be required to fund until the end of the life of the surveillance equipment if
subsequently replaced by a fully windfarm tolerant system. If an appropriate
system upgrade cannot be identified at the point of application, the Applicant
will be required fund any future upgrade for the lifetime of the wind farm. MOD
will engage early with developers to ensure the costs are reflective of their need
and impacts of the energy installation on the monitoring equipment.
introducing commercially viable radar mitigation technology to the development, e.g. by
using non-radar reflecting materials to manufacture wind turbine blades.
EN-1 Mitigation for effects on meteorological radar and CNS systems may include reducing
5.5.46 —5.5.48 | the scale of a project, although it is likely to be unreasonable for the Secretary of State
to require mitigation by way of a reduction or alteration in the scale of development.
There may be exceptional circumstances where a small reduction in the scale of a
development and any associated reduction in generating capacity, will result in
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proportionately greater mitigation for radar and CNS systems. In these cases, the

Secretary of State may consider that the benefits to CNS and radar mitigation outweighs
this loss of capacity.

Consideration from energy stakeholders should also be given to the possibility of
introducing commercially viable radar mitigation technology as windfarm assets are
renewed and replaced e.g., by using non-radar reflecting materials to manufacture
turbine blades.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

EN-1
5.5.49-5.5.50

Secretary of
State decision
making

The Secretary of State should be satisfied that the effects on meteorological radars, civil
and military aerodromes, aviation technical sites and other defence assets have been
addressed by The Applicant and that any necessary assessment of the proposal on
aviation, NSWWS or defence interests has been carried out.

In particular, the Secretary of State should be satisfied that the proposal has been
designed, where possible, to minimise adverse impacts on the operation and safety of
aerodromes and that realistically achievable mitigation is carried out on existing
surveillance systems such as radar / tracking technologies. It is incumbent on Operators
of aerodromes to regularly review the possibility of agreeing to make reasonable
changes to operational procedures.

The response to NPS EN-1 5.5.5- 5.5.7 summarises how the Applicant has considered the potential
impact of the Project on aviation, radar, military and communication receptors during the construction,
operation and maintenance, and decommissioning phases.

Due to the project design and embedded mitigation The Project will not have a significant effect on
meteorological radar, civil and military aerodromes, aviation technical sites and other defence assets, as
detailed in Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071).

EN-1
5.5.51

When assessing the necessity, acceptability, and reasonableness of operational changes
to aerodromes, the Secretary of State should be satisfied that they have the necessary
information regarding the operational procedures along with any demonstrable risks or
harm of such changes, taking into account the cases put forward by all parties. When
making such a judgement in the case of military aerodromes, the Secretary of State
should have regard to interests of defence and national security.

There are no operational changes proposed to aerodromes and therefore this does not need to be
considered.

EN-1
5.5.52-5.5.53

In the case of meteorological radars, the Secretary of State should consider the extent
to which the provision of weather and flood warnings is compromised.

If there are conflicts between the government’s energy and transport policies and
military interests in relation to the application, the Secretary of State should expect the
relevant parties to have made appropriate efforts to work together to identify realistic
and pragmatic solutions to the conflicts. In so doing, the parties should seek to protect
the aims and interests of the other parties as far as possible, recognising simultaneously
the evolving landscape in terms of the UK’s energy security and the need to tackle
climate change, which necessitates the installation of wind turbines and the need to
maintain air safety and national defence and the national weather warning service.

Refer to comment for paragraphs 5.5.29 -5.5.32; the Project will not have significant impacts on UK
weather radar as outlined within Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071).

EN-1
5.5.54

There are statutory requirements concerning lighting to tall structures. Where lighting is
requested on structures that goes beyond statutory requirements by any of the relevant
aviation and defence consultees, the Secretary of State should be satisfied of the
necessity of such lighting taking into account the case put forward by the consultees.
The effect of such lighting on the landscape and ecology may be a relevant
consideration.

The Air Navigation Order 2016/765 (CAA, 2022) implements the UK’s obligations under the convention
on international civil aviation and regulates aspects of aviation safety.

The Applicant will comply with statutory requirements as secured in the draft DCO. The Applicant is
committed to making and lighting the Project in accordance with relevant industry guidance and as
advised by relevant stakeholders including the MCA, CCA and Trinity House.

EN-1
5.5.55-5.5.56

Lighting must also be designed in such a way as to ensure that there is no glare or dazzle
to pilots and/or ATC, aerodrome ground lighting is not obscured and that any lighting
does not diminish the effectiveness of aeronautical ground lighting and cannot be
confused with aeronautical lighting. Lighting may also need to be compatible with night
vision devices for military low flying purposes.

Refer to comment for Paragraph 5.5.54.
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Where new technologies to mitigate the adverse effects of wind farms on surveillance
systems, such as radar, are concerned, the Secretary of State should have regard to any
Civil Aviation Authority Guidelines and/or government guidance which emerges from
the joint government/Industry Aviation Management Board and the Joint Air Defence
and Offshore Wind Task Force.
EN-1 - Where suitable technological solutions have not yet been developed or proven, the The assessment suggests that the Project is not expected to have significant adverse effects on civil and
5.5.57 - 5.5.58 | Secretary of State will need to consider the likelihood of a solution becoming available military aviation and radar, except a major significant impact on specific Primary Surveillance Radar
within the time limit for implementation of the Development Consent Order. systems, for which mitigation solutions are being discussed with NATS and MOD. Mitigation measures
the project has committed to, in order to reduce impacts include adhering to all relevant CAA and MOD
Where a proposed energy infrastructure development would significantly impede or safety guidance, the Project providing appropriate Information, notifications and charting to aviation
compromise the safe and effective use of civil or military aviation, meteorological stakeholders, and marking and lighting of obstacles will be in accordance with Article 223, MCA (MGN
radars, defence assets and/or significantly limit military training, the Secretary of State 654) and MOD requirements.
may consider the use of ‘Grampian conditions’, or other forms of requirement which
relate to the use of current or future technological solutions, to mitigate impacts on
legacy CNS equipment.
EN-1 Where, after reasonable mitigation, operational changes, obligations, and requirements | The response to NPS EN-1 5.5.5- 5.5.7 summarises how the Applicant has considered the potential impact
5.5.59 have been proposed, the Secretary of State should consider whether: of the Project on aviation, radar, military and communication receptors during the construction, operation
® 3 development would prevent a licensed aerodrome from maintaining its and maintenance, and decommissioning phases.
licence and the operational loss of the said aerodrome would have impacts on
national security and defence, or result in substantial local/national economic Due to the project design and embedded mitigation The Project will not have a significant effect on
loss, or emergency service needs; meteorological radar, civil and military aerodromes, aviation technical sites and other defence assets, as
" it would cause harm to aerodromes’ training or emergency service needs; detailed in Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and Communication (APP-071).
®  the development would impede or compromise the safe and effective use of
defence assets or unacceptably limit military training;
®  the development would have a negative impact on the safe and efficient
provision of en-route air traffic control services for civil aviation, in particular
through an adverse effect on CNS infrastructure.
the development would compromise the effective provision of weather warnings by the
NSWWS, or flood warnings by the UKs flood agencies
EN-1 Provided that the Secretary of State is satisfied that the impacts of proposed energy Marking and lighting requirements are discussed in Chapter 16 Aviation, Radar, Military and
5.5.60 developments do not present risks to national security and physical safety, and where Communication (APP-071) in accordance with ANO Article 223, lighting intensity will be reduced at and
they, provided that the Secretary of State is satisfied that appropriate mitigation can be | below the horizontal and further reduced when visibility in all directions from every WTG is more than
achieved, or appropriate requirements can be attached to any Development Consent 5km.
Order to secure those mitigations, consent may be granted.
The generation and transmission deemed marine licences include a condition (Condition 10 Aviation
safety) requiring the undertaker to notify the Defence Infrastructure Organisation Safeguarding regarding
the construction of the scheme and its parameters. This is a standard condition and follows the wording of
the same condition in other consented schemes.
EN-1 Part 5.6: Coastal change
Coastal Change EN-1 The government’s Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Policy Statement sets A description of the Baseline (existing) Marine Physical Processes is provided in Section 7.4 of Chapter 7
5.6.1-5.6.3 out our ambition to create a nation more resilient to future flood and coastal erosion Marine Physical Processes (APP-062) as well as within Volume 3, Appendix 7.1: Physical Processes
risk. It outlines policies and actions which will accelerate progress to better protect and | Technical Baseline (AS-003).
better prepare the country against flooding and coastal erosion. The impact of the Project on coastal processes and geomorphology is considered in Section 7.12 of ES
The government’s aim is to ensure that our coastal communities continue to prosper Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062). The assessment considers the potential for impacts
and adapt to coastal change. This means planning should:
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®  ensure that policies and decisions in coastal areas are based on an associated with modifications to littoral transport and coastal behaviour (erosion), at the landfall
understanding of coastal change over time location.
®  prevent new development from being put at risk from coastal change by:
. e . . The assessment considers whether use of Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) and use of cable
avoiding inappropriate development in areas that are vulnerable to ) . I . .
. . protection measures in the nearshore zone will impact Coastal Processes and Geomorphology (including
coastal change or any development that adds to the impacts of physical
changes to the coast receptors above MHWS).. ' ‘
The use of cable protection measures in the nearshore zone has the potential to both locally trap
B directing development away from areas vulnerable to coastal change sediment, potentially impacting downdrift locations, and modify the transmission of waves, thereby
_ o ) ) influencing patterns of littoral sediment transport and beach morphology. Once more detailed
" ensure that the risk to development which is, exceptionally, necessary in coastal | a5 shore surveys have been carried out, the form of cable protection within the nearshore zone will be
change areas because it requires a coastal location and provides substantial selected in order to ensure impacts to sediment transport and beach morphology are minimised, details
e:c0|j10mic and social benefits to communities, is managed over its planned of which are provided within a Cable Specification and Installation Plan (CSIP). An outline CSIP has been
lifetime provided with the application (APP-278) which provide an outline of the information which will be
® ensure that plans are in place to secure the long-term sustainability of coastal contained within the CSIP to be developed post-consent. This Outline CSIP includes proposals for
areas monitoring offshore cables also details mitigation measures relevant to the installation of the cables
For the purpose of this section, coastal change means physical change to the shoreline, | which will be adhered to during the construction of the Project.
i.e. erosion, coastal landslip, permanent inundation and coastal accretion.
EN-1 Where Onshore infrastructure projects are proposed on the coast, coastal change is a Historical coastal erosion rates on the Lincolnshire coastline are significant and an annual beach
5.6.4-5.6.9 key consideration as well as a vital element of climate change adaptation (see Section replenishment programme, managed by the Environment Agency, is undertaken on a regular basis. The
4.10). proposed strategy over the next 100 years is to implement a combination of rock structures and beach
Some kinds of coastal change happen very gradually, others over shorter timescales. nourishment which means that landfall location is unaffected by the possibility of coastal retreat due to
Some are the result of purely natural processes others, including potentially significant either natural erosion or sea level rise due to climate change.
modifications of the coastline or coastal environment resulting from climate change, are
wholly or partly man-made. This section concerns both the impacts which energy The assessment concludes that the effect on the coast at the Project landfall not be significant in EIA
infrastructure can have as a driver of coastal change, and how to ensure that terms.
developments are resilient to ongoing and potential future coastal change.
The construction of an onshore energy project on the coast may involve, for example, The effects of the Project on marine ecology, biodiversity and protected sites are considered elsewhere
dredging, dredge spoil deposition, cooling water, culvert construction, marine landing in the ES within the following chapters:
facility construction and flood and coastal protection measures which could result " Chapter 9: Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064);
|nd||fe.ct effecj(s qn the coastline, seabed an.d marine ecologyland b|9d|ver5|ty. = Chapter 10: Fish and Shellfish (APP-065);
Additionally, indirect changes to the coastline and seabed might arise as a result of a . _ . ] '
hydrodynamic response to some of these direct changes. This could lead to localised or Chapter 11: Marine Mammals (APP-066);
more widespread coastal erosion or accretion and changes to offshore features such as "  Chapter 12: Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology (APP-067); and
submerged banks and ridges, marine biodiversity and heritage assets. ® RIAA (APP-235).
This section only applies to onshore energy infrastructure projects situated on the coast.
The impacts of offshore renewable energy projects on marine life and coastal The effects of the Project on maintaining coastal recreation sites and features are set out in Chapter 18
geomorphology are considered in EN-3. Marine Infrastructure and Other Users (APP-073).
Section 5.4 on biodiversity and geological conservation, Section 5.8 on flood risk and
Section 4.10 on adaptation to climate change, including the increased risk of coastal
erosion, are also relevant, as is advice on access to coastal recreation sites and features
in Section 5.11 on land use. Advice on the historic environment in Section 5.9 may also
be relevant.
Applicant EN-1 Where relevant, applicants should undertake coastal geomorphological and sediment An assessment of the potential impacts and predictions of the Project on Marine Physical Processes using
Assessment 5.6.10 transfer modelling to predict and understand impacts and help identify relevant the evidence base, project specific Baseline characterisation and project specific numerical modelling is
mitigating or compensatory measures. provided in Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062).
EN-1 The ES (see Section 4.3) should include an assessment of the effects on the coast, tidal The impact of the proposed Project on coastal processes and geomorphology is considered in Chapter 7
5.6.11 rivers, and estuaries. In particular, applicants should assess: Marine Physical Processes (APP-062) for the construction, O&M and decommissioning phases. The
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" the impact of the proposed project on coastal processes and geomorphology, impact of the Project on coastal processes and geomorphology is considered in Section 7.12 of this
including by taking account of potential impacts from climate change. If the chapter.
development will have an impact on coastal processes The Applicant must
demonstrate how the impacts will be managed to minimise adverse impacts on | Once more detailed nearshore surveys have been carried out, the form of cable protection within the
other parts of the coast nearshore zone will be selected in order to ensure impacts to sediment transport and beach morphology
" the implications of the proposed project on strategies for managing the coast as | 2r€ minimised, details of which are provided within a Cable Specification and Installation Plan (CSIP). This
set out in Shoreline Management Plans (SMPs) (which are designed to identify will mitigate the impact of cable protection upon beach morphology and littoral sediment transport. An
the most sustainable approach to managing flood and coastal erosion risks from outline CSIP has been provided with the application (APP-278) which provide an outline of the
short to long term and are long term non-statutory plans which set out the information which will be contained within the CSIP to be developed post-consent. This Outline CSIP
agreed high-level objective for coastal flooding and erosion management for includes proposals for monitoring offshore cables also details mitigation measures relevant to the
each SMP area)), any relevant Marine Plans, River Basin Management installation of the cables which will be adhered to during the construction of the Project.
Plans(RBMP), and capital programmes for maintaining flood and coastal
defences and Coastal Change Management Areas A description of the Baseline (existing) Marine Physical Processes is provided in Section 7.4 of Chapter 7
. . . - . Marine Physical Processes (APP-062) as well as within Volume 3, Appendix 7.1: Physical Processes
the effects of the proposed project on marine ecology, biodiversity, protected . )
. . Technical Baseline (AS-003).
sites, and heritage assets
- hovy coastal change C_OUId affect flood risk management infrastructure, The vulnerability of the Project to coastal change is considered in the context of Landfall infrastructure in
drainage, and flood risk Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062). As noted in the response to NPS EN-1 5.6.4 —5.6.9, The
" the effects of the proposed project on maintaining coastal recreation sites and | presence of annual beach nourishment means that the choice of location for the onshore HDD works and
features. jointing bay is unaffected by the possibility of coastal retreat due to either natural erosion or sea level
the vulnerability of the proposed development to coastal change, taking account of rise due to climate change, for as long as the ‘hold the line’ strategy is in place.
climate change, during the Project’s operational life and any decommissioning period
EN-1 For any projects involving dredging or deposit of any substance or object into the sea, Consultation has been undertaken through the scoping process and further consultation related to impacts
5.6.12 The Applicant should consult the MMO and Historic England, or the NRW in Wales. from dredging and deposit is detailed in Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062), Chapter 8: Marine
Where a project has the potential to have a major impact in this respect, this is covered | Water and Sediment Quality (APP-063), Chapter 9 Benthic and Intertidal Ecology (APP-064) and Chapter
in the technology specific NPSs. For example, EN-4 looks further at the environmental 10 Fish and Shellfish Ecology (APP-065).
impacts of dredging in connection with LNG tanker deliveries to LNG import facilities.
The Applicant has consulted with the MMO and Historic England as to the need for dredge and disposal
works, and an associated disposal site, for offshore works, and provided a Site Characteristics Report which
provides the regulator with adequate information to designate a disposal site for the construction phase.
EN-1 The Applicant should be particularly careful to identify any effects of physical changes The locations of designated sites are shown in Figure 7.9 in Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes Figures
5.6.13 on the integrity and special features of MPAs. These could include MCZs, habitat sites (APP-093 to APP-094) with potential impacts considered in Section 7.12 of Chapter 7 Marine Physical
including SAC and Special Protection Areas with marine features, Ramsar Sites, Sites of Processes (APP-062).
Community Importance, and SSSIs with marine features. Applicants should also identity
any effects on the special character of Heritage Coasts. A list of designated sites within the Marine Physical Processes Zol, with detail of the relevant protected
features, is provided below:
®  North Norfolk Sandbanks and Saturn Reef SAC
® |Inner Dowsing, Race Bank and North Ridge SAC
®  Chapel Point — Wolla Bank SSSI
A standalone RIAA (APP-235) and a MCZ Assessment (APP-157), has been produced detailing all matters
associated with statutory designations.
The MCZ Assessment (APP-157) has screened the following three MCZs in for consideration as a result of
their proximity to the Project:
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®  Holderness Inshore MCZ;
®  Holderness Offshore MCZ; and

®  Cromer Shoal Chalk Bed MCZ.
The MCZ assessment concludes that the Project’s construction, O&M, and decommissioning activities
within the offshore ECC and array area will not hinder the achievement of the conservation objectives of
either MCZ

Potential impacts of the Project upon Marine Physical Processes are considered in terms of indirect effects
(including pathways) on other receptors elsewhere in the ES, in particular in Chapter 9 Benthic and
Intertidal Ecology (APP-064) and the RIAA (APP-235).

Applicants must demonstrate that full account has been taken of the policy on
assessment and mitigation in paragraphs 4.3.1 to 4.3.9 of this NPS, taking account of the
potential effects of climate change on these risks.

In line with paragraphs 4.3.1 to 4.3.9 of this NPS, An ES (APP-051) accompanies the Application and
describes the aspects of the environment likely to be significantly affected by the Project as scoped in the
Scoping Report and agreed with the SoS in the Scoping Opinion (Planning Inspectorate, 2022). The ES
assesses the likely significant effects of the Project covering direct, indirect, secondary, cumulative, short-
term, medium-term, long-term, permanent, temporary, positive and negative effects in the construction,
operation and maintenance and decommissioning phases of development. The ES also describes the
suite of mitigation measures required to mitigate significant adverse effects.

ES Chapter 31: Climate Change (APP-086), demonstrates the net benefit of the project regarding lifetime
carbon emission reduction compared to the project baseline scenarios of ‘Gas’ and ‘all non-renewables’
derived electricity, were the Project not to be developed.

The ES includes Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062) which provides a detailed account of the
NPS and non NPS policy tests of relevance to the assessment and mitigation of potential impacts to marine
physical processes, including the future Baseline scenario with regards climate change. Section 7.5 of the
Chapter sets out how the future baseline considers potential for a predicted increase in mean sea level and
predicted decrease in wave energy are taken into account in the assessment. The chapter highlights that
the preferred Environment Agency management strategy in place along this part of the coast from 2025
to 2055 is to maintain flood defences in their current position and to raise and improve them to counter
sea level rise as required.

Section 7.9 of the chapter specifically provides the relevant mitigation measures that were identified and
adopted as part of the evolution of the Project’s design (embedded into the project design) and that are

relevant to physical processes.

As such it is considered that the Project is in accordance with paragraph 5.6.14 of EN-1.

TOPIC REF
EN-1
5.6.14

Mitigation EN-1
5.6.15

Applicants should propose appropriate mitigation measures to address adverse physical
changes to the coast, in consultation with the MMO, the EA or NRW, LPAs, other
statutory consultees, Coastal Partnerships and other coastal groups, as it considers
appropriate. Where this is not the case, the Secretary of State should consider what
appropriate mitigation requirements might be attached to any grant of development
consent.

Consultation regarding Marine Physical Processes has been conducted through the Evidence Plan Process
(EPP) Expert Technical Group (ETG) meetings, the EIA scoping process (Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind,
2022) and the Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) process (Outer Dowsing Offshore
Wind, 2023). ETG members included:

®  Marine Management Organisation (MMO)
®  Natural England

®  Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust

®  Environment Agency
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An overview of the Project’s Technical Consultation (ES Chapter 6 Technical Consultation APP-061) and
wider consultation is presented in the Consultation Report (APP-032).

Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062) provides a detailed account of the NPS and non NPS
policy tests of relevance to the assessment and mitigation of potential impacts to marine physical
processes, including the future Baseline scenario with regards climate change, which is considered in
Chapter 31 Climate Change (APP-085).

Section 7.9 of Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062) sets out mitigation that were identified and
adopted as part of the evolution of the project design (embedded into the project design) and that are
relevant to physical processes (listed in Table 7.4).

The Project has committed to a range of mitigation measures to reduce impacts, such as installing
landfall cables within cable ducts installed using HDD technology. The Project will undertake a detailed
Cable Burial Risk Assessment as part of its Cable Specification and Installation Plan which will be agreed
with the MMO prior to construction

Secretary of
State decision
making

EN-1
5.6.16

The Secretary of State should be satisfied that the proposed development will be
resilient to coastal erosion and deposition, taking account of climate change, during the
Project’s operational life and any decommissioning period. Proposals which are at risk
from coastal change, should be supported where it would result in climate resilient
infrastructure.

Full account has been taken of this policy in the ES accompanying the Project application (APP-055).
Potential changes in climate are described in Chapter 31 Climate Change (APP-086) and are considered
alongside predicted impacts.

The impact of the Project on coastal processes and geomorphology is considered in Section 7.12 of ES
Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062). The assessment considers the potential for impacts
associated with modifications to littoral transport and coastal behaviour (erosion), at the landfall location
and sets out how the future baseline considers potential for a predicted increase in mean sea level and
predicted decrease in wave energy are taken into account in the assessment.

The assessment considers whether use of Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) and use of cable
protection measures in the nearshore zone will impact Coastal Processes and Geomorphology (including
receptors above MHWS).

The use of cable protection measures in the nearshore zone has the potential to both locally trap
sediment, potentially impacting downdrift locations, and modify the transmission of waves, thereby
influencing patterns of littoral sediment transport and beach morphology. Once more detailed
nearshore surveys have been carried out, the form of cable protection within the nearshore zone will be
selected in order to ensure impacts to sediment transport and beach morphology are minimised, details
of which are provided within a Cable Specification and Installation Plan (CSIP). An outline CSIP has been
provided with the application (APP-278) which provide an outline of the information which will be
contained within the CSIP to be developed post-consent. This Outline CSIP includes proposals for
monitoring offshore cables also details mitigation measures relevant to the installation of the cables
which will be adhered to during the construction of the Project.

Historical coastal erosion rates on the Lincolnshire coastline are significant and an annual beach
replenishment programme, managed by the Environment Agency, is undertaken on a regular basis. The
proposed strategy over the next 100 years is to implement a combination of rock structures and beach
nourishment which means that landfall location is unaffected by the possibility of coastal retreat due to
either natural erosion or sea level rise due to climate change.

The assessment concludes that the effect on the coast at the Project landfall not be significant in EIA terms.
As such it is considered that the Project is in accordance with paragraph 5.6.16 of EN-1.
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EN-1
5.6.17

The Secretary of State should not normally consent new development in areas of
dynamic shorelines where the proposal could inhibit sediment flow or have an adverse
impact on coastal processes at other locations. Impacts on coastal processes must be
managed to minimise adverse impacts on other parts of the coast. Where such
proposals are brought forward, consent should only be granted where the Secretary of
State is satisfied that the benefits (including need) of the development outweigh the
adverse impacts.

This assessment considers the nature of ongoing shoreline change at the Landfall and the potential for
cables and other project infrastructure to impact coastal processes within Chapter 7 Marine Physical
Processes (APP-062). A full description of coastal processes understanding at the Landfall is set out in
Appendix 7.1 (AS-003).

As noted in the response to NPS EN-1 5.6.16 above, the proposed strategy over the next 100 years is to
implement a combination of rock structures and beach nourishment which means that landfall location is
unaffected by the possibility of coastal retreat due to either natural erosion or sea level rise due to
climate change. In addition, the assessment of impacts associated with modifications to littoral transport
and coastal behaviour concludes that the effect on the coast at the Project landfall not be significant in
EIA terms.

EN-1
5.6.18

The Secretary of State should ensure that applicants have restoration plans for areas of
foreshore disturbed by direct works and will undertake pre- and post-construction
coastal monitoring arrangements with defined triggers for intervention and restoration.

This assessment considers the nature of ongoing shoreline change at the Landfall and the potential for
cables and other project infrastructure to impact coastal processes within Chapter 7 Marine Physical
Processes (APP-062). A full description of coastal processes understanding at the Landfall is set out in
Appendix 7.1 (AS-003).

The Applicant has committed to provision of Construction Method Statements and a Cable Specification
and Installation Plan within the Marine Licence Principles document (Document no. 9.12) which will
capture the proposed approach to installation. An outline CSIP has been provided with the application
(APP-278) which provide an outline of the information which will be contained within the CSIP to be
developed post-consent. This Outline CSIP includes proposals for monitoring offshore cables also details
mitigation measures relevant to the installation of the cables which will be adhered to during the
construction of the Project.

Pre construction and Post construction monitoring were both proposed conditions within the deemed
marine licence and will require approval by the MMO.

EN-1
5.6.19

The Secretary of State should examine the broader context of coastal protection around
the proposed site, and the influence in both directions, i.e., coast on site, and site on
coast.

The Baseline receiving environment, and the predicted impact of the proposed project on coastal processes
(including coastal protection) and geomorphology is considered in Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes
(APP-062) and ES Chapter 7 Appendix 1 Physical Processes Technical Baseline (AS-003). The assessment
considers the nature of ongoing shoreline change at the landfall and the potential for cables and other
project infrastructure to impact coastal processes

As noted in the response to NPS EN-1 5.6.1 — 5.6.3, historical coastal erosion rates on the Lincolnshire
coastline are significant and an annual beach replenishment programme, managed by the Environment
Agency, is undertaken on a regular basis. The proposed strategy over the next 100 years is to implement a
combination of rock structures and beach nourishment which means that landfall location is unaffected by
the possibility of coastal retreat due to either natural erosion or sea level rise due to climate change.

The chapter concludes that there will be no significant effect as a result of the Project.

EN-1
5.6.20

The Secretary of State should consult the MMO on projects which could impact on
coastal change in England, or NRW for projects in Wales, since the MMO or NRW may
also be involved in considering other projects which may have related coastal impacts.

Consultation regarding Marine Physical Processes has been conducted through the Evidence Plan Process
(EPP) Expert Technical Group (ETG) meetings, the EIA scoping process (Outer Dowsing Offshore Wind,
2022) and the Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) process (Outer Dowsing Offshore
Wind, 2023). ETG members included:

®  Marine Management Organisation (MMO)
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®  Natural England
®  Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust
®  Environment Agency
An overview of the Project’s Technical Consultation (ES Chapter 6 Technical Consultation APP-061) and
wider consultation is presented in the Consultation Report (APP-032).
EN-1 In addition to this NPS, the Secretary of State must have regard to the appropriate The Government’s Marine Plans are considered within Section 2 of the relevant offshore topic chapters
5.6.21-5.6.22 | marine policy documents, in taking any decision which relates to the exercise of any and the Planning Statement (APP-297), with focus on the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans,
function capable of affecting any part of the UK marine area. where the Project is located. Where relevant policies from these marine plans are screened in, it is
subsequently highlighted where these policies are addressed within the chapter.
The Secretary of State should also have regard to any relevant Shoreline Management
Plans. Section 7.4 of Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062) provides a detailed account of the NPS and
MPS policy tests of relevance to the consideration of marine physical processes. Table 7.1 specifically
provides reference to the relevant SMP (Environment Agency (2019a), ‘Saltfleet to Gibraltar Point
Strategy’.), which has been considered within the assessment.
EN-1 Substantial weight should be attached to the risks of flooding and coastal erosion and Potential changes in climate and erosion are described in Appendix 7.1 Physical Processes Technical
5.6.23 the Secretary of State should be satisfied that The Applicant has taken full account of Baseline (AS-003) and are considered alongside predicted changes identified in the assessment for each

the policy on assessment and mitigation in paragraphs 4.3.1 to 4.3.9 of this NPS, taking
account of the potential effects of climate change on these risks.

stage of the development in Chapter 7 Marine Physical Processes (APP-062).
This includes potential impacts on coastal behaviour at the landfall site.

The assessment concludes that the effect on the coast at the Project landfall is not significant in EIA
terms. As such it is considered that the Project is in accordance with paragraph 5.6.23 of EN-1.

EN-1 Part 5.7: Dust, Odour, Artificial

Light, Smoke, Steam, and Insect Infestation

Dust, Odour,
Artificial Light,
Smoke, Steam,
and Insect
Infestation

EN-1
57.1

During the construction, operation and decommissioning of energy infrastructure there
is potential for the release of a range of emissions such as odour, dust, steam, smoke,
artificial light and infestation of insects. All have the potential to have a detrimental
impact on amenity or cause a common law nuisance or statutory nuisance under Part lll,
Environmental Protection Act 1990. However, they are not regulated by the
environmental permitting regime, so mitigation of these impacts will need to be
included in the Development Consent Order.

The potential for emissions of dust from the construction phase of the Project (including removal of
temporary facilities and reinstatement of the land) are presented in Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-
074).

Chapter 28 Landscape and Visual Assessment (APP-083) provides a detailed assessment of the landscape
and visual effects, including an assessment on the effects of visual amenity from the use of artificial
lighting.

The Project will not give rise to emissions of odour, steam or smoke, or have the potential for insect
infestation during any aspect of development that could have a detrimental impact on amenity.

The Applicant has provided a Statutory Nuisance Statement (APP-301) which draws upon the ES to
consider the potential for statutory nuisance as set out in the Planning Statement (APP-297).

The Project has also identified early possible sources of nuisance as part of the iterative site selection and
design process that was undertaken at an early stage, which involved several rounds of consultation with
statutory and non-statutory stakeholders. As a result, the most sensitive areas that could suffer from
nuisance are located away from the Project’s infrastructure elements (see Chapter 4 Site Selection and
Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059)).
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Throughout the ES, the Project proposes several mitigation measures to limit nuisance. For example, the
Outline Code of Construction Practice (APP-268), and associated environmental management plans, will
ensure that the Project complies with best practice measures and standard protocol to limit impacts from
dust and artificial lighting.

EN-1
5.7.3

Because of the potential effects of these emissions and infestation, and in view of the
availability of the defence of statutory authority against nuisance claims described in
Section 4.15, it is important that the potential for these impacts is considered by the
applicant and Secretary of State.

The potential for emissions of dust from the construction phase of the Project (including removal of
temporary facilities and reinstatement of the land) are presented in Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-
074). The assessment of dust emissions considers the following works: demolition, earthwork, construction
and track out. Further details of the dust assessment can be found within Volume 3, Annex 19.1:
Construction Phase Dust Assessment Methodology (APP-176). With the use of effective mitigation
measures, as outlined in Annex 19.1 (APP-176) residual effects are considered to be not significant in terms
of the EIA Regulations.

With the use of effective mitigation measures, as outlined in Outline Air Quality Management Plan (APP-
270), including general works measures, earthworks, trackout and maintenance and monitoring of the site
residual effects are considered to be not significant in terms of the EIA regulations.

The Project will not give rise to emissions of odour, steam or smoke, or have the potential for insect
infestation during any aspect of development that could have a detrimental impact on amenity.

Chapter 28 Landscape and Visual Assessment (APP-083) provides a detailed assessment of the landscape
and visual effects, including an assessment on the effects of visual amenity from the use of artificial lighting
during the hours of darkness; no significant impacts will arise from the Project with appropriate mitigation
measures put in place (as set out ion the Outline Code of Construction Practice (APP-268).

EN-1
5.7.4

For energy NSIPs of the type covered by this NPS, some impact on amenity for local
communities is likely to be unavoidable. The aim should be to keep impacts to a
minimum, and at a level that is acceptable.

The Project has assessed the potential impacts on amenity within Chapter 29 Socio-Economic
Characteristics (APP-084) and Chapter 25 Land Use (APP-080).

Several long-distance and public rights of way (PRoW) may be affected. As a result of the linear nature of
the proposed project it has not been possible to fully avoid public rights of way however none will be
closed temporarily without offering a diversion or alternative route as detailed in the Outline Public
Access Management Plan (PAMP) (APP-291). Public Rights of Way can however only be closed on a
temporary basis, and the PAMP states that PRoW will be kept open where practicable.

Applicant
assessment

EN-1
5.75

The applicant should assess the potential for insect infestation and emissions of odour,
dust, steam, smoke, and artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity, as part
of the ES.

The Project would not give rise to emissions of odour, steam or smoke or have the potential for insect
infestation during any aspect of development that could have a detrimental impact on amenity.

The response to NPS EN-1 5.7.3 confirms that no significant effects relating to dust or artificial lights are
predicted with appropriate mitigation measures put in place (as set out in the Outline Code of Construction
Practice (APP-268) and the Outline Air Quality Management Plan (APP-270),

EN-1
5.7.6

In particular, the assessment provided by the Applicant should describe:
B the type, quantity, and timing of emissions
B aspects of the development which may give rise to emissions;
®  premises or locations that may be affected by the emissions;

®  effects of the emission on identified premises or locations;
measures to be employed in preventing or mitigating the emissions

The response to NPS EN-1 5.7.3 confirms that no significant effects relating to dust or artificial lights are
predicted in consideration of the different onshore activities and phases of the development with
appropriate mitigation measures put in place (as set out in the Outline Code of Construction Practice (APP-
268) and the Outline Air Quality Management Plan (APP-270),
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EN-1 The Applicant is advised to consult the relevant local planning authority and, where The Applicant has undertaken consultation with the relevant local planning authority regarding the air
5.7.7 appropriate, the EA about the scope and methodology of the assessment. quality assessment.
Section 19.5 of Chapter 19 Onshore Air Quality (APP-074) outlines the scope of the air quality
assessment, which has been informed by both national and local planning policy and guidance, which
establish best practice and experience, as well as via the consultation process with relevant
consultees. This is alongside advice provided within the Scoping Opinion from The Planning Inspectorate
(The Planning Inspectorate, 2022).
The air quality assessment and assessment of the effects of visual amenity from the use of artificial
lighting during the hours of darkness were included within the Preliminary Environmental Information
Report (PEIR), that was published in June 2023 as part of Statutory Consultation on the Project.
Feedback from local planning authorities has been incorporated within the submitted ES chapters.
Mitigation EN-1 Mitigation measures may include one or more of the following: The Applicant has committed to provision of Construction Method Statements alongside the CoCP and
5.7.8 ®  engineering: prevention of a specific emission at the point of generation; associated environmental management plans (including an Air Quality Management Plan, Pollution
control, containment and abatement of emissions if generated Prevention and Emergency Incident Response Plan), that capture the applicable requirements of
" |ay-out: adequate distance between source and sensitive receptors; reduced Paragraph 5.7.8. The Applicant has also submitted information limiting operating times, restricting
transport or handling of material activities allowed on the site and implementing management plans within the Outline Code of
administrative: limiting operating times; restricting activities allowed on the site; Construction Practice (APP-268).
implementing management plans
EN-1 Construction should be undertaken in a way that reduces emissions, for example the
5.7.9 use of low emission mobile plant during the construction, and demolition phases as An Outline Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) (APP-268) is part of a suite of documents that support

appropriate, and consideration should be given to making these mandatory in
Development Consent Order requirements.

the DCO application submitted by the Applicant. The Outline CoCP sets out the general principles and
management measures to be adopted during construction of the Onshore Infrastructure associated with
the Project.

A final CoCP will be produced and submitted to the relevant planning authority for approval prior to
construction of the onshore infrastructure and will be in accordance with the principles established in the
Outline CoCP. This is secured by Requirement 18 of the draft DCO (APP-303). The final CoCP will provide
the mechanism to assure relevant regulatory authorities that environmental impacts associated with the
construction of the Onshore Infrastructure will be controlled and mitigated.

The majority of the detailed management measures to be captured in the CoCP are set out within the
following respective outline environmental management plans

B Qutline Noise and Vibration Management Plan (APP-269)

B Qutline Air Quality Management Plan (APP-270)

B Qutline Soil Management Plan (APP-271)

B Qutline Pollution Prevention and Emergency Incident Response Plan (APP-272)
B Qutline Surface Water Drainage Strategy (APP-273)

B Qutline Site Waste Management Plan (APP-274)

A Schedule of Mitigation (APP-287) is also provided with the DCO application, which provides a summary
of the mitigation identified for the Project including embedded mitigation measures, which have been
designed into the project
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For example, the Outline Air Quality Management Plan includes the proposal “Where feasible and
commercially available, ensure equipment complies with the latest (Stage V) emission standards.”
EN-1 Demolition considerations should be embedded into designs at the outset to enable The Applicant has committed to provision of Construction Method Statements. No explosive demolition
5.7.10-5.7.11 | demolition techniques to be adopted that remove the need for explosive demolition. is proposed as part of the construction of the development.
A construction management plan may help clarify and secure mitigation. If UXO are identified on the seabed following pre-construction surveys the Applicant will apply for a
separate marine licence.
In respect of the decommissioning of the Project, DCO Requirement 24 requires the undertaker to notify
the relevant planning authority of the date of the permanent cessation of commercial operation of the
onshore transmission works and provides that following the cessation, an onshore decommissioning plan
in respect of the onshore transmission works must be submitted to and approved by the relevant
planning authority in consultation with the relevant highway authority and the relevant statutory nature
conservation body. DCO Requirement requires an offshore decommissioning programme to be
submitted to the Secretary of State prior to the commencement of offshore works.
EN-1 The Secretary of State should satisfy itself that: Management strategies proposed are adequate to minimise any detrimental impacts and are adequately
5.7.12 " anassessment of the potential for artificial light, dust, odour, smoke, steam, and | secured within the DCO to ensure impacts are minimized. The potential for impacts to occur as a result
insect infestation to have a detrimental impact on amenity has been carried out; | of dust or artificial lighting have been assessed within the EIA process and significant effects are not
that all reasonable steps have been taken, and will be taken, to minimise any such predicted to occur. Appropriate mitigation is proposed through the CoCP (Outline Code of Construction
detrimental impacts Practice (CoCP) (APP-268)) and associated environmental management plans. The Project is therefore in
accordance with NPS EN-1 paragraph 5.7.12
EN-1 If development consent is granted for a project, the Secretary of State should consider A Statutory Nuisance Statement (APP-301) details possible sources of any statutory nuisance and how
5.7.13-5.7.14 | whether there is a justification for all of the authorised project (including any associated | this might be mitigated or limited, through embedded design or management measures.
development) to be covered by a defence of statutory authority against nuisance claims.
If the Secretary of State cannot conclude that this is justified, the Secretary of State With appropriate measures in place (as proposed in the Outline Code of Construction Practice (CoCP)
should, disapply in whole or in part the defence through a provision in the DCO. (APP-268) and associated environmental management plans), it is considered that all reasonable steps
Where the Secretary of State believes it appropriate, the Secretary of State may have been taken to minimise potential impacts of dust, odour, artificial light, smoke, steam or insect
consider attaching requirements to the development consent, to secure certain infestation.
mitigation measures.
Requirement 18 (Code of construction practice) of the draft DCO (APP-303) provides that the relevant
stage of the onshore transmission works shall not commence until a code of construction practice for
that stage of the onshore transmission works has been submitted to and approved by the relevant
planning authority following consultation, as appropriate, with Lincolnshire County Council, the
Environment Agency, relevant statutory nature conservation body and, if applicable, the MMO. The code
must cover all the matters in the outline code of construction practice and must include the plans and
strategies listed within the requirement. The code of construction practice must be implemented as
approved.
EN-1 In particular, the Secretary of State should consider whether to require The Applicant to | A Statutory Nuisance Statement (APP-301) details the possible sources of statutory nuisance and how
5.7.15 abide by a scheme of management and mitigation concerning insect infestation and this might be mitigated or limited, through embedded design or management measures. With
emissions of odour, dust, steam, smoke, and artificial light from the development. The appropriate measures in place, it is considered that all reasonable steps have been taken to minimise
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Secretary of State should consider the need for such a scheme to reduce any loss to
amenity which might arise during the construction, operation and decommissioning of
the development. A construction management plan may help codify mitigation at that
stage.

ACCORDANCE WITH THE NPS

potential impacts of dust, odour, artificial light, smoke, steam or insect infestation, through
implementation of the outline Code of Construction Practice (as proposed in the Outline Code of
Construction Practice (CoCP) (APP-268) and associated environmental management plans).
Requirement 18 (Code of construction practice) of the draft DCO (APP-303) provides that the relevant
stage of the onshore transmission works shall not commence until a code of construction practice for
that stage of the onshore transmission works has been submitted to and approved by the relevant
planning authority following consultation, as appropriate, with Lincolnshire County Council, the
Environment Agency, relevant statutory nature conservation body and, if applicable, the MMO. The code
must cover all the matters in the outline code of construction practice and must include the plans and
strategies listed within the requirement. The code of construction practice must be implemented as
approved.

Some impact on amenity for local communities are unavoidable, however, mitigation is proposed to keep
any impacts to a minimum.

EN-1 Part 5.8: Floo

d Risk

Flood Risk EN-1 Flooding is a natural process that plays an important role in shaping the natural The potential hydrological receptors in the study area comprise the tidal and fluvial floodplain;

5.8.1-5.8.3 environment. However, flooding threatens life and causes substantial disruption and various watercourses, including Main Rivers and ordinary watercourses or drains; groundwater;
damage to property. and the near-shore tidal waters of the North Sea. These receptors vary in their environmental
The effects of weather events on the natural environment, life and property can be sensitivity
increased in severity both as a consequence of decisions about the location, design and | Chapter 24 Hydrology and Flood Risk (APP-079) concludes that through the implementation of mitigation
nature of settlement and land use, and as a potential consequence of future climate measures, including those specified in the Outline Code of Construction Practice (APP-268), and a surface
change. Having resilient energy infrastructure not only reduces the risk of flood water drainage scheme for the OnSS to ensure the runoff rates to the surrounding water environment are
damages to the infrastructure, it also reduces the disruptive impacts of flooding on managed at rates agreed with the relevant regulatory authority, it is considered that the likely overall effect
those homes and businesses that rely on that infrastructure. Although flooding cannot of the Project on water quality and flood risk throughout the construction, operation and decommissioning
be wholly prevented, its adverse impacts can be avoided or reduced through good of the Project is not significant with regards the EIA Regulations.
planning and management.
The government’s Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Policy Statement sets The assessment is informed by and supported by the information contained within the following flood risk
out our ambition to create a nation more resilient to future flood and coastal erosion assessments:
risk. It outlines policies and actions which will accelerate progress to better protect and
better prepare the country against flooding and coastal erosion. The industry should " ES Chapter 24 Appendix 24.2: Flood Risk Assessment: Onshore ECC and 400kV cable corridor
consider any updates to government policy and apply updated approaches as a matter (APP-211);
of priority. B ES Chapter 24 Appendix 24.3: Flood Risk Assessment: Onshore Substation (APP-212;

EN-1 Climate change is already having an impact and is expected to have an increasing impact | Flood risk has been considered for the life of the development in Section 24.7 of Chapter 24 Hydrology and

5.8.5-5.8.6 on the UK throughout this century. The UK Climate Projections 2018 show an increased | Flood Risk (APP-079) and the accompanying Flood Risk Assessments. The characterisation of the flood risk
chance of milder, wetter winters and hotter, drier summers in the UK, with more Baseline and future Baseline has been established using the Environment Agency Flood Map for Planning,
intensive rainfall causing flooding. Sea levels will continue to rise beyond the end of the | the local authority Strategic Flood Risk Assessments and data from hydraulic models, which take into
century, increasing risks to vulnerable coastal communities. Within the lifetime of account climate change effects.
energy projects, these factors will lead to increased flood risks in areas susceptible to
flooding, and to an increased risk of the occurrence of floods in some areas which are Flood risk has also been considered for the life of the development (from the construction-
not currently thought of as being at risk. A robust approach to flood risk managementis | decommissioning stages in the impact assessment within ES Chapter 24 Hydrology Hydrogeology and Flood
a vital element of climate change adaptation; The Applicant and the Secretary of State Risk (APP-079). This includes consideration (not exhaustive) of a 20% increase in peak rainfall intensity for
should take account of the policy on climate change adaptation in Section 4.10. the construction phase and a consideration of a 25% increase in rainfall intensity for the operational phase.
The aims of planning policy on development and flood risk are to ensure that flood risk
from all sources of flooding is taken into account at all stages in the planning process to
avoid inappropriate development in areas at risk of flooding, and to steer new
development to areas with the lowest risk of flooding.
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EN-1 Where new energy infrastructure is, exceptionally, necessary in flood risk areas (for Flood risk has been a guiding influence on the siting of the onshore infrastructure and the Applicant has
5.8.7-5.8.8 example where there are no reasonably available sites in areas at lower risk), policy undertaken sequential testing as discussed in sections 8.3 (OnSS) and 9.2(Onshore ECC) of ES Chapter 4
aims to make it safe for its lifetime without increasing flood risk elsewhere and, where Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059). The sequential test and exceptions Tests are
possible, by reducing flood risk overall. It should also be designed and constructed to included in the Flood Risk Assessments submitted alongside ES Chapter 24 Hydrology and Flood Risk (APP-
remain operational in times of flood. 079) as contained in Appendices 24.2 Flood Risk Assessment (Onshore ECC and 400kV cable corridor and
Proposals that aim to facilitate the relocation of existing energy infrastructure from 24.3 Flood Risk Assessment (OnSS) (APP-211 and APP-212 respectively).
unsustainable locations which are or will be at unacceptable risk of flooding, should be
supported where it would result in climate-resilient infrastructure. Whilst this is not possible for the entirety of the Project, the FRAs (see APP-211 and APP-212) demonstrate
that, as a result of the proposed mitigation, the Project will not result in significant effects with respect to
flood risk.
EN-1 If, following application of the Sequential Test, it is not possible, (taking into account ES Chapter 4 Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives (APP-059) outlines that flood risk has been
5.8.9-5.8.11 | wider sustainable development objectives), for the project to be located in areas of a guiding influence on the siting of theOnSS (see Sections 8.3 and 9.2 for discussion on the OnSS and
lower flood risk the Exception Test can be applied as defined in Onshore ECC respectively within the chapter.)
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-and-coastal-change#table2. The test provides
a method of allowing necessary development to go ahead in situations where suitable Flood Risk reporting has been undertaken within:
sites at lower risk of flooding are not available.
®  Chapter 24 Hydrology and Flood Risk (APP-079)
The Exception Test is only appropriate for use where the Sequential Test alone cannot ® Chapter 24, Appendix 3: Flood Risk Assessment OnSS (APP-212); and
deliver an acceptable site. It would only be appropriate to move onto the Exception Test B Chapter 24, Appendix 3: Flood Risk Assessment ECC and 400kV (APP-211).
when the Sequential Test has identified reasonably available, lower risk sites
appropriate for the proposed development where, accounting for wider sustainable Sections of the OnSS and ECC are located within flood zones 2 and 3. Therefore, in line with statutory
development objectives, application of relevant policies would provide a clear reason guidance the sequential and exception tests have been applied within the above FRAs, which both
for refusing development in any alternative locations identified. Examples could include | conclude that the perceived level of flood risk to, and caused by the construction, maintenance, and
alternative site(s) that are subject to national designations such as landscape, heritage operation of the onshore ECC is low, and the Project would be safe, without increasing flood risk
and nature conservation designations, for example AONBs, SSSIs and World Heritage elsewhere.
Sites (WHS) which would not usually be considered appropriate.
Both elements of the Exception Test will have to be satisfied for development to be With regard to the OnSS, the area within the vicinity of the connection point is characterised by Flood
consented. To pass the Exception Test it should be demonstrated that: Zone 3, with only a small number of pocket areas which are designated as Flood Zone 1 and 2. There
®  the project would provide wider sustainability benefits to the community that were no sites large enough of flood zone 1 and 2 to accommodate the OnSS in its entirety. Each of the
outweigh flood risk; and pocket areas were reviewed, and in comparison to the adopted site, were either considered to have a
the project will be safe for its lifetime taking account of the vulnerability of its users, higher flood risk due to their proximity to the River Welland (and therefore at higher flood risk in a
without increasing flood risk elsewhere, and, where possible will reduce flood risk breach scenario). ; or, were unable to accommodate the OnSS due to size constraints. The Applicant,
overall. while not able to wholly apportion their site on flood risk zone 1 or 2, continued to consider the small
EN-1 Development should be designed to ensure there is no increase in flood risk elsewhere, | Pockets of lower flood risk while also consulting supporting data and materials to aid in a site definition
58.12 accounting for the predicted impacts of climate change throughout the lifetime of the with the best possible flood resilience and did identify a suitable site partially in flood zone 2
development. There should be no net loss of floodplain storage and any deflection or
constriction of flood flow routes should be safely managed within the site. Mitigation With regard to the onshore ECC, given the extent of flood zone 3 between the landfall and connection
measures should make as much use as possible of natural flood management point, locating the onshore ECC outside of this flood zone would require a significant diversion (with an
techniques approximate 20km of additional cable) which would not be technically deliverable.
The Project is an NSIP for renewable energy generation and so demonstrates wider sustainability benefits
to the community that outweigh flood risk. As such it is considered that the first part of the Exception
Test is passed.
The flood risk modelling (as set out in the FRAs) has shown that during the operational phase of the
onshore ECC, the Project will not be at risk of flooding, and will not increase flood risk elsewhere. The
onshore ECC will only be at potential risk of flooding during the construction phase, which could lead to a
temporary increase in flood risk elsewhere during this phase. It is proposed that this is managed through
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appropriate mitigation measures comprising a Flood Management and Response Plan and Surface Water
Drainage Strategy for the construction phase which will be submitted as part of the final CoCP.
Based on the outcomes of the modelling undertaken and the findings of this as presented in Chapter 24,
Appendix 3: Flood Risk Assessment OnSS (APP-212, including the mitigation measures outlined in the FRA
(including design elements and an evacuation, access and egress measures), it is concluded that the Project
would be safe for its lifetime taking account of the vulnerability of its users, without increasing flood risk
elsewhere.
This is following the proposed mitigation which includes an Outline Surface Water Drainage Strategy
(SWDS) (document APP-273) and an Outline Code of Construction Practice (document APP-268) which set
out the principles and protocols to address potential drainage and flooding issues.
As summarised above, with further detail provided within the respective FRAs it can be concluded that the
Project would be safe for its lifetime taking account of the vulnerability of its users, without increasing
flood risk elsewhere, meeting the requirements of the Exception Test.
Applicant EN-1 A site-specific flood risk assessment should be provided for all energy projects in Flood
Assessment 5.8.13-5.8.14 | Zones 2 and 3 in England or Zones B and Cin Wales. In Flood Zone 1 in England or Zone The Applicant has submitted site specific flood risk assessments:
Ain Wales, an assessment should accompany all proposals involving: = ES Chapter 24 Appendix 24.2: Flood Risk Assessment: Onshore ECC and 400kV cable corridor
B  sites of 1 hectare or more; (APP-211);
= land which has been identified by the EA or NRW as having critical B ES Chapter 24 App