
 

 

 

SCOPING OPINION: 

Proposed Able Marine Energy Park 
Material Change 3 

Case Reference: TR0310001 

Adopted by the Planning Inspectorate (on behalf of the Secretary of State) 
pursuant to Regulation 10 of The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental 

Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 

26 February 2025 



Scoping Opinion for 
Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 

ii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

1. INTRODUCTION ................................................................................................... 1 

2. OVERARCHING COMMENTS ............................................................................. 3 

2.1 Description of the Proposed Development ............................................................ 3 
2.2 EIA Methodology and Scope of Assessment ........................................................ 5 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL ASPECT COMMENTS .......................................................... 7 

3.1 Geology, Hydrogeology and Ground Conditions  .................................................. 7 
3.2 Hydrodynamic and Sedimentary Regime  ............................................................. 9 
3.3 Water and Sediment Quality ............................................................................... 10 
3.4 Aquatic Ecology  ................................................................................................. 12 
3.5 Terrestrial Ecology and Birds  ............................................................................. 17 
3.6 Commercial and Recreational Fisheries  ............................................................. 20 
3.7 Drainage and Flood Risk  .................................................................................... 21 
3.8 Navigation  .......................................................................................................... 22 
3.9 Traffic and Transport ........................................................................................... 23 
3.10 Noise and Vibration ............................................................................................. 25 
3.11 Air Quality  ........................................................................................................... 26 
3.12 Marine Archaeology  ........................................................................................... 27 
3.13 Light .................................................................................................................... 28 
3.14 Landscape and Visual  ........................................................................................ 29 
3.15 Socio-Economic .................................................................................................. 30 
3.16 Aviation  .............................................................................................................. 31 
3.17 Waste .................................................................................................................. 32 
3.18 Health  ................................................................................................................. 33 
3.19 Climate Change  ................................................................................................. 34 
3.20 Major Accidents and/or Disasters  ....................................................................... 35 
3.21 Cumulative and In-Combination Effects  ............................................................. 36 
 
APPENDIX 1: CONSULTATION BODIES FORMALLY CONSULTED 

APPENDIX 2: RESPONDENTS TO CONSULTATION AND COPIES OF REPLIES 



Scoping Opinion for 
Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 

 

1 

1. INTRODUCTION 
1.0.1 On 17 January 2025, the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate) received an 

application for a Scoping Opinion from Able Humber Ports Ltd (the applicant) under 
regulation 10 of The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) 
Regulations 2017 (The EIA Regulations) for the proposed Able Marine Energy Park 
Material Change 3 (the proposed development). The applicant notified the Secretary 
of State (SoS) under regulation 8(1)(b) of those regulations that they propose to 
provide an Environmental Statement (ES) in respect of the proposed development 
and by virtue of regulation 6(2)(a), the proposed development is ‘EIA development'. 

1.0.2 The applicant provided the necessary information to inform a request under EIA 
regulation 10(3) in the form of a Scoping Report, available from: 

https://national-infrastructure-
consenting.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/TR0310001  

TR0310001-000003-AMEP Quay Material Change 3 EIA Scoping Report.pdf 

1.0.3 This document is the Scoping Opinion (the Opinion) adopted by the Inspectorate on 
behalf of the SoS. This Opinion is made on the basis of the information provided in 
the Scoping Report, reflecting the proposed development as currently described by 
the applicant. This Opinion should be read in conjunction with the applicant’s 
Scoping Report. 

1.0.4 The Inspectorate has set out in the following sections of this Opinion where it has / 
has not agreed to scope out certain aspects / matters on the basis of the information 
provided as part of the Scoping Report. The Inspectorate is content that the receipt 
of this Scoping Opinion should not prevent the applicant from subsequently agreeing 
with the relevant consultation bodies to scope such aspects / matters out of the ES, 
where further evidence has been provided to justify this approach. However, in order 
to demonstrate that the aspects / matters have been appropriately addressed, the 
ES should explain the reasoning for scoping them out and justify the approach 
taken. 

1.0.5 Before adopting this Opinion, the Inspectorate has consulted the ‘consultation 
bodies’ listed in appendix 1 in accordance with EIA regulation 10(6). A list of those 
consultation bodies who replied within the statutory timeframe (along with copies of 
their comments) is provided in appendix 2. These comments have been taken into 
account in the preparation of this Opinion.  

1.0.6 The Inspectorate has published a series of advice pages, including Advice Note 7: 
Environmental Impact Assessment: Preliminary Environmental Information, 
Screening and Scoping (AN7). AN7 and its annexes provide guidance on EIA 
processes during the pre-application stages and advice to support applicants in the 
preparation of their ES.  

1.0.7 Applicants should have particular regard to the standing advice in AN7, alongside 
other advice notes on the Planning Act 2008 (PA2008) process, available from: 

https://national-infrastructure-consenting.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/TR0310001
https://national-infrastructure-consenting.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/TR0310001
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/TR0310001-000003-AMEP%20Quay%20Material%20Change%203%20EIA%20Scoping%20Report.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/advice-note-seven-environmental-impact-assessment-process-preliminary-environmental-information-and-environmental-statements/
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/advice-note-seven-environmental-impact-assessment-process-preliminary-environmental-information-and-environmental-statements/
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/advice-note-seven-environmental-impact-assessment-process-preliminary-environmental-information-and-environmental-statements/
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https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-infrastructure-planning-advice-
notes 

Advice notes | National Infrastructure Planning (planninginspectorate.gov.uk) 

1.0.8 This Opinion should not be construed as implying that the Inspectorate agrees with 
the information or comments provided by the applicant in their request for an opinion 
from the Inspectorate. In particular, comments from the Inspectorate in this Opinion 
are without prejudice to any later decisions taken (e.g. on formal submission of the 
application) that any development identified by the applicant is necessarily to be 
treated as part of a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) or associated 
development or development that does not require development consent. 

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-infrastructure-planning-advice-notes
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/national-infrastructure-planning-advice-notes
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/
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2. OVERARCHING COMMENTS 

2.1 Description of the Proposed Development 

(Scoping Report Section 2 and 3) 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

2.1.1 Paragraphs 
2.2 and 2.9  

Construction of the 
quay in stages 2 
and 3  

Scoping Report paragraph 2.2 states that the construction of the quay will be completed in 
discreet stages. Whilst these are identified on Drawing AHP-030-00017, the stages of 
construction are not described. It also states that there would be no obligation to complete 
the whole of the quay within the specified timeframe.  
The Inspectorate considers that there is potential for the baseline to change over time and 
without estimated times for construction of the quay in stages 2 and 3, impacts may be 
unknown e.g. the intensity, timing and duration of dredging. It also brings into question the 
delivery of some of the mitigation measures, for example, those that are to be delivered 
following the completion of the quay including measures to protect sea defences as 
highlighted by the Environment Agency (EA).  
The ES should describe each phase of construction of the quay, explain what would initiate 
each phase to begin and over what timeframe it would be completed. Where there are 
multiple scenarios, the ES should describe the relevant worst-case scenario to the aspect 
being assessed and provide an assessment of likely significant effects in the relevant 
aspect chapters. 

2.1.2 Paragraphs 
2.2 and 2.10 
to 2.13 

Operation of the 
quay  

The ES should include a description of the change in operation including the expected 
nature of the redundant marine infrastructure and the parameters around its handling 
across the lifetime of the proposed development. This should include a description of any 
changes to transport movements including the number, routing, access, cargo and 
capacity and type.  

2.1.3 Section 3  Alternatives  The Scoping Report does not state that alternatives will be considered within the ES. The 
Inspectorate would expect to see a discrete section in the ES that provides details of the 
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ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 
reasonable alternatives studied in relation to the proposed development and the reasons 
for selecting the chosen option(s), including a comparison of the environmental effects. 

2.1.4 n/a  Characterisation of 
the rock for the 
berthing pocket  

The ES should characterise the rock which would be used in the berthing pocket, including 
determining its quality and suitability for use in the marine environment and whether ‘fines’ 
will be present. Where they are, this should inform the relevant ES aspect chapter 
assessments.  
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2.2 EIA Methodology and Scope of Assessment 

(Scoping Report Section 2 and 3) 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

2.2.1 n/a  Structure of the 
further updated ES  

It is unclear what chapters will be included in the ES and what format it will take.  
The ES should explain the format by which it updates the original ES (OES) and updated 
ES for Able Material Change 2 (UES) so that the content is clearly understood. It is 
advised this is set out in one of the initial chapters such as the introduction.  

2.2.2 n/a  Methodology for 
determining 
significance  

The Scoping Report does not include any description or intention to provide an overarching 
methodology to determine significance on the basis that it will be an updated to the original 
ES.  
The ES should include a chapter setting out the overarching methodology for the 
assessment, which clearly distinguishes effects that are 'significant' from 'non-significant' 
effects. Any departure from that methodology should be described in individual aspect 
assessment chapters.   

2.2.3 n/a  Surveys 
underpinning 
technical 
assessments  

The ES should identify any surveys that underpin the ES chapter assessments and include 
the timing of the surveys. For clarity, this information should be provided either in the 
introductory chapters of the ES (with confirmation that these timescales apply to all 
chapters), or in each aspect chapter. 

2.2.4 n/a Cross references 
and extracts of the 
OES and UES  

The Inspectorate notes that the assessment information in the Scoping Report cross refers 
to information in the OES and the UES for the proposed development. Several hyperlinks 
are presented which do not work.  
The applicant should ensure that the ES, as necessary, provides clear and consistent 
cross reference to the OES and UES. If information from the OES or UES is applicable to 
the material change application this should be clearly described and referenced. Where 
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ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 
specific information is drawn upon direct extracts or information should be included within 
the ES to avoid creating a ‘paperchase’.  

2.2.5 n/a Baseline conditions The Inspectorate notes that the Scoping Report proposes to conduct work to update 
baseline information, where relevant, as it relates to assessments previously undertaken in 
relation to the OES. The Inspectorate welcomes this but also considers that the ES should 
assess whether changes in the baseline have consequences for other assessment 
outcomes. For example, if updated baseline assessments for ecology affect the 
environmental importance of the receiving environment for a given receptor this may result 
in necessary consequential changes to proposed mitigation or compensation even though 
overall significance may not change. 
Where the ES updates any relevant baseline information, the methodology for doing this 
should be clearly set out in the front end and relevant aspect chapters so it is clear what 
baselines have been updated and how this has been implemented. Consultation should be 
undertaken with relevant bodies to inform appropriate baseline update and 
characterisation.   

2.2.6 Tables 2 and 
5 

Supporting 
evidence  

A number of statements are made without evidence to support them, for example, that the 
additional material to be dredged will not be contaminated and approximately 450,000 m3 
of the total dredged material will be chalk.  
The ES should provide supporting evidence for baseline characterisation and any 
assumptions made. The applicant should seek agreement with relevant consultees where 
practicable.  

2.2.7 n/a  Legislation, policy 
and guidance  

The Inspectorate notes that the OES was developed according to relevant legislation, 
policy and guidance applicable at that time. The matters addressed in the ES should be 
informed with reference to the most recent relevant legislation, policy and guidance.  
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3. ENVIRONMENTAL ASPECT COMMENTS 

3.1 Geology, Hydrogeology and Ground Conditions  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters to 
scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.1.1 Table 5  Impacts to Geology, 
Hydrogeology, 
Ground Conditions, 
Ground Gas from 
terrestrial works. 

The Inspectorate agrees that the proposed material change is unlikely to alter the 
characteristics of the impacts associated with terrestrial works. On this basis the 
Inspectorate agrees that the assessment of effects for these matters presented in the 
OES is unlikely to change. Further assessment beyond that presented in the OES is not 
required. 

 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.1.2 Tables 2 
and 5 

Characterisation of 
dredged material 

The Scoping Report states that the remaining dredged material that is not chalk would be 
silts, sands and clays. The EA (see Appendix 2 of this report) identifies certain 
characteristics of the chalk that have not been defined that may influence potential 
impacts and subsequently the conclusions of an assessment of likely significant effects. 
For example, the structure of the chalk may have implications for the effectiveness of 
dredging and disposal plans.  
The ES should adequately characterise the material to be dredged and disposed of and 
identify its intended disposal location(s) in order to inform a detailed assessment of the 
likely significant effects. The applicant should make effort to agree the approach to the 
characterisation and assessment with relevant consultation bodies. 

3.1.3 Table 5 Impacts from water 
transfer  

The proposed development is likely to result in chalk being dredged due to the increase in 
depth and area of dredging. The EA advises that chalk in the area of the proposed 
development is classified as a Principal Aquifer yielding groundwater supplies and 
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ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 
 provision of baseflow to watercourses (see Appendix 2 of this report). The ES should 

assess potential significant effects on groundwater and the chalk aquifer. This should 
include updated assessment of effects to chalk aquifer including potential saline intrusion 
and consideration of potential fracturing in the chalk.  
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3.2 Hydrodynamic and Sedimentary Regime  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.2.1 n/a n/a No matters have been proposed to be scoped out of the assessment. 
 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.2.2 n/a Climate change 
projections  

There is no discussion of climate change projections informing the assessment of 
hydrodynamic and sedimentary regimes. The ES should apply the latest climate change 
projections to the assessment and explain how this alters the baseline or any potential 
likely significant effects.  
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3.3 Water and Sediment Quality 

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters to 
scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.3.1 Table 5  Changes in ambient 
water temperature – 
construction  

The Scoping Report identifies that no significant effects have previously been reported for 
changes in ambient water temperature. The Inspectorate agrees to scope this matter out 
on the basis that the ES demonstrates that any temperature increases are negligible. If 
this cannot be demonstrated, the ES should include an assessment of any potential 
significant effects.  

3.3.2 Table 5  Site run-off and storm 
drainage – 
construction  

The Inspectorate agrees that on the basis no changes are proposed to the arrangements 
for site and storm drainage, no significant effects are likely to occur and this matter can 
be scoped out of further assessment.  

3.3.3 Table 5  Indirect impacts to 
water quality at 
Cleethorpes Beach – 
construction  

The Inspectorate agrees that as Cleethorpes Beach is located at some distance from the 
proposed development and is unlikely to experience significant effects from the proposed 
changes, this matter may be scoped out of further assessment.  

3.3.4 Table 5 Indirect impacts to 
water quality at 
designated sites from 
changes in dissolved 
oxygen levels – 
construction  

This is scoped out on the basis that the effects would be no different than as assessed in 
the OES. However, considering the change in the volume of material to be dredged and 
the fact that maintenance dredging is scoped in, the Inspectorate does not agree to scope 
this matter out.  
Unless otherwise agreed with relevant statutory bodies, the ES should include detail on 
the proposed intervals, duration and volumes for dredging to inform an assessment of 
likely significant effects from changes in dissolved oxygen. The applicant should make 
efforts to agree the approach to this assessment with the relevant consultation bodies. If it 



Scoping Opinion for 
Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 

 

11 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters to 
scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

is agreed with these bodies that an assessment is not required then the ES should 
provide evidence of this agreement. 

3.3.5 Table 5 Impacts to water 
quality from drainage 
of foul water, sewage 
and trade effluent, 
accidental leaks, 
spills or litter – 
operation  

The Scoping Report identifies that there would be no operational changes that could 
affect drainage of foul water from sewage and trade effluent, accidental leaks and spills, 
or litter. The Inspectorate notes that the proposed development includes a change in 
existing cargo restrictions and allows for redundant marine structures to be handled which 
has potential to lead to water quality risks from materials, chemicals and oils etc.  
The ES should provide detail on the types of redundant marine structures that will be 
handled, how they will be handled and what vessels will be used to transport them. The 
ES should include an assessment of likely significant effects where they are likely to 
occur, based on a worst case scenario as advised in the Inspectorate’s advice page on 
application of the Rochdale envelope. The applicant should make efforts to agree the 
approach with the relevant consultation bodies.  

 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.3.6 n/a  Impacts to 
abstractions and 
outfalls 

The Inspectorate notes the advice from the EA in relation to potential impacts on the 
Killingholme Power Plant intake/outfall and the Uniper outfall. Unless otherwise agreed 
with relevant statutory bodies, the ES should include an assessment of potential impacts 
from the proposed development to existing abstractions, infalls and outfalls. If it is agreed 
with these bodies that an assessment is not required then the ES should provide 
evidence of this agreement. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/nationally-significant-infrastructure-projects-advice-note-nine-rochdale-envelope
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/nationally-significant-infrastructure-projects-advice-note-nine-rochdale-envelope
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3.4 Aquatic Ecology  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.4.1 Table 5 Disturbance to fish 
from construction 
activity noise and 
vibration due to 
dredging and vessel 
movement – during 
construction 

This matter is proposed to be scoped out on the basis that there are existing requirements 
in the Deemed Marine Licence that control piling times and that the same level of noise 
would be produced but over a longer period of time.  
The Inspectorate considers that there is no evidence to support the statement that the 
same noise level over a longer period of time would not increase potential impacts to 
disturbance to fish from construction activity. It is unclear whether there are changes in the 
methodology and frequency of construction activities. Additionally, the increase in vessel 
activity is not quantified. The Inspectorate considers that there is potential for significant 
effects on fish species during construction. 
In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear agreement with 
relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope these 
matters from the assessment. Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of these 
matters, taking into account any migratory or breeding seasons of the relevant fish species 
or the information referred to demonstrating agreement with the relevant consultation 
bodies and the absence of a LSE.  

3.4.2 Table 5 Disturbance to fish 
and fish larvae/eggs 
from habitat loss 
and disturbance –
dredge disposal 
during construction  
And  

The Scoping Report states that the proposed change would increase vessel movements 
during construction however, the area would be small, the impacts short term and fish by 
nature are a mobile species and will avoid the area of disturbance, returning once 
construction has ceased. Additionally, it states that there would be no new sources of 
noise and vibration beyond what has already been assessed.  
However, the Inspectorate notes that in Scoping Report paragraph 2.9 it states that the 
construction of the quay would not be within any specified timeframe. In addition, the 
increase in vessel movements has not been quantified. The Scoping Report does not 
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ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

Disturbance to fish 
from habitat loss 
and construction 
activity noise and 
vibration – quay 
construction 
And  
Disturbance to 
marine mammals 
from construction 
activity noise and 
vibration – from 
quay construction 

reference what fish or marine mammals are likely to be impacted in this area. The 
Inspectorate considers that the characterisation of the impact may be different from what 
was previously assessed, for example, in terms of extent, intensity and duration.   
The Inspectorate considers that insufficient evidence has been provided and in the 
absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear agreement with relevant 
statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope these matters from 
the assessment. The ES should provide an assessment of likely significant effects 
explaining what receptors are likely to be affected and over what time periods or else use 
this evidence to justify scoping this matter out. This should take into account any migratory 
and breeding seasons of species that use the Humber Estuary. The applicant should make 
efforts to agree the approach with relevant consultation bodies. If it is later agreed with 
these bodies that an assessment is not required, then the ES should provide evidence of 
this agreement. 

3.4.3 Table 5 Habitat disturbance 
from water quality 
changes in the 
vicinity of outfalls –
quay construction 

Please see box 3.3.1 of this Scoping Opinion.  
The Scoping Report identifies that no significant effects have previously been reported for 
changes in ambient water temperature. The Inspectorate agrees to scope this matter out 
on the basis that the ES demonstrates that any temperature increases are negligible. If this 
cannot be demonstrated, the ES should include an assessment of any potential significant 
effects.   

3.4.4 Table 5 Disturbance to 
marine mammals 
from reduced prey 
availability – from 
quay construction 

The Scoping Report argues that there is no pathway for the proposed changes to quay 
design to impact fish different from that assessed in the OES. 
However, on the basis that the Inspectorate does not agree to scope out disturbance to 
fish and fish larvae in boxes 3.4.1 and 3.4.2 above, the Inspectorate does not agree to 
scope out this matter. In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear 
agreement with relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to 
scope this matter out of further assessment. The ES should include an assessment of this 
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ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

matter and any likely significant effects associated. The applicant should make efforts to 
agree the approach with relevant consultation bodies. If it is later agreed with these bodies 
that an assessment is not required, then the ES should provide evidence of this 
agreement. 

3.4.5 Table 5 Impacts to all 
aquatic ecological 
receptors from 
construction run-off 

The Inspectorate agrees that on the basis no changes are proposed to the site drainage 
arrangements, no significant effects are likely to occur and this matter can be scoped out 
of further assessment. 

3.4.6 Table 5 Disturbance to fish 
due to the 
operational noise of 
an increased 
number of vessels – 
operation  

The Scoping Report states that the proposed development will not result in a significant 
change in the number of operational vessels, but the change in the number of vessels is 
not stated. It states that the noise impacts with the associated activities are within the 
envelope of what has already been assessed in the ES and no new impacts are identified.  
Considering the proposed change in restrictions on cargo handling, it is unclear what the 
changes in vessel movements and vessel type would be. The scoping report does not 
reference what fish are likely to be impacted in this area. The Inspectorate considers that 
the characterisation of the impact may be different from what was previously assessed, for 
example, in terms of extent, intensity and duration.   
The Inspectorate considers that insufficient evidence has been provided and in the 
absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear agreement with relevant 
statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope these matters from 
the assessment. The ES should provide an assessment of likely significant effects or else 
provide evidence to justify scoping this matter out. This should take into account any 
migratory and breeding seasons of species that use the Humber Estuary. The applicant 
should make efforts to agree the approach with relevant consultation bodies. If it is later 
agreed with these bodies that an assessment is not required, then the ES should provide 
evidence of this agreement.  
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ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.4.7 Tables 2 
and 5  

Impacts from habitat 
loss  

The Scoping Report does not state the updated amount of habitat to be lost as a result of 
the proposed changes other than it will be ‘less’ than the habitat loss reported in the UES.  
The Inspectorate notes the concerns expressed by Natural England that there is potential 
for additional loss from the proposed dolphins and changes in parameters of the quay.  
The ES should confirm the updated footprint of total habitat loss in the context of the 
updated dimensions of the quay berthing pocket, dolphins and the proposed amounts of 
dredged material. Where this has potential to lead to likely significant effects, this should 
be assessed in the ES.  

 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.4.8 Table 5  Indirect changes to 
habitats from 
project-induced 
changes in 
hydrodynamic and 
morphodynamic 
regime – from quay 
construction 

The Scoping Report states that the proposed design changes to the quay may affect the 
hydrodynamic regime from that previously assessed. It is proposed that if the ES 
concludes that the hydrodynamic and morphodynamic effects do result in a noticeable 
change then indirect changes to habitats will be scoped into the updated assessment, 
however if there is no noticeable change then indirect changes to habitats will be scoped 
out of the ES. The ES should include evidence to support any conclusions reached. Efforts 
should be made to seek agreement with the relevant consultation bodies on the approach 
and outcome to the updated assessment. 

3.4.9 Table 5  Effects from dredge 
arisings on benthic 
communities and 
habitat loss  

The Scoping Report states that disposal activities assessed in the UES at the disposal 
sites did not identify adverse effects on the benthic invertebrates and that the sites are 
subject to high quantities of material disposal each year. It therefore assumes that any 
effects will be temporary. Whilst loss of subtidal habitat and benthic communities from 
dredge spoil disposal is scoped in, the Inspectorate considers that the Scoping Report may 
underestimate the potential impacts that should be assessed in this regard. As the nature 
of the dredged material has changed to include chalk, this has a differing composition to 
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ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 
the material previously assessed and therefore has potential to increase risk to benthic 
communities.  
The ES should appropriately characterise the material to be dredged and take the 
composition of the material into account when assessing likely significant effects and this 
should be used to inform an appropriate means and location for disposal. Effort should be 
made to seek agreement with the relevant consultation bodies on the approach. 

3.4.10 n/a  Effects from 
Invasive Non-Native 
Species (INNS)   

The Scoping Report does not refer to INNS although the Inspectorate considers that the 
proposed development identifies impact pathways that may increase the risk of introducing 
INNS; via infilling, increase in vessel movements during construction and operation and 
through the handling of redundant marine structures.  
The ES should include an assessment of significant effects from transportation of INNS 
where they are likely to occur. The ES should describe any relevant mitigation measures 
and explain how they are secured.  
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3.5 Terrestrial Ecology and Birds  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.5.1 Table 5 Indirect effects from 
hydrodynamic and 
morphodynamic 
regime changes to 
ornithology   

Where changes are identified in the hydrodynamic and morphodynamic regimes, direct 
effects to ornithology are proposed to be assessed. Where changes to these regimes are 
not identified, indirect effects are proposed to be scoped out.  
On the basis that no evidence is presented in the Scoping Report and that relevant matters 
are scoped in for the hydrodynamic and sedimentary regime and geology, hydrogeology 
and ground conditions chapters, the Inspectorate considers that this matter should be 
scoped in for further assessment. The ES should include clear cross reference to other 
relevant aspect chapter assessments, such as hydrodynamic and sedimentary regimes, 
where they inform the assessment of indirect effects to ornithology and make efforts to 
agree the approach with the relevant consultees.   

3.5.2 Tables 2 
and 5  

Effects on 
ornithology from 
habitat loss  

Please see box 3.4.7 of this Scoping Opinion.  
Where habitat loss has potential to lead to likely significant effects, this should be 
assessed in the ES, unless otherwise agreed with the relevant consultation bodies. If it is 
later agreed with these bodies that an assessment is not required, then the ES should 
provide evidence of this agreement. 

3.5.3 Table 5 Impacts to terrestrial 
habitats and species  

The Scoping Report explains that no changes are proposed to the terrestrial works which 
would have any direct impact on terrestrial habitats and species. However, the 
Inspectorate notes that the terrestrial works include the diversion of a footpath, the 
parameters of which are not discussed, operational activities include additional vehicle 
movements which may directly impact ecology, or indirectly eg through changes in air 
quality, and there is potential for the ecological baseline to have changed since the 
submission of the UES. In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating 
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ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

clear agreement with relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to 
agree to scope this matter out of further assessment. The ES should provide an updated 
baseline and assess any significant effects from identified terrestrial works which are likely 
to occur during construction and operation. The applicant should make efforts to agree the 
approach with relevant consultation bodies. If it is later agreed with these bodies that an 
assessment is not required, then the ES should provide evidence of this agreement 

3.5.4 Table 5 Noise impacts  This is scoped out on the basis that specific mitigation to limit noise levels at sensitive 
receptors is already provided for in the requirements of the Development Consent Order 
(DCO) and that noise impacts would predominantly occur from piling. There is no mention 
of noise impacts from the diversion of a footpath or from the change in activities at the 
quay either during construction or operation eg handling and dismantling of redundant 
marine infrastructure. There also may have been natural changes to the ecological 
baseline. On this basis the Inspectorate does not agree to scope this matter out. The ES 
should provide an updated baseline and assess any significant effects from identified 
terrestrial works which are likely to occur. The applicant should also make effort to agree 
the sufficiency of existing mitigation measures with relevant consultation bodies. If it is later 
agreed with these bodies that an assessment is not required, then the ES should provide 
evidence of this agreement 

 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.5.5 n/a  Confidential 
Annexes 

Public bodies have a responsibility to avoid releasing environmental information that could 
bring about harm to sensitive or vulnerable ecological features. Specific survey and 
assessment data relating to the presence and locations of species such as badgers, rare 
birds and plants that could be subject to disturbance, damage, persecution, or commercial 
exploitation resulting from publication of the information, should be provided in the ES as a 
confidential annex. All other assessment information should be included in an ES chapter, 
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ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 
as normal, with a placeholder explaining that a confidential annex has been submitted to 
the Inspectorate and may be made available subject to request. 

3.5.6 n/a  Cherry Cobb Sands 
compensation site  

The Inspectorate considers that there is potential for the proposed development to impact 
habitats and bird distribution eg through alterations in dredging quantities, arisings and 
changes in vessel movements.  
The Inspectorate considers that the ES should assess whether the effects on designated 
site features are such that they would introduce new or different significant effects.  
The Inspectorate notes that there is no change proposed to the compensation provision 
being provided. The Cherry Cobb Sands compensation proposal was established on the 
basis of the anticipated harm to the Humber Estuary Special Protected Area. The updated 
assessment should therefore consider whether the original impacts of the proposed 
development to qualifying features are likely to change and confirm if the compensation 
proposed remains appropriate in these circumstances. 
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3.6 Commercial and Recreational Fisheries  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.6.1 Table 5  Whole aspect  The Scoping Report scopes this matter out on the basis that the UES compared the 
potential changes to the commercial and recreational fisheries of the area against 
conditions described in the OES baseline and no significant effects were identified. The 
Scoping Report considers that as the proposed development is similar to the project 
description in the UES, no significant effects are likely to occur. It also provides a brief 
description of the baseline environment in terms of commercial and recreational fishing.  
The Inspectorate agrees that this matter may be scoped out on the basis that the ES 
includes updated baseline information to demonstrate that there has been no material 
change in the importance of the location for commercial fisheries. Where there is a 
material changes in the baseline, the ES should assess any new of different significant 
effects. 

 



Scoping Opinion for 
Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 

 

21 

3.7 Drainage and Flood Risk  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect to 
scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.7.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  The Scoping Report states that the quay level remains the same as that assessed in the 
UES. The Scoping Report confirms that no changes are proposed to the surface water 
and foul drainage arrangements and therefore there would be no potential for a change in 
the likely significant effects assessed.  
However, there is a change in the timeframe of construction of the quay with the 
possibility that construction does not need to be completed. As the OES identified 
required measures to mitigate adverse impacts from waves on sea defences as a result 
of the completion and presence of the quay infrastructure, this change in timeframe may 
now alter the conclusions of the assessment and effectiveness and timeliness of 
mitigation.  
In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear agreement with 
relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope these 
matters from the assessment. The ES should provide an updated assessment of likely 
significant effects taking into account the changes in construction programme and 
timeframes and updated climate change projections. The ES should explain how this 
alters the requirements of mitigation, explain how it will be secured and demonstrate any 
relevant agreement with consultees.  
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3.8 Navigation  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.8.1 n/a n/a No matters have been proposed to be scoped out of the assessment. 
The applicant should make efforts to agree the approach to the assessment in the ES with 
the relevant consultation bodies. 

 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.8.2 n/a Update to 
Navigational Risk 
Assessment (NRA) 

It is not clear from the wording in the Scoping Report if the NRA will be updated. On the 
basis that the type of vessels serving the proposed development will change, the amount 
of material to be dredged has altered and waste may be transported by sea, the 
Inspectorate considers that will be required  to inform the ES assessment.  
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3.9 Traffic and Transport 

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.9.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  This is proposed to be scoped out on the basis that the predicted additional 1500 vehicle 
movements in and out of the site per year to remove additional waste would occur across 
the calendar year with a maximum increase of up to 10 vehicle movements per hour. It is 
further stated that if the traffic movements are spread over several periods, then this would 
not give rise to significant effects.  
However, the Scoping Report does not confirm whether this would remain below the 
threshold of significance in line with relevant guidance and it is unclear how much of the 
waste is to be transported via road. There are currently no suggested measures committed 
to, to ensure that movements would, and could be spread across the year.  
In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear agreement with 
relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope these 
matters from the assessment. 
The ES should characterise the transport arrangements including the number of 
anticipated movements for vehicles, rail and vessels, carrying capacity, type of materials 
being transported, timing, duration and routing. It should include a description of mitigation 
measures to control/minimise impacts from transportation and explain where these are 
secured. Evidence of any agreements with relevant consultation bodies should be set out 
in the ES. 
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ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.9.2 Paragraph 
2.2 

Diversion to 
footpath 

Changes to the permanent works include an amendment to the diversion of Footpath 50 
with a new section authorised from the junction of Station Road and Rosper Road up to the 
junction of Marsh Lane and Rosper Road. The footpath is identified by consultees as part 
of the England coast path.  
Impacts to the footpath as a result of the proposed change to the approved route should be 
assessed where there is potential for likely significant effects to occur.  
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3.10 Noise and Vibration 

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.10.1 Table 5  Whole aspect  The Scoping Report proposes to scope out an assessment of noise and vibration on the 
basis that the proposed development will not result in any new or different noise impacts or 
vibration during construction. It also states that appropriate mitigation has been secured 
through the DCO and the amended quay will be constructed in accordance with this 
mitigation. Additionally, operational noise impacts associated with the handling of 
redundant marine structures across the quay would not be of a level to warrant an 
assessment of significant effects.  
The Inspectorate considers that insufficient information has been provided regarding 
changes to potential noise impacts from the proposed increase in size of the berthing 
pocket, depth of dredging, infilling, handling of marine structures and transport movements 
to support reasoning to scope this aspect out.   
The Inspectorate considers that the ES should include the identified information to support 
the assumptions made or should include an updated assessment of the likely significant 
effects for marine and terrestrial noise receptors associated with the proposed change. 
The applicant should make efforts to agree with relevant consultation bodies the 
sufficiency of existing mitigation measures in light of the proposed changes and more up to 
date understanding of the likely effects to marine ecology from underwater noise impacts. 
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3.11 Air Quality  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.11.1 Table 5 and 
para 2.12 

Whole aspect  The Scoping Report proposes to scope out an assessment of air quality on the basis that 
air quality levels were assessed to be not significant in the UES and that the proposed 
development is not expected to give rise to materially different levels of emissions to air. 
The Inspectorate notes that redundant structures would be transported from the quay to an 
area designated for demolition with an anticipated maximum of 30,000 tonnes of scrap and 
other waste removed from the site annually, either by road, rail or sea.  
In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear agreement with 
relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope this matter 
from the assessment. On that basis the Inspectorate does not agree that an updated air 
quality assessment can be scoped out from the ES. Any significant effects on air quality 
associated with increased transportation movements and demolition of redundant 
structures should be assessed. The Applicant’s attention is also drawn to the Defra interim 
planning guidance on consideration of PM2.5 in the planning process (see https://uk-
air.defra.gov.uk/pm25targets/planning). The ES should explain how key sources of air 
pollution within the proposed development have been identified and how action has been 
taken to minimise emissions of PM2.5 or its precursors. 
The applicant should make efforts to agree the scope of the updated assessment for air 
quality with relevant consultation bodies. If it is later agreed with these bodies that an 
assessment is not required then the ES should provide evidence of this agreement. 

 
 
  

https://uk-air.defra.gov.uk/pm25targets/planning
https://uk-air.defra.gov.uk/pm25targets/planning
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3.12 Marine Archaeology  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.12.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  The Scoping Report proposes to scope this aspect out on the basis that as the 
construction of the quay would take place under the existing Written Scheme of 
Investigation (WSI), it is considered that the proposed amendments would not give rise to 
any new or different effects on the historic environment.  
The Inspectorate notes the concerns expressed by Historic England on this approach (see 
Appendix 2 of this report).  In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating 
clear agreement with relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to 
agree to scope this matter from the assessment. The ES should review the impacts of the 
deeper berthing pocket and increased dredge quantities and consider the implications of 
the updated hydrodynamic and sedimentary regime assessments, particularly where 
impacts from erosion or accretion of sediment may have changed from the original 
assessment. In the event that there is potential for new or different significant effects from 
those previously reported, the ES should either demonstrate that the existing WSI will 
provide sufficient mitigation for these effects or provide an updated assessment of effects 
on marine archaeology. 
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3.13 Light 

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.13.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  The Inspectorate agrees this aspect can be scoped out on the basis that the ES confirms 
there are no changes are proposed to the lighting levels or area of spill from that described 
in the OES and UES. 
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3.14 Landscape and Visual  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.14.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  The Scoping Report concludes that amendments to the proposed design are not material 
in the context of landscape and visual impacts and will not result in any new or different 
effects. However, the Scoping Report does not discuss the potential changes related to the 
change in handling of cargo at the site eg dismantling of redundant marine infrastructure. 
In the absence of information such as evidence demonstrating clear agreement with 
relevant statutory bodies, the Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope these 
matters from the assessment. Accordingly the ES should include an assessment of these 
matters or the information referred to demonstrating agreement with the relevant 
consultation bodies and the absence of a LSE.   

 
 
  



Scoping Opinion for 
Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 

 

30 

3.15 Socio-Economic 

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.15.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  The Scoping Report states that there would be no new or different socio-economic impacts 
to those previously reported in the OES or UES. Based on the description of the proposed 
development and likely impacts, the Inspectorate agrees that this aspect can be scoped 
out. 
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3.16 Aviation  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.16.1 Table 5  Whole aspect The Inspectorate agrees that as the proposed development does not include construction 
of any tall structures beyond that assessed in the OES and UES, significant effects are not 
likely to occur and this matter may be scoped out.  
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3.17 Waste 

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.17.1 n/a n/a No matters have been proposed to be scoped out of the assessment 
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3.18 Health  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.18.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  The Inspectorate agrees that the proposed development would not lead to any new or 
different health impacts and therefore this aspect can be scoped out as a separate topic.  
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3.19 Climate Change  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.19.1 Table 5 Whole aspect The Scoping Report identifies that the UES included consideration of carbon dioxide (CO2) 
emissions, flood risk and climate change, hydrodynamics and adaptation of the 
development design. This aspect is proposed to be scoped out on the grounds that 
differences in the assessment since the assessment undertaken for the UES would not 
give rise to any additional effects. However, this is not supported by any evidence of 
comparative changes such as increases in vessel movements and change in vessel type 
as a result of the proposed development.  
Additionally, the EA highlight that the change in construction timeframes may undermine 
the vulnerability of the proposed development to wave action that has potential to increase 
over time as a result of climate change.   
The Inspectorate does not agree to scope this aspect out of further assessment. The ES 
should include an assessment of impacts to and from climate change in terms of 
vulnerability and exacerbation of effects and effects from Greenhouse Gas (GHG) 
emissions.  
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3.20 Major Accidents and/or Disasters  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed aspect 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.20.1 Table 5 Whole aspect  The Scoping Report states that the differences in the assessment since the assessment 
undertaken for the UES would not give rise to any new or additional effects.  
The Inspectorate does not agree to scope this matter out. Please see boxes 3.8.2 and 
3.7.1 in relation to this matter.  
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3.21 Cumulative and In-Combination Effects  

(Scoping Report Table 5) 

ID Ref Applicant’s 
proposed matters 
to scope out 

Inspectorate’s comments 

3.21.1 n/a n/a No matters have been proposed to be scoped out of the assessment 
 

ID Ref Description Inspectorate’s comments 

3.21.2 n/a  Approach to 
assessment of 
cumulative effects  

Little information has been provided on the approach to updating the cumulative and in-
combination assessments. For clarity, the applicant should seek and provide evidence of 
agreement with the relevant consultation bodies regarding the extent of the study area and 
developments and matters to be included in the cumulative assessment.  

3.21.3 Paragraph 
4.16  

Implemented 
schemes 

Scoping Report paragraph 4.16 identifies that there were a number of cumulative schemes 
which were assessed cumulatively within the UES. These schemes are not identified in the 
Scoping Report and it is not explained how they will be treated ie if they will inform an 
updated baseline. The ES should characterise an up to date baseline explaining how and 
which implemented schemes have informed this.  
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APPENDIX 1: CONSULTATION BODIES FORMALLY 
CONSULTED 

 

TABLE A1: PRESCRIBED CONSULTATION BODIES 

Bodies prescribed in schedule 1 of The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed 
Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 (as amended) (the ‘APFP Regulations (as 
amended)’) 

 

SCHEDULE 1 
DESCRIPTION  

ORGANISATION 

The Secretary of State for 
Defence 

Ministry of Defence 

The relevant parish council 
or, where the application 
relates to land in Wales or 
Scotland, the relevant 
community council 

Great Limber Parish Council 

Sunk Island Parish Council 

Paull Parish Council 

Thorngumbald Parish Council  

Preston Parish Council  

Keyingham Parish Council  

Ottringham Parish Council  

Hedon Parish Council  

Immingham Parish Council  

Habrough Parish Council  

South Killingholme Parish Council  

Thornton Curtis Parish Council  

Ulceby Parish Council  

North Killingholme Parish Council  

East Halton Parish Council  

Goxhill Parish Council  

The Environment Agency  The Environment Agency 
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SCHEDULE 1 
DESCRIPTION  

ORGANISATION 

Natural England Natural England  

The Forestry Commission Yorkshire and North East Forestry Commission  

The Historic Buildings and 
Monuments Commission for 
England (known as Historic 
England) 

Historic England  

The Joint Nature 
Conservation Committee 

Joint Nature Conservation Committee  

The Maritime and Coastguard 
Agency 

Maritime & Coastguard Agency 

The Maritime and Coastguard 
Agency - Regional Office 

The Maritime and Coastguard Agency – North East 
England Marine Office  

The relevant internal 
drainage board 

South Holderness Internal Drainage Board 

North East Linsey Drainage Board 

Trinity House Trinity House 

The relevant Highways 
Authority 

East Riding of Yorkshire Council 

North Lincolnshire Council 

North East Lincolnshire Council 

National Highways 

The Civil Aviation Authority Civil Aviation Authority 

The Health and Safety 
Executive 

Health and Safety Executive  

United Kingdom Health 
Security 
Agency, an executive agency 
of the Department of Health 
and Social Care 

United Kingdom Health Security 
Agency 

NHS England NHS England 

Mining Remediation Authority The Coal Authority  
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SCHEDULE 1 
DESCRIPTION  

ORGANISATION 

The Crown Estate 
Commissioners 

The Crown Estate 

The relevant police authority Humberside Police and Crime Commissioner 

The relevant ambulance 
service 

Yorkshire Ambulance Service 

The relevant fire and rescue 
authority 

Humberside Fire and Rescue Service 

 
 

TABLE A2: RELEVANT STATUTORY UNDERTAKERS 

‘Statutory undertaker’ is defined in The APFP Regulations (as amended) as having the same 
meaning as in section 127 of the Planning Act 2008 (PA2008) 

 

STATUTORY 
UNDERTAKER  

ORGANISATION 

The relevant Integrated Care 
Board 

NHS Humber and North Yorkshire Integrate Care Board 
(ICB) 

NHS England NHS England 

The relevant NHS Trust Yorkshire Ambulance Service NHS Trust 

Railways Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd  

Dock and Harbour authority ABP Humber Estuary Services  

Associated British Ports (ABP) 

Civil Aviation Authority Civil Aviation Authority 

Licence Holder (Chapter 1 Of 
Part 1 Of Transport Act 2000) 

NATS En-Route Safeguarding 

Universal Service Provider Royal Mail Group 

The relevant Environment 
Agency 

The Environment Agency 

Anglian Water  
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STATUTORY 
UNDERTAKER  

ORGANISATION 

The relevant water and sewage 
undertaker 

Yorkshire Water  

The relevant public gas 
transporter 

Cadent Gas Limited 

Northern Gas Networks Limited 

Scotland Gas Networks Plc  

Southern Gas Networks Plc  

CNG Services Ltd 

Energy Assets Pipelines Limited 

ESP Connections Ltd  

ESP Networks Ltd  

ES Pipelines Ltd  

ESP Pipelines Ltd  

Fulcrum Pipelines Limited  

GTC Pipelines Limited  

Independent Pipelines Limited  

Quadrant Pipelines Limited  

Harlaxton Gas Networks Limited 

Indigo Pipelines Limited 

Inovyn Enterprises Ltd 

Last Mile Gas Ltd 

Leep Gas Networks Limited 

Mua Gas Limited 

Stark Works 

National Gas  
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STATUTORY 
UNDERTAKER  

ORGANISATION 

The relevant electricity 
generator with CPO Powers 

Heron Renewable Energy Plant 

Killingholme Power Station 

Saltend Power Station 

VPI Immingham OCGT 

Immingham CHP 

South Humber Bank Energy Centre 

The relevant electricity 
distributor with CPO Powers 

Northern Powergrid (Northeast) Limited 

Northern Powergrid (Yorkshire) plc 

Advanced Electricity Networks Ltd 

Aidien Ltd 

Aurora Utilities Ltd 

Eclipse Power Network Limited 

Energy Assets Networks Limited 

ESP Electricity Limited  

Fulcrum Electricity Assets Limited 

Green Generation Energy Networks Cymru Ltd 

Harlaxton Energy Networks Limited 

Independent Distribution Connection Specialists Ltd 

Independent Power Networks Limited 

The Electricity Network Company Limited  

Indigo Power Limited 

Last Mile Electricity Ltd 

Leep Electricity Networks Limited 

Mua Electricity Limited 

Optimal Power Networks Limited  
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STATUTORY 
UNDERTAKER  

ORGANISATION 

Stark Infra-Electricity Ltd 

UK Power Distribution Limited 

Utility Assets Limited 

Vattenfall Networks Limited 

UK Power Networks Limited 

The relevant electricity 
transmitter with CPO Powers 

Diamond Transmission Partners Hornsea One Limited 

Diamond Transmission Partners Hornsea Two Limited 

Humber Gateway OFTO Limited 

National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc 

National Grid Electricity System Operation Limited 

TC Westermost Rough OFTO Limited 

 

TABLE A3: LOCAL AUTHORITIES AS DEFINED IN SECTION 43(3) OF THE PA2008 
 

LOCAL AUTHORITY 

West Lindsey District Council 

Bassetlaw District Council  

City of York Council  

City of Doncaster Council 

North Yorkshire Council 

Hull City Council 

North East Lincolnshire Council 

Nottinghamshire County Council 

Lincolnshire County Council  

East Riding of Yorkshire Council 

North Lincolnshire Council 
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TABLE A4: THE MARINE MANAGEMENT ORGANISATION  

Section 42(1)(a) of the PA2008 requires consultation with the Marine Management 
Organisation in any case where the proposed development would affect, or would be likely 
to affect, any of the areas specified in subsection 42(2). 

ORGANISATION 

The Marine Management Organisation  
 

TABLE A5: NON-PRESCRIBED CONSULTATION BODIES 
 

ORGANISATION 

York and North Yorkshire Combined Authority 

Royal National Lifeboat Institution 
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APPENDIX 2: RESPONDENTS TO CONSULTATION AND 
COPIES OF REPLIES 

 
 

CONSULTATION BODIES WHO REPLIED BY THE STATUTORY DEADLINE: 

Associated British Ports  

Associated British Ports Harbour Master  

Cadent Gas  

Coal Authority  

Environment Agency  

Forestry Commission  

Health and Safety Executive  

Health Security Agency 

Historic England  

Joint Nature Conservation Committee   

Marine Management Organisation  

Maritime and Coastguard Agency 

National Highways  

NATS  

Natural England  

North Lincolnshire Council  

North Yorkshire Council  

West Lindsey District Council  

Witham Internal Drainage Board  

Yorkshire Water  
 





























































Dear PINS 

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact 
Assessment) Regulations 2017 (The EIA Regulations) – Regulations 10 and 11 

Application by Able Humber Ports Ltd (the applicant) for an Order granting Development 
Consent for the Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 (the proposed development) 

 Thank you for consulting Historic England as a statutory consultee on this NSIP. 

 We note at the applicant proposes to scope our Marine Archaeological matters from the 
Environmental Statement for Material Change 3.  The applicant justifies this on the basis that 
an approved Written Scheme of Archaeological Investigation is in place and that this was 
address any impacts such that they were not in EIA terms ‘significant’.  

 This assessment appears reasonable, but safeguards are necessary in relation to the 
applicability of the existing approved Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI). 

 If the SoS is minded that Marine Archaeological matters can be scoped out from the MC3 EIA 
we request that any consent for MC3 secures review and re-submission of the Written 
Scheme of Investigation previously approved by the Local Authority under requirement 17 
(Archaeology) of the original DCO.  

 The WSI should be reviewed and submitted for (re)approval by the local authority to address 
any relevant changes to the scheme since it was approved and any relevant advancements 
in knowledge, techniques, or practice. 

  

Yours 

Tim Allen 

  

Tim Allen MA FSA 

Team Leader (Development Advice) 

 Midlands Region 

Historic England 

The Foundry, 82 Granville Street, Birmingham B1 2LH 

http://www.historicengland.org.uk/  |  @HistoricEngland 

 

Ensuring our heritage lives on and is loved for longer. 
 

historicengland.org.uk 

   

 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.historicengland.org.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7CAbleMarineEnergyPark%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7Cf4cb74b2dcd44b3a11ee08dd4c40e93d%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638750563880455220%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=rtrr3%2FSdFecaDCTuBtKTifUoduk0mfkme8qa5wHXYqM%3D&reserved=0
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Good Afternoon Emily, 

Thank you for consulting JNCC on the Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 – EIA Scoping 
and Consultation and Regulation 11 Notification, which we received on 16/01/2025. 

Natural England is now authorised to exercise the JNCC’s functions as a statutory consultee in 
respect of certain applications for offshore and offshore waters (0-200nm) adjacent to England. 

As all current operations are inshore/onshore Natural England should provide a full response. 

As such JNCC have not reviewed this application and will not be providing further comment. 

Please contact me with any questions regarding the above comments 

Kind regards, 

Jon Connon 

Offshore Industries Advice Officer 

Marine Management Team 

JNCC, Inverdee House, Baxter Street, Aberdeen, AB11 9QA 

Tel:  

Working pattern: Monday to Friday 

Website    Twitter   Facebook   LinkedIn    

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fjncc.gov.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7CAbleMarineEnergyPark%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C4e23312369484d0e1a1708dd396f44ea%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638729872252618720%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=TuPyb9lP%2B35EgcwU5cMUDek%2BbGE6l6aC5q6Op6vq5NE%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FJNCC_UK&data=05%7C02%7CAbleMarineEnergyPark%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C4e23312369484d0e1a1708dd396f44ea%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638729872252640195%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=pLWuOgxaqf0y1EvzeshxXyRWME0SIohywhps1y5XC0k%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2FJNCCUK%2F&data=05%7C02%7CAbleMarineEnergyPark%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C4e23312369484d0e1a1708dd396f44ea%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638729872252654134%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=KF44AcXZJcBJndhhF2sZbJuB0duWmBuKm67END%2FZxJA%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.linkedin.com%2Fcompany%2Fjoint-nature-conservation-committee%2F&data=05%7C02%7CAbleMarineEnergyPark%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C4e23312369484d0e1a1708dd396f44ea%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638729872252667722%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=XLKLVeO4dwNKFw3IOPCVZUNtHuL51eYl%2BAuGr37DfbM%3D&reserved=0




















will be amended to include the additional dredging and disposal activities and that overall, the 

dredging will be undertaken over a longer period of time. 

The MCA notes that the location of the works fall within the jurisdiction of a Statutory Harbour Authority 
(SHA) - ABP Humber and they are therefore responsible for maintaining the safety of navigation within 
their waters. We would expect the developer to liaise and consult with the SHA in order to develop 
and update a robust Safety Management System (SMS) for the project in accordance with the Port 
Marine Safety Code (PMSC), and its Guide to Good Practice. 

We note on page 31 of the Scoping Report that the topic of Navigation is scoped in for Environmental 
Effects for Material Change 3 due to the "potential impacts associated with increased vessel 
movements, in particular dredging vessels", which we welcome. We also note that "redundant 
structures may arrive on barges or on specialist heavy lift vessels" and that the resultant scrap metal 
will be removed by road, rail or sea, The MCA would therefore recommend the inclusion of this 
recycling vessel traffic within the topic. 

It is noted that the Navigation Risk Assessment (NRA) for the project was last updated for Material 
Change 2 in 2021, however, as stated in this scoping report on page 6, "the proposed changes have 
the potential to give rise to some significant effects of a new or different nature to those assessed in 
...... the updated ES (June 2021)", it is therefore recommended that the applicant consider updating 
the NRA to ensure all risks created by Material Change 3 are assessed and managed to As Low As 
Reasonably Practicable (ALARP). The update of the NRA could also include the update of the Major 
Accidents and/or Disasters topic in relation to commercial and recreational navigation which we note 
has been scoped out of this Scoping report for Material Change 3. 

I hope this is useful at this scoping stage. 

Yours faithfully, 

Helen Duncan 
Marine Licensing Project Lead 
UK Technical Services Navigation 
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Dear Inspector 

Change request for Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3: 

Changes to the layout and construction of the quay that was authorised by the Able Marine 
Energy Park Development Consent Order 2014 and an amendment to allow certain 
incoming cargo. 

Following the review of the EIA Scoping Report Janunary 2025, and the Potential Enviromental 
Effects as a result of the change to  the development focusing on the traffic and transport 
element. 

As the traffic and transport Assessment has been scoped out, given that the nature of the 
project is the same as 2014, and the requirements of the DCO remain the same, National 
Highways confirms that we have no comment. 

Please do not hestiate to contact me if you have any queires. 

Many thanks 

Becky 

Becky Garrett,Planning & Development 
National Highways | 2 City Walk | Leeds | LS11 9AR 

Mob: +44 (0)  

Web: www.nationalhighways.co.uk 

https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.nationalhighways.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7CAbleMarineEnergyPark%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7Cacb014644db84f2ea30d08dd4aa13ec5%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638748778616663543%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=BcAwwGgp%2BD%2FyecE9k9h5ME7i20pwiM%2BRh%2FiF7C4tZ4o%3D&reserved=0


Our Ref: SG03467 

Dear Sir/Madam 

The proposed development has been examined from a technical safeguarding aspect and does 
not conflict with our safeguarding criteria. Accordingly, NATS (En Route) Public Limited 
Company ("NERL") has no safeguarding objection to the proposal. 

However, please be aware that this response applies specifically to the above consultation and 
only reflects the position of NATS (that is responsible for the management of en route air traffic) 
based on the information supplied at the time of this application. This letter does not provide 
any indication of the position of any other party, whether they be an airport, airspace user or 
otherwise. It remains your responsibility to ensure that all the appropriate consultees are 
properly consulted. 

If any changes are proposed to the information supplied to NATS in regard to this application 
which become the basis of a revised, amended or further application for approval, then as a 
statutory consultee NERL requires that it be further consulted on any such changes prior to any 
planning permission or any consent being granted. 

Yours faithfully 

NATS Safeguarding 

E: natssafeguarding@nats.co.uk 

4000 Parkway, Whiteley, 
Fareham, Hants PO15 7FL 
www.nats.co.uk 

mailto:natssafeguarding@nats.co.uk
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.nats.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7Cablemarineenergypark%40planninginspectorate.gov.uk%7C8e4ca19d3ce04466ec3408dd3ed4ded2%7C5878df986f8848ab9322998ce557088d%7C0%7C0%7C638735806203818621%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=lOmx2QCFHJWZaf9OQog0DFm3XPb01bhEIQJtvOpVXIE%3D&reserved=0




































Officer: Matthew Gillyon 

Tel:

Em

13/02/2025 

Able Humber Ports Ltd 

Planning Inspectorate Reference Number: TR0310001 

Planning Application Reference: PA/SCO/2025/3 

North 

Lincolnshire 

Council 
www.northlincs.gov.uk 

Church Square House 

30-40 High Street 

Scunthorpe 

North Lincolnshire 

DN15 6NL 

Application by Able Humber Ports Ltd (the applicant) for an Order granting 

Development Consent for the Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 (the 

proposed development) 

Scoping consultation and notification of the applicant's contact details and duty 

to make available information to the applicant if requested 

Location: east of North Killingholme, within North Lincolnshire, on the south 

bank of the River Humber 

Officer: Matthew Gillyon 

Thank you for your email dated 16th January 2025 giving North Lincolnshire Council 

(NLC) the opportunity to comment on the Scoping Report submitted by Able Humber 

Ports Ltd (the applicant) in respect of a proposed application for an Order granting 

Development Consent for the Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 (the 

proposed development) Scoping Consultation. 

I can confirm that after consultation with our internal technical consultees that North 

Lincolnshire Council has the following comments to make: 

Conservation 

The proposed changes noted within the Scoping Report have the potential to impact 

the setting of 3 identified listed buildings: 

1. Killingholme North Low Lighthouse, grade II listed building - NHLE Ref:

1103707

2. Killingholme High Lighthouse, grade II listed building - NHLE Ref: 1103706

3. Killingholme South Low Lighthouse, grade II listed building - NHLE Ref:

1215093

SAFE WELL PROSPEROUS CONNECTED 
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Dear Sir/Madam 

  

TR0310001 – Able Marine Energy Park Material Change 3 – EIA Scoping and Consultation 
and Regulation 11 Notification  

  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above consultation. The site is within the 
North East Lindsey Drainage Board area. 

  

On this aspect of the scheme the Board has no comments, it does not affect the interests of the 
Board. 

  

Regarding the scheme in general the Board is in contact with the applicant and is working with 
them. 

  

Please continue to consult the Board on other (non environmental) aspects using the email 
address below. 

  

Regards 

  

Guy Hird 

Planning and Consents Officer 

Normal working days are Tuesday, Wednesday and alternate Thursdays. 

 



Hello, 

  

Thank you for the copy of Planning Inspectorate’s covering letter for the above.  However, the 
site is not within Yorkshire Water’s operational and should be referred instead to Anglian Water 
for consultation. 

  

Kind regards 

  

Jim McGlade 

Town Planning Co-ordinator 
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