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Executive Summary  

NNB Generation Company (Sizewell C) Ltd (SZC Co.) is planning to build a new nuclear power station at 
Sizewell, Suffolk (SZC). Any development at Sizewell that includes discharges to, or operations in the 
adjacent marine environment must be considered in relation to their potential effect on coastal water quality. 
A temporary desalination plant and associated infrastructure is required to produce potable water for the 
construction period but would cease operating prior to commencement of Cold Functional Testing at Sizewell 
C. This report provides a H1 type assessment of the expected discharges from the desalination process. 

The outfall is located close to the outfall of the proposed Fish Recovery and Return Tunnel, beyond the inner 
bank. To prevent ingress of glass eels and other early life-stages of fish and invertebrates the seawater 
intake would consist of a Passive Wedge-Wire Cylinder (PWWC) screen with a mesh size of approximately 
2mm. As a result, screening at the intake will be of sufficient size to prevent entrainment of fish and debris. 
No fish recovery or return infrastructure is required. The outfall will discharge beyond the inner bank. Brine is 
available for discharge without further treatment and will be discharged over 24 hours/day. 

In Revision 2 of this report, following ISH15 and comments from the MMO a further set of analyses has been 
undertaken to determine the: 

 evolution of the plume throughout the full spring-neap cycle from high to low water; 

 sensitivity of the plume extent to potential temperature changes during the desalination process; 

 implications for the brine plume on dissolved oxygen; and 

  the potential for further in-combination effects between CDO and desalination discharges. 

Although the discharge will be highly saline the results within the mixing zone model CORMIX indicate that 
excess salinity falls to within 1 Practical Salinity Unit of background levels within ca., 6.8-21.5 m and well 
within the natural variation at the site (conditions at the discharge site are well mixed and would also facilitate 
mixing but are not included in this more precautionary assessment). The time taken for a passive particle to 
traverse through the saline plume would also be short at between approximately 28 to 215 seconds for all 
tidal velocities above a slack threshold of 0.1 m/s at the location of the desalination outfall. Therefore, except 
for the influence of the high salinity of the concentrate at the point of discharge,, the elevated salinity is 
expected to have negligible effects upon marine species beyond a few metres from the point of discharge. A 
sensitivity analysis was conducted by applying a temperature differential between the ambient sea conditions 
and the desalination discharge to inhibit mixing. Due to the small flows considered, the effect of the 
temperature uplift is minimal. Using a thermal uplift of 10°C (which is not anticipated), the extent of the 
salinity plume, to the 1 PSU above background threshold, is only extended by 11 cm. 

Salinity can alter the dissolved oxygen content of water. As noted above the salinity plume is dispersed 
rapidly, within 6.8-21.5m. Changes in salinity and chemical treatment for dechlorination are unlikely to cause 
dissolved oxygen levels to reduce below the WFD ‘high’ threshold even in the immediate vicinity of the 
discharge location, and any effects would be rapidly dispersed as the saline plume mixes with the 
surrounding seawater. Therefore, the level of change to dissolved oxygen from changes in salinity is 
assessed as negligible. 

Various activities during the construction period of the Project can add nitrogen and phosphorus to 
discharges to the marine environment, including the desalination concentrate discharge, and this can 
influence algal growth. The total loading of these nutrients was evaluated as part of an annual assessment 
using a combined phytoplankton and macroalgal model. The nutrient inputs from treated sewage and 
groundwater during construction and including the desalination inputs, is predicted to lead to a 0.39% 
increase in annual production indicated by modelling. However, this would have only a small influence on the 
ca., 4% reduction in production that results from entrainment of phytoplankton at Sizewell B.  Overall, these 
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small changes would not be detectable against a natural background of inter annual variation in production 
within Sizewell Bay.  

The desalination concentrate also contains elevated levels of various metals and other substances resulting 
from the concentration in the desalination process. Three metals, chromium, lead, and zinc exceeded an 
initial screening assessment, indicating they might exceed their respective Environmental Quality Standards 
(EQS) beyond the immediate discharge. Therefore, more detailed modelling was undertaken for these 
metals using a mixing model, CORMIX. In all cases, the plume area above the respective EQS for each 
metal was relatively small, with a maximum estimated area of exceedance of 0.17 ha for chromium with the 
other metals EQS exceedances being less than this area. A precautionary assessment  was undertaken 
which derived an area above EQS for any discharge that is not >1.0 ha at the seabed (this assumes the 
maximum extent of any discharge, based on chromium represents the radius of a circle around the 
discharge point, which is a highly precautionary approach as it ignores the tidal influenced elongated shape 
of the plume). This modelling provides a precautionary assessment as it does not take account of natural 
mixing processes and the relatively shallow waters at this location would be expected to be well mixed. 
 
Notably the Fourth ES addendum1 assessed the precautionary area of EQS exceedance based on an earlier 
modelled estimate of 0.5 ha [REP7-030]. The change to 1.0 ha does not materially change the assessment 
of magnitude which would remain low when considering an area of 1.0 ha. Therefore there are no changes 
to the conclusions in the Fourth ES addendum based on the updates in this report.  
 
As part of the surface water pollution risk assessment there are specific requirements for the minimisation of 
the annual loads of selected hazardous substances such as cadmium and mercury which require further 
consideration. Neither metal was shown to exceed threshold loadings following a cumulative annual 
assessment which incorporated all input sources of these metals during the construction period. 

The discharge rate and the magnitude of the chromium, zinc and lead concentrations for the desalination 
concentrate are similar to those for assessments made for other construction discharges which were 
assessed as not significant.  

The potential interaction of discharges from the CDO during the main construction period with both the 
desalination plant intake and outfall was also considered. Discharges from the CDO that have been 
considered were metals from groundwater and chemicals used during tunnelling. As the predicted 
concentration of chemicals from the CDO at the intake and discharge of the desalination plant were at least 
tens of times below relevant annual average EQSs they were considered to have negligible additional 
influence on the area affected by the desalination discharge. 

 

  

 

1 Document 6.18 Fourth Environmental Statement Addendum - Volume 1: Main Text - Revision 1.0 [REP7-030] 

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN010012/EN010012-007131-Sizewell%20C%20Project%20-%206.18%20Fourth%20Environmental%20Statement%20Addendum%20-%20Volume%201%20-%20Main%20Text%20-%20Revision%201.0.pdf
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN010012/EN010012-007131-Sizewell%20C%20Project%20-%206.18%20Fourth%20Environmental%20Statement%20Addendum%20-%20Volume%201%20-%20Main%20Text%20-%20Revision%201.0.pdf
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Background to site 

SZC Co is planning to build a new nuclear power station at Sizewell, Suffolk (SZC). The new power station 
will be located on the Suffolk coast, northeast of Ipswich and south of Lowestoft. The approximate National 
Grid reference for the centre of the proposed development is TM 4730 6410. The new power station will be 
built near and to the north of the Sizewell B station which will continue to operate after the commissioning of 
SZC. Sizewell A, which is located to the south of Sizewell B, ceased operation in 2006. 

Any development at Sizewell that includes discharges to, or operations in the adjacent marine environment 
must be considered in relation to their potential effect on coastal water quality.  

A temporary desalination plant and associated infrastructure is required to produce potable water for the 
construction period up to Cold Functional Testing at Sizewell C. The outfall pipe headwork is located close to 
the outfall of the proposed Fish recovery and Return Tunnel, beyond the inner bank. The intake is ca., 100 m 
northeast of the outfall location. Screening at the intake will be of sufficient size to prevent entrainment of fish 
and debris. No fish recovery or return infrastructure is required. The outfall will discharge beyond the outer 
longshore bar. The location of intake and outfall pipes are shown on Figure 2-1. The outfall structure for 
discharge of waste concentrate is in a maximum depth of water of ca., 5.8 m. Water discharge will be 
between 1 m and 1.8 m above the seabed. Minimum discharge depth is therefore ca., 4.8 m. The Seawater 
Reverse Osmosis (SWRO) desalination plant will operate for 20 hours/day with some activities, such as 
sludge dewatering restricted to shorter operating periods. Brine is available for discharge without further 
treatment and will be discharged over 24 hours/day. 
 
Approximately 60% of the abstracted seawater would be discharged back into the sea. The discharge would 
consist of concentrated saline water, increased concentrations of naturally occurring metals as well as added 
phosphorus.  
 

1.2 Objectives 

At each phase of the development (construction, commissioning, and operation) the potential and extent of 
any effects on water quality will be assessed. Assessment will take account of temporary and permanent 
discharges from the site. This report provides supporting information for screening assessment of potential 
discharges of concentrate wastewater from the desalination plant during the construction period only. 
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2 Assessing potential concerns for marine water 
quality 

2.1 Background 

A detailed list of the currently available EQS values that have been assigned as reference values for water 
quality for both the freshwater and marine environments and are described for other surface waters 
(Transitional and coastal waters, TraC Waters) for priority hazardous substances and other pollutants under 
Directive 2013/39/EU (implemented by the Water Framework Directive (Standards and Classification) 
Directions (England and Wales, 2015). The Water Framework Directive increased the list of chemicals for 
consideration as priority substances to 45 of which 29 are classed as specific pollutants (Defra, 2014). 
Following assessment, chemical status is recorded as 'good' or 'fail'. The chemical status classification for 
the water body is determined by the worst scoring chemical. 

The water quality monitoring campaigns (defined periods of monitoring) for marine water quality are 
described in detail within BEEMS Technical Report TR189 and in BEEMS Technical Report TR314 (an 
update of monitoring reported in BEEMS Technical Report TR189 that includes data on selected 
determinands from monitoring conducted in 2014/15). A Sizewell Water quality literature review in BEEMS 
Technical Report TR131 provides historic information on background water quality for the Suffolk coastal 
waterbody. This document also provides details of all the relevant Screening EQS values for saltwater and 
the legislation and guidance documents from which they are derived. 

 

2.2 Contaminants of concern for the desalination concentrate discharge 

Various chemical and physical standards for the protection of marine water may be affected by the 
discharges from SZC.  

During construction and commissioning a construction discharge outfall (CDO) will be in place to collect and 
allow discharge of various wastewater streams to the marine environment. However, the desalination plant 
will have a separate intake and discharge as shown in Figure 2-1. The discharge flow rates for the 
desalination plant are shown in Table 2-1. The desalination process generates a wastewater concentrate 
with elevated concentrations of salts and trace metals and these are shown in Table 2-2. 

The saline plume also has the potential to influence the physical properties of the receiving water. 
Characteristics of the saline plume are described in section 5.2.4. Changes in salinity can also affect 
dissolved oxygen (DO) concentrations as the solubility of oxygen is dependent on salinity, temperature and 
pressure (see BEEMS Technical report TR131). An increase in salinity will lead to a decrease in oxygen 
saturation and this is further considered in section 5.2.3.  



 100906975 
Revision 02 

 Cefas BEEMS Technical Report TR552 
Sizewell C Desalination Discharge 

Assessment 

 

NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED  
 

TR552 SZ desalination 
construction assessment NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED Page 12 of 41 

 

 

Table 2-1 Maximum flow rate of the desalination concentrate discharge. 

Flow Characteristics Desalination Wastewater Concentrate Trade 
Effluent 

Maximum volume of effluent discharged per day (m3/day)  6000 

Maximum rate of discharge (l/s) 69 

 
 
 

 

Table 2-2 Maximum concentrations of substances (based on measured dissolved concentration except 
where indicated) likely to be present in the desalination wastewater concentrate and relevant EQS values 
and marine background concentrations. (The nutrients nitrogen and phosphorus are considered in section 
4.0) 

Substance 
Maximum 
concentration 
µg l-1 

Maximum 
(total) 
concentration 
µg l-1 

Saltwater 
EQS AA 
µg l-1 

Saltwater 
EQS MAC 
µg l-1 

Marine Background 
concentration  
µg l-1 

Aluminium 19.6 21.52 24i - 12 
Arsenic 1.71 4.17 25 - 1.07 
Cadmium 0.08 0.082 0.2 1.5 0.05 
Chromium 0.93  2.94 0.6 32 0.57 
Copper 3.55 4.80 3.76 - 2.15 
Iron 165 2352 1000 - <100 
Lead -  3.38 1.3 14 2.07 
Mercury 0.03 0.032 - 0.07 0.02 
Nickel 1.3 2.70 8.6 - 0.79 
Zinc 24.95 31.66 6.8  15.12 
Ammoniacal 
nitrogen 

18.02 (NH4-N) NA 21 (NH3-
N) 

- 11.38 

Boron 4929 4956 7000 - 4225 
1 Annual average EQS value (Golding et al., 2015); 2 total value the same as dissolved due to influence of values below detection.  
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Figure 2-1 Indicative construction phase desalination intake and outfall plan. 
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3 Screening assessment of desalination concentrate 
discharge 

3.1 Background 

As part of a surface water risk assessment to comply with Environment Agency and the Department for 
Environment Food and Rural Affairs guidance (Defra, 2016), the concentration of substances present in the 
discharge must be assessed against a list of specific pollutants and compared with their EQS. Initial 
screening tests (historically referred to as H1 tests) were conducted to determine if the concentrations of 
priority substances and specific pollutants in the discharge exceeded their respective EQS. For any 
substances that breach the EQS in the initial screening tests (Test 1), a further screening test was applied to 
take account of initial dilution upon discharge (Test 5). The brine discharge from the desalination process 
would contain higher concentrations of naturally occurring metals and trace elements present in natural 
seawater. As the discharge concentrate from the desalination plant is saline and has an approximate salinity 
of 53 and so is much more dense than natural seawater it would sink to the seabed. The high salinity would 
invalidate further stages of screening assessment and require more detailed modelling to be applied. 
However, as the discharge is to the subtidal, and seawater at this location is well mixed and a diffuser will be 
employed to further facilitate mixing, the screening test 5 is considered appropriate here (Table 3-1) to 
identify the higher priority discharges for modelling. 

3.2 Screening assessment 

The maximum concentrations discharged in the desalination concentrate (Table 2-2) are used for 
assessment of Test 5 as shown in Table 3-1. The maximum concentration values are based on the total 
daily loading for each chemical divided by the total volume of concentrate produced and discharged over a 
24 hour period. The assessment includes the screening of the source terms against the saltwater EQS 
values presented in the Water Framework Directive (Standards and Classification) Directions (England and 
Wales) (Defra, 2015).  

The updated guidance for surface water pollution (Defra, 2016) recommends the application of an initial test 
(Test 1) for discharges to Transitional and Coastal (TraC) waters in which the discharge concentration is 
compared to the relevant quality standard or equivalent for that substance. Where the discharge 
concentration exceeds the standard concentration, further assessment is required. For the purposes of this 
assessment, a more precautionary assessment was undertaken whereby any discharge concentration when 
divided by the EQS in Test 1 which produces a value of ≥0.5 was considered for further screening. As this 
construction discharge will be subtidal and is over 50 metres offshore, a further test (“Test 5”) was 
considered appropriate. Test 5 is normally not advocated in the case of high salinity discharges but is 
applied here to provide an indication of the priority order of substances for modelling. The modelling outputs 
for the worst-case substances modelled then provides an envelope for the extent of effects of the lower 
concentration discharges. With reference to values shown in Table 3-1, Test 5 divides the concentration of a 
substance and volume discharged in litres/second (the discharge specific Effective Volume Flux, EVF) by its 
EQS minus background concentration in micrograms/per litre (the location specific Allowable Effective 
Volume Flux, AEVF). If the EVF is not greater than the AEVF, then the discharge is considered insignificant 
and is screened out. The AEVF references the discharge depth, and this value can be up to a maximum of 
3.5 metres. For Sizewell, the water depth at the desalination outfall concentrate headworks discharge 
relative to chart datum is ca., 5.8 metres therefore a maximum value of 3.5 is used as the AEVF for 
comparison in Table 3-1.   
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Table 3-1 Determination of whether after discharge and initial mixing the calculated contribution to 
substances of concern from the site desalination concentrate (using maximum concentrate values based on 
total measured concentrations) during the main construction period is likely to exceed the acceptable 
threshold above which significant impacts may occur. (values in test 1 ≥0.5 were then taken forward to Test 
5; Text in bold indicates test failed.) 

Parameter 
value  
 

Calculated 
total 
substance 
discharge 
concentration 

µg l-1 

TraC Water 
test 1 
<100%EQS 

Pass/Fail TraC Water test 5 EVF<AEVF Pass/Fail 

Aluminium  21.52  0.9 
(21.52/24i) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

0.12 
     (21.52x0.069ii)/(24-12iii) 

0.12<3.5iv 
(Pass) 

Arsenic  4.17  0.17 
(4.17/25) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

  

Cadmium  0.08  0.41 
(0.08/0.2v) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

  

Chromium  2.94  4.9 
(2.94/0.6) 

≥1.0 
     (Fail) 

6.76 
     (2.94x0.069ii)/(0.6-0.57iii) 

6.76>3.5iv 
(Fail) 

Copper  4.8  1.28 
(4.8/3.76) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

0.21 
     (4.8x0.069ii)/(3.76-2.15iii) 

0.21<3.5iv 
(Pass) 

Iron        2352  2.35 
(2352/1000) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

0.18 
     (2352x0.069ii)/(1000-100iii) 

0.18<3.5iv 
(Pass) 

Lead       3.38 
 

2.60 
     (3.38/1.3) 

≥1.0 
     (Fail) 

                    N/Avi N/A 

Mercury 
(MAC) 

0.03 0.48 
(0.03/0.07) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

0.05 
     (0.03x0.069ii)/(0.07-0.02iii) 

0.05<3.5iv 
(Pass) 

Nickel    2.7 0.31 
(2.7/8.6) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

  

Zinc          31.66  4.65 
(31.66/6.8ii) 

≥1.0 
     (Fail) 

N/Avi N/A 

Ammoniacal 
nitrogen 

18.02 0.014 
(0.3vii /21) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

  

Boron     4956 0.71 
(4956/7000) 

≤1.0 
     (Pass) 

0.12 
(4956x0.069ii)/(7000-4225) 

0.12<3.5iv 
(Pass) 

i Annual average EQS value (Golding et al., 2015); ii maximum desalination concentrate discharge m3/sec iii mean background 
concentration Sizewell TR189;iv Allowable effective volume flux is taken as a value of 3.5, v cadmium is assessed against annual 
average mean but would pass as 95th percentile standard of 1.5 µg/l also; vi The background concentration for Sizewell from monitoring 



 100906975 
Revision 02 

 Cefas BEEMS Technical Report TR552 
Sizewell C Desalination Discharge 

Assessment 

 

NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED  
 

TR552 SZ desalination 
construction assessment NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED Page 16 of 41 

 

data in BEEMS Technical Report TR314 was higher (zinc 15.12 µg/l, lead 2.07) than the seawater EQS; vii This figure is the maximum 
proportion of un-ionised ammonia calculated with the un-ionised ammonia calculator for total ammonia and starting conditions for the 
concentrate (salinity 53.8, temperature 19.4C and pH 7.8 as described below). 
 

From the results shown in Table 3-1, just over half of the substances screened would fail the initial test or 
produce a screening value close to a failure value of ‘1’. Therefore, a precautionary assessment was 
undertaken which involved a second screening test for values from test 1 of ≥0.5. The second screening test 
(test 5) is not robust for assessment of highly saline discharges (although here improved mixing is facilitated 
by use of a diffuser) and is used here to indicate substances that are considered to have priority for 
assessment. Chromium would clearly fail screening test 5 and zinc and lead were also further investigated 
by undertaking more detailed modelling assessment, as the high background values for both these metals 
were already shown to exceed EQS levels based upon reported monitoring data in BEEMS Technical Report 
TR314.  

For ammonia (NH4) the changing physicochemical conditions influence the proportion of un-ionised 
ammonia (NH3, considered the most toxic form) relative to ionised ammonia present, and this can be 
calculated using the Environment Agency calculator (Clegg and Whitfield, 1995). However, the starting 
concentration of NH4 is only equivalent to 0.3 µg l-1 un-ionised ammonia (average concentrate pH 7.8 and 
salinity 53.8 and 95th percentile temperature 19.4). Subsequent mixing of the concentrate discharge to reach 
the background salinity of seawater would only marginally increase the un-ionised ammonia to 0.4 µg l-1 un-
ionised ammonia (average Sizewell seawater pH 8.05 and salinity 33.3 and 95th percentile temperature 
19.4). During mixing the concentrate contribution to un-ionised ammonia would therefore remain 
considerably below the EQS 21 µg l-1 NH3-N (as an annual average).  

3.3 Significant load assessment  

As part of the surface water pollution risk assessment there are specific requirements for the minimisation of 
the annual loads of selected hazardous substances discharged to the environment and cadmium and 
mercury are included in this category and therefore require further assessment. Total annual loads in 
desalination concentrate discharges are 0.07 kg for mercury and 0.18 kg for cadmium. Based on estimates 
of annual construction discharges including these trace metals a total cumulative load for cadmium over 3.5 
years of the construction period was 0.45 kg and for mercury was 0.05 kg (BEEMS Technical Report 
TR193). The combined source loadings for cadmium (0.63 kg) and mercury (0.12 kg) do not exceed 
significant annual loads (in discharges) of 5kg/year for cadmium and 1 kg/year for mercury. 
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4 Assessment of nitrogen and phosphorus discharges 
during construction 

4.1 Background 

During construction, discharges that overlap with the desalination discharge include relatively small 
quantities of nitrate and phosphate; primarily from groundwater and treated sewage. During the construction 
period the exact mass of the discharges has considerable variation, depending on which activity is occurring 
and varies considerably with the workforce on site. The details of this variation are described in BEEMS 
Technical Report TR193, where worst case examples have been used.  

Table 4-1 shows a summary of the nitrogen and phosphorus loading from different sources during the 
construction period which include groundwater and treated sewage. The only conditioning chemical 
expected in the discharge concentrate is phosphorus, derived from use of a membrane descaling chemical. 
 

Descaling chemical use is expected to add 3.3 g per cubic metre of concentrate. In 6000 m3 of concentrate 
this represents a total of 19.8 kg/day. The phosphorus discharge loading for desalination is a composite of 
chemical addition in the membrane cleaning process added to the natural phosphorus background in the 
seawater. Most phosphorus in the seawater used for desalination (99%) is expected to be rejected by the 
reverse osmosis membranes used in desalination and would be increased in concentration relative to the 
natural background in the reject concentrate. The average phosphorus background concentration is 33 µg l-1 
(BEEMS Technical Report TR314) and an additional load to the concentrate (above that naturally present as 
background) would be 33 x 4000 (m3) =0.132 kg. The total loading from antiscaling chemical input and 
added natural phosphate background therefore =19.9kg (19.8 + 0.132)/day. 

For nitrogen with just the added background concentration in the brine and no other additions the total 
addition is small and represents ca., 0.56 kg/day. 

Typically, in offshore waters of the UK, nutrient concentrations are reduced to very low levels due to 
phytoplankton uptake, but in the near shore coastal waters (3-5 km from the coast) off Sizewell due to the 
turbid nature of the coastal environment and continual freshwater input from the south of the area (River 
Orwell and River Deben), there are background summertime inputs of nutrients. Observations (BEEMS 
Technical Report TR314) show these to be around 10 µMol l-3 for nitrate and 0.65 µMol l-3 for phosphate.  As 
the daily exchange of water is around 10%, the total additional mass of nitrate per day in summer is the 
volume x 10% x concentration of the nutrient. This gives a daily exchange of 16.9 tonnes of nitrate and 2.4 
tonnes of phosphate. During construction (Table 4-1) maximum daily inputs are less than 0.2% for nitrogen 
and just under 2% for phosphate relative to the normal daily exchange of nutrients at the boundary (based 
on the summer period when background nutrient concentrations are low) and therefore these would be 
indistinguishable from the modelled situation without the SZC discharges.
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Table 4-1 Summary of nitrogen and phosphorus construction discharges including desalination. Figures are 
shown relative to the daily exchange with the wider environment  

Substance  Peak loading in construction 
(groundwater+ sewage + 
desalination) kg per year and (per 
day) 

Daily exchange with wider 
environment based on summer period 
(i.e. minimum background for 
nutrients), 

kg 

Fraction of 
maximum possible 
daily loading in 
construction and 
desalination 

Nitrogen (as N) 

 

6278 (17.20)1  16900 (as N) 0.10% 

Phosphates (as P) 

 

16724 (45.82)2 2440 (as P) 1.88% 

1 The nitrogen loading during construction are derived from groundwater and sewage as described in BEEMS Technical Report TR193 
section 5.4 (16.64 kg/day) and 0.56 kg/day from desalination concentrate inputs. 2 The total phosphorus loading of 45.82 kg/day is made 
up of a loading during construction derived from groundwater and sewage as described in BEEMS Technical Report TR193 section 5.5 
(25.92 kg/day) and 19.9 kg/day from desalination concentrate inputs and background. 

During the summer period, nitrogen can be limiting in the marine environment in Sizewell Bay. Therefore, to 
confirm that expected nutrient loadings from construction do not significantly influence conditions in Sizewell 
Bay a combined phytoplankton and macroalgal model (CPM) has been deployed. The CPM used is as 
detailed in BEEMS Technical Report TR385. Four runs have been considered as follows: 

1.  Productivity with no Sizewell B (SZB) operating,  
2. A scenario which incorporates the effect of SZB together with the construction discharges from 

SZC,  
3. A scenario which includes the SZB operation combined with desalination discharges associated 

with SZC 
4. and a scenario that includes desalination and construction discharges associated with SZC only.  

It should be noted that a factor to account for mortality of phytoplankton through power station entrainment is 
also included in the modelling. The effect of a power station can be simulated by increasing the daily natural 
mortality by the fraction of the box model volume that the power station filters each day. In the baseline 
situation with just SZB operating the entrainment and chlorination at SZB is predicted to reduce 
phytoplankton production by 4.4% (Table 4-2). The additional nutrient input from the desalination plant 
overlaid on the background entrainment mortality, increases annual production in the Sizewell Bay region by 
0.17% over the existing SZB situation, so there is still an overall reduction in production due to the 
entrainment impact of SZB, but this is slightly reduced (Table 4-2).). When construction and desalination 
nutrient inputs are combined the entrainment impact of SZB is further reduced (a production increase of 
0.39%), but overall, there is still a reduction in production of 3.92% relative to the natural production of 
Sizewell Bay without the influence of SZB entrainment. 
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Table 4-2 Summary of nitrogen and phosphorus construction discharges and from the desalination plant. 
Figures are shown relative to the daily exchange with the wider environment.  

Scenario 
Phytoplankton 
Annual Gross 
Production 
 (g C m-2 y-1) 

Percentage difference from SZB  

Sizewell Bay  56.531 +4.40% 

SZB operation only (included 
mortality due to SZB but no 
additional nutrients)  

54.04 0 

SZB operation + Desalination  54.13 +0.17% 

SZB operation + SZC 
Construction discharge  54.33 +0.49% 

1 BEEMS Technical reports assessed the production of Sizewell Bay as 56.8 g C m -2 y-1, the value here uses the same conditions but is run on updated software 

which has resulted in a non-significant difference in the estimated carbon value.   
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5 Summary of screening assessment and further 
modelling 

5.1 Screening results 

Except for zinc and lead, the discharge concentrations of all substances listed in Table 3-1 as present in the 
desalination concentrate passed the TraC waters test 5 assessments. Chromium would pass the screening 
assessment based on the dissolved concentration of 0.57 µg l-1 however, for an assessment using the total 
concentration, 1.8 µg l-1, it would fail, and so is also assessed with more detailed modelling.  

Zinc, monitoring data (BEEMS Technical Report TR314) indicates a zinc background concentration of 15.12 
µg l-1 which exceeds the annual EQS of 6.8 µg l-1 (dissolved concentration). For the desalination concentrate 
the discharge concentration is assessed to be 24.95 µg l-1 dissolved zinc (total zinc 31.66 µg l-1) and would 
fail screening. For lead, there is no dissolved concentration data and a total concentration in the background 
seawater 2.07 µg l-1 (increasing to 3.38 µg l-1 in the discharge) already exceeds the annual EQS of 1.3 µg l-1 
(dissolved lead concentration). 

 

5.2 CORMIX modelling 

5.2.1 Discharge assessment methodology 
The release and mixing of chemicals and trace metals in the desalination discharge was modelled using 
CORMIX US EPA supported mixing zone model (CORMIX Version 12.0GT HYDRO1 Version 12.0.0.0 
2021). The proposed discharge is a low volume of dense brine, with concentrations of some contaminants 
exceeding EQS levels.  

The proposed design of the desalination outfall consists of a single riser with two duckbill diffusers 
discharging between 1-1.8 m above the seabed. CORMIX can be used to either model a single riser with a 
single discharge outlet or a diffuser with a minimum of 3 risers. As such, a conservative approach is taken to 
model the desalination outfall as a single riser discharge 1 m off the seabed as this represents the worst-
case discharge conditions. A contraction ratio of 0.65 is used on the end of the outfall pipe (i.e., a nozzle) to 
increase the jet velocities and enhance the mixing of the plume. However, the full diffuser proposed will 
result in a smaller plume than those modelled herein.  

The location and basic properties of the proposed discharge are shown in Table 5-1. 
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Table 5-1 Desalination discharge conditions. 

Discharge Characteristics  Value  

Location OSBG  647980 E 264030 N  

Charted water depth (surface to bed) at discharge location  5.8 m 

Discharge flow  69 µg l-1  

Discharge salinity  53.8 PSU1  

Depth of discharge (above seabed) 1.00 m 

Pipe diameter 0.25 m 

1 Practical salinity units. Ambient salinity conditions were based on 31.5 PSU as the lower range of measured values in BEEMS 
Technical Report TR189. Discharge salinity was based on the maximum calculated discharged chloride (derived from measured values 
in BEEMS Technical Report TR189 and multiplied by the discharge volumes) converted to salinity. These values were used to give the 
maximum differential in salinity conditions to model a worst case for mixing. 

Three substances from Table 3-1 have been modelled using CORMIX: these are the trace metals, lead, zinc, 
and chromium.  

For lead, the mean background total concentration is 2.07 µg l-1 whilst the EQS is 1.3 µgl-1 (based on the 
dissolved concentration). The background total lead levels are in exceedance of the EQS. The EQS for lead 
therefore cannot be used as the threshold value for the CORMIX modelling. The detection limit for lead in 
seawater samples (BEEMS Technical Report TR314) is 0.04 μgl-1. Therefore, the threshold value for lead 
was set at 2.07+0.04 = 2.11 μgl-1, which represents the limit at which lead would no longer be detected 
above the background concentration. 

The mean background concentration of zinc in the environment is 15.12 µgl-1 whilst the EQS is 6.8 µgl-1. 
Since the natural background levels exceed the EQS level, the EQS cannot be used as the threshold value 
for the CORMIX modelling. The detection limit for zinc in seawater samples (BEEMS Technical Report 
TR314) is 0.4 μgl-1. Therefore, the threshold value for zinc was set at 15.12+0.4 = 15.52 μgl-1, which 
represents the limit at which zinc would no longer be detected above the background concentration. 

The mean background concentration of chromium in the environment is 0.57 µgl-1 whilst the EQS is 0.6 
µgl-1so the modelling assessment was considered against the natural background. 

The CORMIX modelling provides a conservative estimate, as it does not include additional mixing and 
dilution due to waves. 

 

5.2.2 Modelling a dense saline plume 
It should be noted that with a dense saline plume with a discharge in an offshore location, unless mixing 
occurs, there may be an impact on seabed features in the local area. Consideration of the tidal cycle is 
useful in understanding the likely modes of impact. When the flood tide is at its strongest (with flow to the 
south), the discharge plume will be initially denser than the background salinity meaning it will sink to the 
seabed and will then be advected in a long narrow streak that eventually mixes up into the water column. As 
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mixing occurs, the concentration within the streak will rapidly drop. At low water, near slack tide, a pool of the 
discharged water will form at the seabed which will be advected northwards as the ebb tide increases. 

To investigate how the plume evolves over the state of the tide, multiple stages of the tide have been 
considered: peak flood, peak ebb, high water, and low water. As the water depth at the discharge is only 
5.8 m, there is a risk of seabed impacts from slack water pooling at low water, where the depths and low 
velocities will inhibit mixing. Therefore, a sensitivity analysis around low water was conducted, with tidal 
flows conducted at 0.5, 1 and 2 hours either side of low water. The hydrodynamic conditions for this study 
have been extracted at the location of the desalination intake from the high resolution 2D hydrodynamic 
model of Sizewell as detailed in BEEMS Technical Report TR543. Table 5-2 and Table 5-3 show the 
hydrodynamic conditions at the different tidal states tested with CORMIX, which represent a spring and neap 
tidal range.  

As the discharge is very dense compared to background, more than 20 PSU above background, the 
discharge pipe will employ a diffuser. The basic shape of the diffuser used in the CORMIX modelling is 
shown in Appendix Figure 9-1.  

Table 5-2 States of the tide under spring conditions tested with CORMIX. 

Stage of Tidal Cycle Water Depth (m) Velocity (m/s) Time wrt Slack (hours) 

Peak Flood 5.983 0.737 -2.08 

High Water 6.829 0.324 -0.75 

Peak Ebb 5.818 0.688 2.92 

Low Water -2 hours 5.057 0.566 -2.08 

Low Water -1 hour 4.663 0.434 -1.08 

Low Water -0.5 hours 4.492 0.294 -0.58 

Low Water 4.352 0.120 -0.08 

Low Water+0.5 hours 4.530 0.160 0.42 

Low Water +1 hour 4.849 0.411 0.92 

Low Water +2 hours 5.655 0.477 1.92 
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Table 5-3 States of the tide under neap conditions tested with CORMIX. 

Stage of Tidal Cycle Water Depth (m) Velocity (m/s) Time wrt Slack (hours) 

Peak Flood 5.305 0.487 -3.00 

High Water 6.174 0.197 0.50 

Peak Ebb 5.809 0.422 2.00 

Low Water -2 hours 5.417 0.266 -2.00 

Low Water -1 hour 5.199 0.227 -1.00 

Low Water -0.5 hours 5.073 0.126 -0.50 

Low Water 5.000 0.020 0.00 

Low Water+0.5 hours 5.040 0.168 0.50 

Low Water +1 hour 5.124 0.311 1.00 

Low Water +2 hours 5.395 0.437 2.00 

 
 
5.2.3 Dissolved oxygen interaction with salinity 
The solubility of oxygen is dependent on salinity, temperature and pressure. Measurements of dissolved 
oxygen saturation at Sizewell (BEEMS Technical Report TR314 and TR189) demonstrate that the coastal 
water is fully saturated (i.e., at or close to 100%), as would be expected in a well-mixed shallow coastal 
environment. The lowest measured dissolved oxygen was 6.96 mg/l which is well above the WFD threshold 
for ‘high’ (5.7mg/l) (BEEMS Technical Report 131). The relationship of DO with salinity is described in 
Benson and Krause (1984), based on the warmest (98th percentile) seawater temperatures of 19.4°C 
(BEEMS Technical Report 131) and background salinity of 33.3 PSU, the maximum DO at 100% saturation 
would be 7.55mg/l, increasing salinity to the maximum of 53.8 PSU (Table 5-1) reduces the maximum 
saturation to 6.69mg/l, still well above the WFD threshold for ‘high’ assuming maximum saturation. 
Sensitivity testing for temperature also showed that even with a speculative 10°C rise the saturation would 
remain at 5.7mg/l.   

Chemical dechlorination of the seawater before passage through the Reverse Osmosis membranes has the 
potential also to reduce dissolved oxygen. However, monitoring to avoid chemical overdosing for 
dechlorination would be in place to minimise any potential for oxygen reduction.  It should also be noted that 
the seawater is well oxygenated and would pass through a diffuser which would further minimise any 
influence on background dissolved oxygen levels. 

 
5.2.4 Results of CORMIX modelling 
For Revision 2 (this revision) an improved method to account for the 2D plume shape was used to calculate 
the distances to relevant thresholds as predicted by CORMIX. The improved method resulted in minor 
changes to the results. 
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As the plume is dense, it will sink to the seabed and travel along the seabed. As a diffuser is used on the 
discharge outlet, mixing is enhanced, and the seabed impact is minimised. Although the discharge has a 
higher density than the receiving seawater the diffuser heads facilitate more rapid mixing and will limit the 
area at the seabed that is influenced by the discharged plume. For excess salinity to fall to within 1 PSU 
above background, it would require 95% mixing or a 19-fold dilution. The results from CORMIX modelling 
show that this would be achieved within 6.76 m - 21.51 m, for all tidal states, see Table 5-4. 

To be precautionary and assuming the size of the saline plume to 1 PSU above background is constant, 
using the maximum distance of 21.51 m, from Table 5-4, the time taken for a passive particle to traverse 
through the saline plume would be between approximately 28 to 215 seconds for all tidal velocities above a 
slack threshold of 0.1 m/s at the location of the desalination outfall. For the threshold of 38.5 PSU, this travel 
time is reduced to 42 seconds for all tidal velocities above a slack threshold of 0.1 m/s. 

Table 5-4 Distances to which discharge salinity would fall to within 1 PSU above background. 

Salinity 

Distance to Threshold (m) 

Rising 
Tide 

High 
Tide 

Falling 
Tide 

Low 
Tide -2 

hrs 

Low 
Tide -1 

hr 

Low 
Tide -

0.5 hrs 
Low 
Tide 

Low 
Tide 
+0.5 
hrs 

Low 
Tide 
+1 hr 

Low 
Tide 

+2 hrs 

+ 1 PSU 
(spring) 10.67 7.03 10.21 8.93 7.78 6.91 11.50 10.29 7.69 8.18 

38.5 PSU 
(spring) 0.98 1.65 1.02 1.19 1.40 1.73 3.73 3.40 1.44 1.32 

+ 1 PSU 
(neap) 8.23 6.84 7.80 6.83 6.76 11.24 21.51 6.98 7.09 7.91 

38.5 PSU 
(neap) 1.32 2.09 1.40 1.81 1.97 3.69 4.22 2.24 1.68 1.39 

 

The dispersion of the brine plume is driven by density which is a function of both salinity and temperature. 
The brine plumes modelled in CORMIX are tested against ambient sea water temperature (12.5°C) and no 
thermal uplift associated with the desalination process has been assumed. In response to queries raised by 
Interested Parties at the Sizewell Examination Issue Specific Hearing 15, a sensitivity analysis was 
conducted by applying a temperature differential between the ambient sea conditions and the desalination 
discharge to inhibit mixing. However, due to the small flows considered, the effect of the temperature uplift is 
minimal. Using a thermal uplift of 10°C, the extent of the salinity plume, to the 1 PSU above background 
threshold, extended the distance by 11 cm. 10°C was used solely to test the sensitivity of the CORMIX 
model and temperature rises due to warming following exposure to air are likely to be limited. Therefore, the 
implications of the plume extent due to moderate warming of abstracted water from depth being treated at 
sea level are minimal. A 10°C thermal uplift is not anticipated. The 10°C thermal uplift was also tested 
against the 98th percentile background temperature (19.4°C) but made little change (12 cm plume extension 
vs 11 cm at 12.5°C) as it is the density gradient (the difference between the discharge and background) that 
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drives dispersion and not solely the background conditions. Therefore, these refined assessments of the 
saline plume do not materially change the overall outcome. 

For lead, the EQS is reached at ca.10 - 30 m, depending on the tidal state. For zinc, the limit of detection is 
reached within ca. 11-25 m, although, the EQS is not reached at low water neaps, with concentrations of 
15.60 μgl-1 extending ca 34.87 m, compared to background of 15.12 μgl-1. For chromium, the EQS is not 
reached at low water and the following half an hour, with concentrations of 0.602 μgl-1 extending ca. 56.7 m, 
compared to an EQS of 0.6 μgl-1.  

Appendix Table 9-1 and Table 9-2 summarises for lead, zinc, and chromium the distance the discharge 
plume travels at different states of the tide under spring and neap conditions before reaching the relevant 
EQS. The maximum extent of the plume is for chromium ca., 56.8 m in length with an estimated peak area of 
exceedance of 0.17 ha (maximum areas of exceedance are derived from a calculated tidal ellipse assuming 
maximum plume extent is 5.9 times its width based on plume modelling with particle release reported in 
BEEMS Technical Report TR333). For lead the maximum extent for the discharge plume in exceedance of 
the EQS is 32.8 m, with an estimated peak area of exceedance of 0.06 ha. For zinc the maximum plume 
extent in exceedance is 34.8 m with an estimated peak area of exceedance of 0.06 ha. Based on the 
assumption that the maximum plume extent 56.8m (for chromium) represents the radius of a circle around 
the discharge point, the maximum bounding area affected by substances in the desalination discharge would 
be precautionarily estimated as not >1.0 ha. However, this is very conservative as this an unrealistic 
representation of a narrow long plume and is much larger than the largest instantaneous area of 0.17 ha (for 
chromium). 
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6 Interaction with CDO discharge 

The chosen easting of the desalination outfall places it directly in line with the CDO but approximately 300 m 
to the south meaning the discharges of both follow the same hydrodynamic streamline. The desalination 
intake is offset from the CDO by approximately 100 m east meaning the risk of recirculation from the CDO 
discharges into the desalination plant are minimal. The following discharges from the CDO have been 
considered: metals and tunnelling effluent. 

6.1 Metals 

Consideration has been given the combined discharges of both the CDO and the desalination plant, as both 
are discharging some of the same chemicals assessed in the CORMIX modelling: zinc, chromium, and lead.  

Previous CORMIX modelling of chromium and zinc discharges from the CDO, presented in BEEMS 
Technical Report TR306, highlight that chromium would fall below the EQS within 25 m and zinc within 3 m 
of the discharge point. CORMIX modelling of the desalination plant has shown that chromium would fall 
below the EQS within 56.7 m and zinc would fall below the limit of detection with 34.9 m from the point of 
discharge. As such, the likelihood of the two plumes combining at levels above the EQS is very low given the 
two outfalls are separated by 300 m.  

The General Estuarine Transport Model (GETM) was also used to model the CDO discharges for 
comparison, which showed slightly larger plume extents. These were due to GETM underpredicting the initial 
dilution, as discussed in BEEMS Technical Report TR306. Plume concentrations from the CDO at the 
location of the desalination intake were extracted to assess the recirculation potential. Figure 2-1 shows the 
excess concentration above background for zinc, chromium, and lead at the desalination intake.  

The maximum recirculation concentration at the desalination intake was 0.002 µg l-1 for zinc, 0.016 µg l-1 for 
chromium and 0.001 µg l-1 for lead. Both zinc and lead were shown to have lower values than their 
respective limits of detection. The addition of a further 0.016 µg l-1 of chromium, to the source concentration, 
at the desalination intake was investigated with CORMIX. Under the worst hydrodynamic condition, the 
plume only extended a further 2 m. As this does not affect the conclusions of the H1 assessment, the 
combined discharges of the CDO and desalination were not considered further. 

At the location of the desalination outfall (Figure 6-2), the maximum concentration from the CDO was 0.006 
µg l-1 for zinc (well below the annual EQS of 6.8 µg l-1 and the higher seawater background). For lead, the 
maximum concentration was 0.003 µg l-1 (this is considerably below the annual EQs of 1.3 µg l-1 and the 
measured lead background of 2.07 µg l-1). For chromium the maximum concentration was 0.058 µg l-1, which 
is ten times lower than the background concentration and the annual EQS for chromium VI of 0.6 µg l-1. 
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Figure 6-1 Excess concentration extracted of metals from GETM at the location of the desalination intake. 

 

Figure 6-2 Excess concentration extracted of metals from GETM at the location of the desalination outfall. 
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6.2 Tunnelling Effluent 

Tunnel boring machines (TBM), possibly with slurry method, will be used to construct the cooling water 
tunnels. Ground conditioning chemicals (such as anti-clogging agents, anti-wear components and other soil-
conditioning compounds) are used at the cutter head to optimise TBM efficiency. The exact chemical 
constituents of the ground conditioning chemicals will depend upon the ground conditions encountered on 
site and therefore cannot be precisely specified. To enable the discharge to be assessed wastewater 
volumes are based on those used for Hinkley Point C (HPC), namely BASF Rheosoil 143 (sodium lauryl 
ether sulphate) and CLB F5 M (Ethoxylated, sulphates).  

BASF Rheosoil 143 (sodium lauryl ether sulphate) and CLB F5 M (Ethoxylated, sulphates) failed the initial 
H1 screening. Rheosoil is assessed against the EQS value of 40 µg l-1l as a mean. There are two EQS 
values for CLF F5 M, as such, concentrations are compared against the lowest EQS value of 4.5 µg l-1 as a 
mean. In addition to the two conditioning chemicals, bentonite was also investigated. As bentonite is a 
PLONOR (Pose Little or No Risk) chemical, there is no EQS value to assess against. Instead, it is 
considered in this report with respect to discharge concentrations. 

The maximum instantaneous recirculation concentration of tunnelling effluent at the desalination intake (see 
Figure 6-3) was 0.006 µg l-1 for Rhesoil and 0.002 µg l-1 for both CLB F5 M and Bentonite. As the 
concentrations of Rhesoil and CLB F5 M are well below their EQS levels, (on the order of thousand times 
less) they have not been considered further. For Bentontie, at such low levels of concentration at the intake, 
Bentonite has also not been considered further. 

At the outfall, the maximum instantaneous concentration of tunnelling effluent from the CDO discharge, and 
not the desalination discharge (see Figure 6-4) was 0.025  µg l-1 for Rhesoil, 0.008  µg l-1 for CLB F5 M and 
0.01  µg l-1 for Bentonite. As the concentrations of Rhesoil and CLB F5 M are well below their EQS levels, 
(on the order of hundred to a thousand times less for Rhesoil and CLB FM 5, respectively) they have not 
been considered further. For Bentontie, at such low levels of concentration at the intake, Bentonite has also 
not been considered further. 
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Figure 6-3 Excess concentration extracted of tunnelling effluent from GETM at the location of the 
desalination intake. 

 

Figure 6-4 Excess concentration extracted of tunnelling effluent from GETM at the location of the 
desalination outfall. 
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7 Conclusion 

A temporary desalination plant and associated infrastructure is required to produce potable water for the 
construction period but will cease to operate prior to commencement of Cold Functional Testing at Sizewell 
C. An assessment was undertaken for the discharge of substances present in the planned desalination 
concentrate discharge during the construction period. The concentrate would be highly saline ca., 20 PSU 
above the seawater background. Although the discharge has a higher density than the receiving seawater, 
the diffuser head facilitates more rapid mixing and limits the area at the seabed that is influenced by the 
discharge plume. The results of CORMIX modelling indicate that excess salinity falls to within 1 PSU of that 
at background within ca., 6.8-21.5 m which is well within the natural variation at the site (conditions at the 
discharge site are well mixed and would also facilitate mixing but are not included in this more precautionary 
assessment). The time taken for a passive particle to traverse through the saline plume would also be short 
at between approximately 28 to 215 seconds for all tidal velocities above a slack threshold of 0.1 m/s at the 
location of the desalination outfall. Therefore except for the influence of the high salinity of the concentrate at 
the point of discharge upon initial plume behaviour, the elevated salinity is expected to have negligible 
effects upon marine species beyond a few metres from the point of discharge. A sensitivity analysis was 
conducted by applying a temperature differential between the ambient sea conditions and the desalination 
discharge to inhibit mixing. Due to the small flows considered, the effect of the temperature uplift is minimal. 
Using a thermal uplift of 10°C (which is not anticipated), the extent of the salinity plume, to the 1 PSU above 
background threshold, is only extended by a distance of 11 cm. 

As noted above the salinity plume is dispersed rapidly, within 6.8-21.5 m. Changes in salinity and chemical 
treatment for dechlorination are unlikely to cause DO levels to reduce below the WFD ‘high’ threshold even 
in the immediate vicinity of the discharge location, and any effects would be rapidly dispersed as the saline 
plume mixes with the surrounding seawater. Therefore, the level of change to dissolved oxygen from 
changes in salinity is assessed as negligible. 

The potential interaction of discharges from the CDO during the main construction period with both the 
desalination plant intake and outfall was also considered. Discharges from the CDO that have been 
considered were metals from groundwater and chemicals used during tunnelling. 

Chemicals present in the CDO discharge plume that overlap with the desalination intake have the potential 
to become concentrated through the RO process and be discharged from the desalination plant. The 
maximum recirculation concentrations of metals from the CDO were very low for metals with values of 0.002 
µg l-1 for zinc, 0.016 µg l-1 for chromium and 0.001 µg l-1 for lead. Both zinc and lead were shown to have 
lower values than their respective limits of detection. The addition of a further 0.016 µg l-1 of chromium, to the 
source concentration, at the desalination intake was investigated with CORMIX. Under the worst 
hydrodynamic condition, the plume only extended a further 2 m. This does not affect the conclusions of the 
H1 assessment. 

At the location of the desalination outfall, the maximum concentration from the CDO was 0.006 µg l-1 for zinc. 
For lead, the maximum concentration was 0.003 µg l-1. For chromium the maximum concentration was 0.058 
µg l-1. These values are many times below the respective EQS values and do not change the H1 
assessment for the desalination plant discharge. 

An assessment of the interaction between possible surfactant chemicals potentially discharged from the 
CDO during tunnelling with the desalination plant intake shows that all chemicals considered are an order of 
one thousand times below their respective EQS values. Therefore discharge of tunnelling chemicals from the 
CDO is expected to have a negligible influence of the desalination intake. Tunnelling chemicals discharged 
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from the CDO are also at very low concentrations (one hundred to one thousand times below relevant 
chemical EQS values) where they overlap with the desalination plant discharge. Therefore it is considered 
the interaction of the CDO discharge of tunnelling chemicals has negligible influence on the potential area 
influenced by the desalination plant discharge. 

Various activities during the construction period can add nitrogen and phosphorus to discharges to the 
marine environment and this can influence algal growth. Descaling chemicals used for cleaning the Reverse 
Osmosis (RO) membranes used for desalination contain phosphorus so this together with the phosphorus 
background in the seawater is also rejected in the desalination concentrate. Background phosphorus and 
descaling chemicals together contribute ca., 20 kg/d phosphorus. Based on the seawater natural nitrogen 
background levels, the RO process also results in increased nitrogen concentration of ca., 0.6 kg/d in the 
desalination discharge. The nitrogen and phosphorus inputs from the desalination process were considered 
together with other construction activity inputs (treated sewage and groundwater) and the total loading was 
evaluated in an annual assessment using a combined phytoplankton and macroalgal model. The additional 
nutrient loading of the desalination discharge during the construction period is predicted to result in a 0.17% 
increase in annual production in Sizewell Bay relative to the baseline situation including SZB. The 
combination of construction period nutrient inputs from treated sewage and groundwater with those for 
desalination, result in an increase of 0.49% in production relative to the current baseline with SZB. However, 
despite these additional nutrient inputs there is still an overall reduction in production in Sizewell Bay due to 
the influence of SZB. The influence of SZB in reducing production in Sizewell Bay and the small positive 
additions to production that would occur due to nutrient inputs from construction and desalination would not 
be detectable against a natural background of inter annual variation in production within Sizewell Bay 
(Appendix 22H of the Marine Ecology and Fisheries ES, BEEMS Technical Report TR385). This level of 
change is therefore evaluated to have a negligible impact. 

The desalination concentrate also contains elevated levels of various trace metals and other substances 
resulting from the concentration process.  

As part of the surface water pollution risk assessment there are specific requirements for the minimisation of 
the annual loads of cadmium and mercury discharged to the aquatic environment which require assessment. 
Neither metal was shown to exceed threshold loadings for a cumulative annual assessment incorporating all 
input sources which include these trace metals during the construction period. 

There was shown to be insufficient ammonia present in the discharge to present a risk from the proportion of 
un-ionised ammonia (the more toxic form) exceeding its EQS under the expected discharge physicochemical 
conditions, so no further modelling assessment was required. 

A screening assessment of substances present in the desalination discharge identified three metals: zinc, 
lead and chromium which would fail the assessment and would need more detailed modelling to be 
conducted. Using the US EPA mixing zone model CORMIX the maximum discharges of lead, zinc and 
chromium were evaluated to determine the extent of any areas of EQS exceedance. Modelling was 
conducted using a simple diffuser. For the three metals assessed using CORMIX the plume area above the 
EQS was between 0.02 to 0.17 ha. Other substances that just exceeded their respective EQS in Test 1 
(Table 3) but were not taken forward for modelling are likely to act in combination within the lower plume 
area of 0.02 ha where zinc, chromium, and lead would all exceed their respective EQS. The diffuser would 
facilitate more rapid mixing of the saline discharge, but the plume would still sink and influence areas of the 
seabed close to the discharge point. A precautionary assessment derives an area above EQS for any 
discharge that is not >1.0 ha at the seabed (this assumes the maximum extent of any discharge, based on 
chromium represents the radius of a circle around the discharge point). The modelling provides a 
precautionary assessment as it does not take account of natural mixing processes and the relatively shallow 
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waters at this location would be expected to be well mixed (BEEMS Technical Report TR189). Based on this 
assessment the desalination concentrate discharge would be expected to have negligible effects on 
background water quality beyond the immediate small, localised area influenced by the discharge. 

An assessment of potential interaction of the CDO discharge with both the intake and discharge of the 
desalination plant showed that chemical concentrations would be tens to thousands of times below 
respective EQS values.  They therefore would have negligible influence on the areas affected by the 
desalination plant discharge and do not change the overall H1 assessment.  
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9 Appendix  

 

9.1 Cormix modelling supplementary data 

The results presented here are indicative of the performance of a basic diffuser. The outfall used for the 
CORMIX modelling is a single port riser discharging 1 m off the seabed, with a single nozzle with a 
contraction ratio of 0.65 (i.e., there is a narrow nozzle on the end of each to enhance discharge momentum 
and increase mixing) and a pipe diameter of 0.25 m. As the discharge is denser than the background water, 
the outfall pipe is discharged upwards at an angle of 45°, to project the flow up into the water before sinking 
to the seabed, to enhance mixing.  

 

Figure 9-1 Basic shape of the diffuser used in CORMIX. 

 

Figure 9-2 and Figure 9-3 show the plume geometry under peak flood and low water conditions, respectively. 
Whilst the plots show the concentrations specifically for chromium, the plume geometry is the same for zinc 
and lead, but the concentrations within the plume would be different. 

 

Figure 9-4 and Figure 9-5 show the centreline plume concentration and dilution, respectively, for lead under 
peak flood conditions.  

Figure 9-6 and Figure 9-7 show the centreline plume concentration and dilution, respectively, for chromium 
under peak flood conditions.  
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Figure 9-8 and Figure 9-9 show the centreline plume concentration and dilution, respectively, for zinc under 
peak flood conditions. 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 9-2 Plume geometry under peak flood conditions with a single port riser 
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Figure 9-3 Plume geometry under low water conditions with a single port riser. 

 

 

Figure 9-4 Centreline plume concentration for lead under peak flood conditions with diffuser. (CMC 
represents EQS value). 
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Figure 9-5 Centreline plume dilution for lead under peak flood conditions with diffuser. (CMC represents EQS 
value). 

 

 

 

Figure 9-6 Centreline plume concentration for chromium under peak flood conditions with single port riser 
(CMC represents EQS value). 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.
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Figure 9-7 Centreline plume dilution for chromium under peak flood conditions with single port riser. (CMC 
represents EQS value). 

 

 

Figure 9-8 Centreline plume concentration for zinc under peak flood conditions with single port riser. (CMC 
represents EQS value). 
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Figure 9-9 Centreline plume dilution for zinc under peak flood conditions with single port riser. (CMC 
represents EQS value). 
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Table 9-1 and Table 9-2 summarises the distances the plume travels before falling below the threshold of 
detection (for lead and zinc) or below the EQS using the diffuser, under spring and neap conditions, 
respectively. Note, for some conditions the EQS may not be reached, as denoted by NA (Not Achieved) as 
the CORMIX simulation reaches a condition of tidal state reversal and the plume cannot propagate any 
further. 

Table 9-1 Summary of distances to EQS threshold under spring conditions. 

Chemical 

Distance to Threshold (m) 

Rising 
Tide 

High 
Tide 

Falling 
Tide 

Low 
Tide -2 

hrs 

Low 
Tide -1 

hr 

Low 
Tide -

0.5 hrs 
Low 
Tide 

Low 
Tide 
+0.5 
hrs 

Low 
Tide 
+1 hr 

Low 
Tide 

+2 hrs 
Lead 20.14 12.10 19.30 16.73 14.21 11.57 16.75 16.34 13.94 15.14 

Zinc 24.99 14.66 24.04 20.68 17.37 13.96 20.42 21.00 17.13 18.66 

Chromium 31.58 25.01 31.18 25.1 22.03 26.68 NA NA 25.63 24.41 

Table Note: 
i) NA means threshold ‘Not Achieved’ before tidal state reversal. NA* For chromium, the EQS is 

not reached at low water and the following half an hour, with concentrations of 0.61 μgl-1 
extending ca. 41.0 m, compared to an EQS of 0.6 μgl-1 
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Table 9-2 Summary of distances to EQS threshold under neap conditions. 

Chemical 

Distance to Threshold (m) 

Rising 
Tide 

High 
Tide 

Falling 
Tide 

Low 
Tide -2 

hrs 

Low 
Tide -1 

hr 

Low 
Tide -

0.5 hrs 
Low 
Tide 

Low 
Tide 
+0.5 
hrs 

Low 
Tide 
+1 hr 

Low 
Tide 

+2 hrs 
Lead 15.25 10.28 14.12 11.13 10.53 16.53 32.80 9.99 12.08 14.44 

Zinc 18.77 11.85 17.36 13.37 12.55 20.34 NA 11.12 14.64 17.77 

Chromium 23.44 NA* 25.24 31.98 40.33 43.66 NA NA 31.99 25.27 

Table Note: 
i) NA means threshold ‘Not Achieved’ before tidal state reversal. NA* For chromium, the EQS is 

not reached at low water and the following half an hour, with concentrations of 0.61 μgl-1 
extending ca. 56.7 m, compared to an EQS of 0.6 μgl-1 
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	9.2.2 if sent by pre-paid recorded delivery post and posted within the United Kingdom, on the day [●] Working Days after the date of posting.

	9.3 A notice received or deemed to be received in accordance with Clause 9.2 on a day which is not a Working Day, or after 5pm on any Working Day, shall be deemed to be received on the next following Working Day.
	9.4 Subject to clause 9.5, the address, relevant addressee and reference for each party are:
	9.4.1 in the case of Suffolk County Council:
	9.4.2 in the case of East Suffolk Council:
	9.4.3 for SZC Co:

	9.5 Any party may give notice of a change to its name, address, or relevant addressee for the purposes of this clause 9 provided that such notification shall only be effective on:
	9.5.1 the date specified in the notification as the date on which the change is to take place; or
	9.5.2 if no date is specified or the date specified is less than five clear Working Days after the date on which the notice is received or deemed to be received, the fifth Working Day after the notice of any such change is given.


	10. INDEXATION
	11. Interest
	12. Notice of Phases, payments and Dispositions
	12.1 SZC Co shall notify each of the other parties to this Deed:
	12.1.1 at least [●] Working Days prior to the Commencement Date, of the anticipated date of Commencement of works pursuant to the Development Consent Order PROVIDED THAT for the avoidance of doubt nothing in this Deed shall prevent Commencement from h...
	12.1.2 prior to the Transitional Date, of the anticipated date of the Transitional Date;
	12.1.3 within 10 Working Days of the actual Commencement Date and Transitional Date; and
	12.1.4 within 10 Working Days of the day on which the Construction Period ends.

	12.2 Where in this Deed an obligation is required to be performed by a specified point such as “Commencement” the Parties agree that such trigger may be varied if agreed in advance with the relevant Councils (in consultation with any relevant third pa...

	13. Communications
	13.1 The Communications Officers for East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council (or such other central point as may be agreed between SZC Co, East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council) will coordinate external communications on behalf of Su...
	13.2 The parties agree that where particular mitigation works, projects or benefits are funded from any of the Contributions secured under this Deed:
	13.2.1 SZC Co shall be acknowledged as having funded such works, projects or benefits;
	13.2.2 SZC Co branding and/or corporate images or logos shall be included (unless instructed to the contrary by SZC Co) in literature or publicity material relating to such works, projects or benefits;
	13.2.3 signage (at the discretion of SZC Co) bearing SZC Co branding and/or corporate images or logos shall be erected or affixed to buildings and other facilities funded out of the Contributions; and
	13.2.4 SZC Co shall have the right to be involved in publicity activities relating to such works, projects or benefits in consultation with the Councils.


	14. national policy statement en-1
	14.1 6F [The Parties agree that the obligations contained in the Schedules to this Deed are necessary to make the Project acceptable in planning terms, are directly related to the Project and are fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the ...

	15. third parties
	15.1 The Schedules to this Deed are subject to this clause 15.
	15.2 Where:
	15.2.1 any payments identified in the Schedules to this Deed are stated to be payable by SZC Co to East Suffolk Council or Suffolk County Council for onward transfer to a person who is not a party to this Deed (a “third party”); and/or
	15.2.2 7F [any third party] is entitled to nominate a member of a Governance Group,

	15.3 If after using reasonable endeavours East Suffolk Council or Suffolk County Council (as relevant) is unable to enter into a Deed of Covenant with any third party prior to either the date when payment is due to be paid to that third party or the d...
	15.3.1 neither East Suffolk Council nor Suffolk County Council shall have any obligation to transfer that payment to the third party unless and until that third party has entered into such Deed of Covenant;
	15.3.2 East Suffolk Council or Suffolk County Council (as relevant) and SZC Co shall use reasonable endeavours to meet with the relevant third party within [20] Working Days of the date when the payment was due to be paid in order to discuss the reaso...
	15.3.3 if no Deed of Covenant has been entered into within [●] Working Days of the date when the payment was due to be paid or the date of the [second] meeting of the relevant Governance Group (as relevant), SZC Co and East Suffolk Council and/or Suff...
	(A) either alternative delivery of the relevant mitigation or an alternative form of mitigation; and/or
	(B) where necessary, an alternative third party to nominate a member of the relevant Governance Group.



	16. VAT
	16.1 All consideration given in accordance with the terms of this Deed shall be exclusive of any VAT properly payable.
	16.2 SZC Co shall not be obliged to make any contributions towards VAT payable by the Councils in respect of any works to be undertaken by the relevant Councils insofar and to the extent that the amount of VAT is (by way of off-set or otherwise) recov...
	16.3 [If this Deed or anything contained in it gives rise to a taxable supply for VAT purposes by the Councils or by any third party to SZC Co then SZC Co shall pay to the relevant Council or third party an amount equal to the VAT chargeable in additi...

	17. Legal Compliance
	17.1 Nothing in this Deed (including its Schedules) shall require SZC Co to do anything that would be or that SZC Co is properly advised by its legal advisors would be contrary to data protection, confidentiality and/or any other applicable legal requ...
	17.2 Nothing in this Deed (including its Schedules) shall require any of the Councils to do anything that would be or that the relevant Council is properly advised by its legal advisors would be contrary to data protection, confidentiality and/or any ...

	18. COUNCILS’ POWERS
	19. GOOD FAITH
	20. RIGHTS OF THIRD PARTIES
	21. Jurisdiction
	21.1 This Deed including its construction, validity, performance and enforcement and any dispute or claim arising out of or in connection with it or its subject matter or formation (including non-contractual disputes or claims) shall be governed by an...
	21.2 Each party irrevocably agrees that the courts of England and Wales shall have exclusive jurisdiction to settle any dispute or claim arising out of or in connection with this Deed or its subject matter or formation (including non-contractual dispu...

	22. COUNTERPARTS
	23. DATE OF DELIVERY
	1. definitions and interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. The contributions
	2.1 East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council shall each establish an interest-bearing account or accounts where those Contributions and/or other sums of money that are payable to them pursuant to this Deed shall be held and shall promptly, and ...
	2.2 The Councils each covenant with SZC Co that they shall, on receipt of the Contributions or other amounts from SZC Co payable to them pursuant to this Deed, place the received sums of money in such notified account or accounts.
	2.3 Interest accruing to the account or accounts in which the Contributions payable to the Councils pursuant to this Deed are held shall be retained in that account or accounts and shall only be applied in accordance with the provisions of this Deed f...
	2.4 East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council shall each provide SZC Co with copies of all account statements and other correspondence received in relation to the accounts established pursuant to this Schedule 1.

	3. APPLICATION OF CONTRIBUTIONS
	3.1 The Councils each covenant with SZC Co in respect of monies that each of them receive pursuant to this Deed not to spend the relevant monies other than for the purposes specified in this Deed in relation to the relevant Contribution or sum of money.
	3.2 The Councils each covenant with SZC Co that they will within 6 months of the Commencement Date and annually thereafter until the Contributions have been spent provide SZC Co with a statement setting out details of the purposes to which the monies ...
	3.3 Notwithstanding paragraph 3.2, SZC Co shall in any event have the right to audit all expenditure funded from the Contributions or other amounts secured under this Deed and the Councils each covenant with SZC Co to provide access to all such inform...

	4. unspent contributions
	4.1 Unless expressly stated otherwise in this Deed, if any amount of money paid to the Councils under this Deed by SZC Co remains unspent within 5 years of the date that amount was paid by SZC Co, the Councils shall repay any such unspent monies toget...

	5. 8F [REGISTRATION
	5.1 This Deed shall be registered by East Suffolk Council promptly after the date of this Deed as a local land charge in the register of local land charges maintained by East Suffolk Council.
	5.2 Following the performance and satisfaction of all the obligations contained in this Deed, East Suffolk Council will forthwith effect the cancellation of all entries made in the register of local land charges in respect of this Deed and East Suffol...

	6. Approval
	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. 9F [[●] Officer
	2.1 SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council:
	2.1.1 the sum of [●] on or before [●],


	3. [●] Officer
	3.1 SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council:
	3.1.1 the sum of [●] on or before [●],


	4. Governance
	4.1 The sums paid to the Councils pursuant to this Schedule 2 shall only be applied by the Councils towards the provision of additional dedicated staff resources to fulfil the additional duties imposed on the Councils as a result of the Project and to...
	4.2 The Councils shall within [●] Working Days of receiving a request from SZC Co produce itemised timesheets showing all of the matters that the Officers have worked on during the period of their employment pursuant to this Schedule 2, to include bot...

	5. [Review
	5.1 [SZC Co shall provide to the Councils prior to [●] an anticipated programme for the submission of material to the Councils to discharge relevant requirements pursuant to the Development Consent Order.]
	5.2 SZC Co together with the Councils shall carry out a joint review of the dedicated staff resources funded by SZC Co pursuant to this Schedule 2 [on or before the second anniversary of Commencement and again on or before the fourth anniversary of Co...
	5.2.1 [the progress of the Project against SZC Co’s anticipated programme for the overall Project;]
	5.2.2 [the amount and complexity of the work anticipated in relation to the completion of the remaining tasks that the Councils need to perform in relation to the discharge of requirements pursuant to the Development Consent Order, the discharge and m...
	5.2.3 the level of activity undertaken by the Officers in relation the Project as evidenced by the itemised timesheets of the Officers described in paragraph 5.2; and
	5.2.4 the anticipated duties likely to be imposed on the Councils over and above their normal statutory duties during the remainder of the Construction Period.

	5.3 Following the joint review to be carried out by SZC Co and the Councils pursuant to paragraph 6.2, SZC Co shall prepare a report identifying whether any funding of staff resources funded by SZC Co pursuant to this Deed should, either partially or ...
	5.4 SZC Co shall provide a copy of the report completed under paragraph 6.3 to the Councils by not later than [●] and shall thereafter provide any funding in the amount and at the intervals determined by SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 6.3.]

	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2.  Housing Fund
	2.1 East Suffolk Council shall apply or procure the application of the Housing Fund in accordance with the terms of this Schedule 3.
	2.2 East Suffolk Council may only apply the Housing Fund towards any or all of the following initiatives:
	2.2.1 increasing the supply of bedspaces in private housing in accordance with the Private Housing Supply Plan in accordance with paragraph 2.6 of this Schedule;
	2.2.2 supporting increased supply and availability of bedspaces in tourist accommodation in accordance with the Tourist Accommodation Plan in accordance with paragraph 2.7 of this Schedule;
	2.2.3 providing support for East Suffolk Council’s housing advice service through the provision of Housing and Homelessness Services Resilience Measures in accordance with paragraph 2.8 of this Schedule.

	2.3 When considering how to apply the Housing Fund, East Suffolk Council shall take into account any recommendations of the Accommodation Working Group and the extent to which the proposed initiative:
	2.3.1 is an effective means to mitigate the potential effects of the Project;
	2.3.2 gives priority to localities where the direct impacts of the Project are anticipated to be experienced;
	2.3.3 provides value for money;
	2.3.4 where the initiative aims to increase the supply of bedspaces:
	(A) would deliver bedspaces prior to the sixth anniversary of the Commencement Date; and
	(B) offers the potential for recycling the Housing Fund so that it can be reinvested in other housing initiatives, as far as reasonably practicable.


	2.4 On or before Commencement, and annually on or before the first six anniversaries of the Commencement Date, SZC Co shall pay £[●] to East Suffolk Council to be applied solely to towards administration, expenses, or other related costs of the elemen...
	2.5 During the Construction Period, on or before Commencement and annually on or before each anniversary of the Commencement Date, SZC Co shall pay £[●] to East Suffolk Council to be applied solely towards administration, expenses, or other related co...
	2.6 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to this paragraph 2 is £[●].
	2.7 Private Housing Market Supply
	2.7.1 Within [6] months following Commencement, East Suffolk Council shall prepare a draft Private Housing Supply Plan and shall submit the draft Private Housing Supply Plan to the AWG for approval.
	2.7.2 SZC Co shall pay the Housing Fund to East Suffolk Council in the following instalments for the purposes of delivering bedspaces in accordance with initiatives set out by the Private Housing Supply Plan:
	(A) no later than [1] month following the date of the approval of the Private Housing Supply Plan by the AWG, £[●] to be applied in accordance with the approved Private Housing Supply Plan;
	(B) from the first anniversary of the date of the approval of the Private Housing Supply Plan to the sixth anniversary of the date of the approval of the Private Housing Supply Plan, £[●], to be applied in accordance with the approved Private Housing ...

	2.7.3 Every 6 months following the approval of the Private Housing Supply Plan, East Suffolk Council shall provide the Accommodation Working Group with the following information:
	(A) expenditure of Housing Fund monies paid pursuant to paragraph 2.6.2 and the Private Housing Supply Plan by category of initiative and location;
	(B) bedspaces delivered by Housing Fund monies paid pursuant to paragraph 2.6.2 and the Private Housing Supply Plan by category of initiative and location; and
	(C) bedspaces planned for delivery using Housing Fund monies paid pursuant to paragraph 2.6.2 and the Private Housing Supply Plan by category of initiative and location;

	2.7.4 Every 6 months following the approval of the Private Housing Supply Plan, SZC Co shall provide the Accommodation Working Group with the following information from the most recent workforce survey undertaken pursuant to paragraph 6.2 of this Sche...
	(A) estimated number of NHB Workers;
	(B) estimated locations of NHB Workers; and
	(C) estimated split of Accommodation Types used by NHB Workers.

	2.7.5 The Accommodation Working Group may decide upon the receipt of information pursuant to 2.6.3 and 2.6.4 and any other information that the Accommodation Working Group (acting reasonably) considers necessary, to review the Private Housing Supply P...
	2.7.6 East Suffolk Council shall use reasonable endeavours to identity initiatives:
	(A) for which the sums paid pursuant to paragraph 2.6.2 are required prior to the sixth anniversary of the Commencement Date;
	(B) that are practicably deliverable before the sixth anniversary of the Commencement Date; and
	(C) would deliver at least 1,000 bedspaces before the sixth anniversary of the Commencement Date.


	2.8 Tourist Accommodation Market Supply
	2.8.1 Within [6] months of the Commencement Date, East Suffolk Council shall prepare a draft Tourist Accommodation Plan and shall submit the draft Tourist Accommodation Plan to the AWG for approval.
	2.8.2 SZC Co shall to East Suffolk Council the following instalments from the Housing Fund for the purposes of supporting the delivery of tourist accommodation capacity in accordance with initiatives set out by the Tourist Accommodation Plan:
	(A) no later than [1] month following the date of the approval of the Tourist Accommodation Plan by the AWG, £[●] to be applied towards implementation of the [initiatives to be funded pursuant to paragraphs 2.7.2(B) and 2.7.2(C) in accordance with the...
	(B) annually on the date of the approval of the Tourist Accommodation Plan during the Construction Period beginning on the first anniversary of the date of the approval of the Tourist Accommodation Plan, £[●] to be applied towards planning advice, inf...
	(C) annually on the date of the approval of the Tourist Accommodation Plan during the Construction Period beginning on the first anniversary of the date of the approval of the Tourist Accommodation Plan, £[●] to be applied towards loans to Accommodati...

	2.8.3 Annually on the anniversary of the approval of the Tourist Accommodation Plan, East Suffolk Council shall provide the Accommodation Working Group with the following information:
	(A) details of expenditure of Housing Fund monies, pursuant to paragraph 2.7.2 and the Tourist Accommodation Plan, by category of initiative and location; and
	(B) details of initiatives and bedspaces delivered (if applicable) by Housing Fund monies pursuant to paragraph 2.6.2 and the Tourist Accommodation Plan by category of initiative and location.

	2.8.4 The Accommodation Working Group may decide upon the receipt of information pursuant to 2.7.3 and 2.6.4, and any other information that the Accommodation Working Group (acting reasonably) considers necessary, to review the Tourist Accommodation P...

	2.9 Housing and Homelessness Services Resilience Measures
	2.9.1 SZC Co shall pay £[●] from the Housing Fund to East Suffolk Council in the following instalments:
	(A) £[●] on or before the first anniversary of the Commencement Date;
	(B) £[●] between the second anniversary of the Commencement Date and the end of the Construction Period in accordance with paragraph 2.8.2,

	2.9.2 Annually during the Construction Period on or before the anniversary of the Commencement Date, the Accommodation Working Group shall agree on the amount if any to be paid by SZC Co to East Suffolk Council pursuant to paragraph 2.8.1(B)), having ...
	(A) the information most recently provided by SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 2.6.4; and
	(B) information provided by East Suffolk Council that the Accommodation Working Group agrees (acting reasonably) shows housing market stress relative to pre-Commencement levels which may reasonably be related to the effects of the NHB Workforce, inclu...
	(1) an increased level of homeless presentations and applications in East Suffolk compared to the national average for the same period where there is;
	(2) an above average use of emergency and temporary accommodation in East Suffolk compared to the national average for the same period;
	(3) an above average use of discretionary housing payments in East Suffolk compared to the national average for the same period;
	(4) an above average level of licence applications and enforcement action in respect of unlicensed Houses of Multiple Occupancy in East Suffolk compared to the national average for the same period.




	3. Project ACCOMMODATION
	3.1 Accommodation Campus
	3.1.1 Unless otherwise agreed with the Accommodation Working Group, SZC Co shall use reasonable endeavours to deliver the Accommodation Campus in accordance with the Implementation Plan.

	3.2 LEEIE Caravan Park
	3.2.1 Unless otherwise agreed with the Accommodation Working Group, SZC Co shall use reasonable endeavours to deliver the LEEIE Caravan Park in accordance with the Implementation Plan.


	4. Accommodation Co-ordinator
	4.1 Throughout the Construction Period, SZC Co shall appoint one or more Accommodation Co-ordinators.
	4.2 SZC Co shall carry out or procure that the appointed Accommodation Co-ordinator carries out the Accommodation Co-ordination.

	5. Accommodation Management System
	5.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Accommodation Management System.
	5.2 SZC Co shall operate or procure the operation of the Accommodation Management System throughout the Construction Period.

	6. GOVERNANCE AND MONITORING
	6.1 10F [Accommodation Working Group
	6.1.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Accommodation Working Group which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period.
	6.1.2 The Accommodation Working Group shall comprise:
	(A) [three] representatives from SZC Co,
	(B) [two] representative from East Suffolk Council, and
	(C) [one] representative from Suffolk County Council.

	6.1.3 The Accomodation Working Group shall:
	(A) meet either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk at least twice a year, with the representative of East Suffolk Council acting as chair;
	(B) meet within 3 months of Commencement;
	(C) refer any matter to the Social Review Group where members of the establish the Accommodation Working Group are unable to agree on any matter;
	(D) prepare six monthly reports to the Social Review Group to provide information on:
	(1) the effectiveness of monies spent in accordance with the Housing Fund, Private Housing Supply Plan, Tourist Accommodation Plan and Housing and Homelessness Resilience Measures as described in this Deed; and
	(2) relevant monitoring information provided to the Accommodation Working Group described in this Deed.]



	6.2 Monitoring
	6.2.1 11F [Every [●] and [●] during the Construction Period, SZC Co will undertake a workforce survey, which will provide a statistically significant sample of the workforce to estimate:
	(A) the number of NHB Workers and HB Workers;
	(B) the Accommodation Type used by NHB Workers; and
	(C) the location (2011 Census Ward) of accommodation used by members of the Sizewell C Construction Workforce as determined by their postcode,

	6.2.2 SZC Co shall:
	(A)  use the workforce survey carried out pursuant to paragraph 6.2.1 and any information provided by the Accommodation Coordinator to produce a monitoring report; and
	(B) submit the monitoring report to the Accommodation Working Group within [2] months of the close of each workforce survey.



	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. On-Site Emergency Response
	2.1 On or before Commencement and throughout the Construction Period thereafter, SZC Co shall:
	2.1.1 appoint one or more Emergency Co-ordinators;
	2.1.2 provide On Site Security; and
	2.1.3 provide On Site Fire and Rescue.


	3. 13F [Emergency Services Contribution
	3.1 During the Construction Period, the following sums from the Emergency Services Contribution shall be paid by SZC Co to the County Council for onward payment to the Suffolk Constabulary:
	3.1.1 the sum of £[●] to contribute towards reasonable dedicated additional resourcing related to potential temporary uplift in demand for local police services related to the Project and its NHB Workforce (including site familiarisation and collabora...
	(A) 14F [£[●] before or on Commencement; and
	(B) £[●] before or on [●].]


	3.2 During the Construction Period the following sums from the Emergency Services Contribution shall be paid by SZC Co to the County Council for the provision of the Suffolk Fire and Rescue Service:
	3.2.1 the sum of £[●] to contribute towards costs incurred by Suffolk Fire and Rescue Service reviewing and updating plans for responding to incidents in relation to the Project, including site familiarisation visits, and co-ordinating with the Projec...
	3.2.2 the sum of £[●] to be paid in [●] equal annual instalments beginning on the Commencement Date to contribute towards:
	(A) preparation for and attendance at meetings of the Community Safety Working Group during the Construction Period; and
	(B) collaborative work with other stakeholders in the Community Safety Working Group to help deliver the measures in this Deed;


	3.3 The following sums from the Emergency Services Contribution shall be paid by SZC Co to the County Council for onward payment to the East of England Ambulance Service Trust:
	3.3.1 The sum of £[●] to contribute towards additional call-outs to the SZC Development Site, such sum to be paid in tranches against the presentation of an invoice following each call-out;
	3.3.2 The sum of £[●] to contribute towards the costs incurred by East of England Ambulance Service Trust reviewing and updating plans for responding to incidents in relation to the Project, including site familiarisation visits, and co-ordinating wit...
	3.3.3 the sum of £[●] to be paid in [●] equal annual instalments beginning on the Commencement Date to contribute towards:
	(A) preparation for and attendance at meetings of the Community Safety Working Group during the Construction Period; and
	(B) collaborative work with other stakeholders in the Community Safety Working Group to help deliver the measures in this Deed.



	4. Emergency Services Contingency Contribution
	4.1 Subject to paragraph 4.4, SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council:
	4.1.1 in the event that any protest or demonstration against the Project occurs during the Construction Period, an amount determined in accordance with paragraph 4.4 to contribute towards the uninsured costs of any repairs, making good or cleaning rea...
	4.1.2 in the event of any incident in relation to the Project during the Construction Period that results in the evacuation of local residents or businesses from their premises, an amount determined in accordance with paragraph 4.4 to contribute towar...

	4.2 Subject to paragraph 4.4, SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council:
	4.2.1 in the event of any incident in relation to the Project during the Construction Period that results in the evacuation of local residents or businesses from their premises, an amount determined in accordance with paragraph 4.4 to contribute towar...

	4.3 Subject to paragraph 4.4, SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council:
	4.3.1 for onward payment to Suffolk Constabulary, in the event that Suffolk Constabulary (acting reasonably) during the Construction Period conducts a public safety initiative the need for which is directly attributable to the Project, an amount deter...
	4.3.2 for onward payment to Suffolk Fire and Rescue Service, in the event that Suffolk Fire and Rescue Service (acting reasonably) during the Construction Period conducts a public safety initiative the need for which is directly attributable to the Pr...
	4.3.3 for onward payment to East of England Ambulance Service Trust, in the event that East of England Ambulance Service Trust (acting reasonably) during the Construction Period conducts a public safety initiative the need for which is directly attrib...

	PROVIDED THAT the total amount to be paid under this paragraph 4.3 shall not exceed £[●].
	4.4 Payments pursuant to this paragraph 4 shall only be made following approval by SZC Co of a request received in writing from East Suffolk Council or Suffolk County Council (as appropriate) detailing the amounts requested to be paid by reference to ...

	5. Community Safety Working Group
	5.1 15F [On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Community Safety Working Group which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period and shall operate in accordance with the Community Safety Working Group Terms of Reference.
	5.2 The Community Safety Working Group shall comprise the following members:
	5.2.1 two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co;
	5.2.2 the Transport Co-ordinator;
	5.2.3 two representatives from a department or service relevant to public health, community and social care to be nominated by East Suffolk Council;
	5.2.4 two representatives from a department or service relevant to public health, community and social care to be nominated by Suffolk County Council;
	5.2.5 two representatives to be nominated by Suffolk Constabulary;
	5.2.6 two representatives to be nominated by Suffolk Fire and Rescue Service; and
	5.2.7 two representatives to be nominated by East of England Ambulance Service Trust.

	5.3 The Community Safety Working Group shall also invite the following representatives to attend meetings:
	5.3.1 one representative from each department or service relevant to such other department or service relevant to community safety or other relevant effects of the Project as the Community Safety Working Group shall consider necessary (acting reasonab...
	5.3.2 one representative from each department or service relevant to such other department or service relevant to community safety or other relevant effects of the Project as the Community Safety Working Group shall consider necessary (acting reasonab...
	5.3.3 one representative to be nominated by Maritime Coastguard Agency;
	5.3.4 one representative to be nominated by Royal National Lifeboat Institution;
	5.3.5 one representative to be nominated by East Anglian Air Ambulance; and
	5.3.6 one representative from either a voluntary or charitable organisation as the Community Safety Working Group shall consider necessary (acting reasonably).

	5.4 The Community Safety Working Group shall:
	5.4.1 meet every six months (or more frequently where agreed by the members of the Community Safety Working Group, but no more frequently than quarterly) either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk to be identified by SZC Co from time...
	5.4.2 determine a reporting protocol to ensure transparency, consistency and independence; and
	5.4.3 refer to the Social Review Group for its determination on any matter upon which the members of the Community Safety Working Group are unable to agree.

	5.5 The Community Safety Working Group shall report to the Social Review Group [quarterly] on the following matters:
	5.5.1 evidenced effects of the Project on community safety, the provision or emergency services and the provision of relevant public services in Suffolk; and
	5.5.2 [expenditure from the Emergency Services Contribution and Emergency Response Contingency Contribution, Public Services Resilience Fund, and the effectiveness of such contributions.]

	5.6 Meetings of the Community Safety Working Group shall be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing SZC Co and one is a member representing one of the Councils) are present.
	5.7 The Community Safety Working Group may make such further administrative arrangements as it considers appropriate for the proper and efficient functioning of the Community Safety Working Group from time to time, including the appointment of a chair...

	1. DEFINITIONS AND INTERPRETATION
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. Public Services Resilience Fund
	2.1 Local Community Safety and Community Health Measures
	2.1.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co shall pay the sum of £[●] from the Public Services Resilience Fund to East Suffolk Council in the following instalments:
	(A) the sum of £[●] within [●] months of the Commencement Date or on or before the [1 May] following Commencement (if earlier);
	(B) following the first anniversary of the Commencement Date, the sum of £[●] annually on or before each [1 May],

	2.1.2 East Suffolk Council may use the Public Services Resilience Fund paid pursuant to paragraph 2.1.1 for:
	(A) new Local Community Safety and Community Health Measures;
	(B) the enhancement of and addition to pre-existing Local Community Safety and Community Health Measures ;16F
	(C) funding for Local Community Safety and Community Health Measures identified, provided or commissioned by East Suffolk Council and/or the Community Safety Partnerships and/or the Safer Stronger Communities Board,

	2.1.3 No later than [1 April] of each year of the Construction Period, East Suffolk Council shall submit to the Community Safety Working Group for its approval details of the Local Community Safety and Community Health Measures to be funded through th...
	2.1.4 The Community Safety Working Group shall have regard to paragraph 3 of this Schedule in deciding whether to approve the proposed Local Community Safety and Community Health Measures.
	2.1.5 East Suffolk Council shall deliver or procure the delivery of the Local Community Safety and Community Health Measures approved pursuant to paragraph 2.1.4 in accordance with this Schedule 5.

	2.2 Social Care Resilience Measures
	2.2.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co shall pay the sum of £[●] from the Public Services Resilience Fund to Suffolk County Council in the following instalments:
	(A) the sum of £[●] within [●] months of the Commencement Date or on or before the [1 May] following Commencement (if earlier) Provided That the Community Safety Working Group has approved the initiatives to be funded;
	(B) following the first anniversary of the Commencement Date, the sum of £[●] annually on or before each [1 May] Provided That the Community Safety Working Group has approved the initiatives to be funded,

	2.2.2 [East Suffolk Council may use the Public Services Resilience Fund paid pursuant to paragraph 2.2.1 may be used for:
	(A) new Social Care Resilience Measures; and
	(B) the enhancement of and addition to pre-existing Social Care Resilience Measures,

	2.2.3 No later than [1 April] of each year of the Construction Period, Suffolk County Council shall submit to the Community Safety Working Group for approval details of the Social Care Resilience Measures to be funded through the payments pursuant to ...
	2.2.4 The Community Safety Working Group shall have regard to paragraph 3 of this Schedule in deciding whether to approve the proposed Social Care Resilience Measures.
	2.2.5 Suffolk County Council shall deliver or procure the delivery of the Social Care Resilience Measures approved pursuant to paragraph 2.2.4 in accordance with this Schedule 5.]

	2.3 [School and Early Years Resilience Measures
	2.3.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co shall pay the sum of £[●] from the Public Services Resilience Fund to Suffolk County Council in the following instalments:
	(A) the sum of £[●] within [●] months of the Commencement Date or on or before the [1 May] following Commencement (if earlier) Provided That the Social Review Group has approved the initiatives to be funded;
	(B) following the first anniversary of the Commencement Date, the sum of £[●] annually on or before each [1 May] Provided That the Social Review Group has approved the initiatives to be funded,

	2.3.2 No later than [1 April] of each year of the Construction Period, Suffolk County Council shall submit to the Social Review Group for approval details of the School and Early Years Resilience Measures to be funded through the payments pursuant to ...
	2.3.3 The Social Review Group shall have regard to paragraph 3 of this Schedule in deciding whether to approve the proposed School and Early Years Resilience Measures.
	2.3.4 Suffolk County Council shall deliver or procure the delivery of the School and Early Years Reilience Measures approved pursuant to paragraph 2.3.3 in accordance with this Schedule 5.]


	3. Application of the Public Services Resilience Fund
	3.1 When considering how to apply a payment from Public Services Resilience Fund pursuant to paragraph 2, Suffolk County Council or East Suffolk Council (as relevant) shall take into account the recommendations of the Community Safety Working Group an...
	3.1.1 is proportionate to the scale and location of the potential impacts of the Project;
	3.1.2 seeks to prevent reasonably expected effects of the Project from arising wherever practicable;
	3.1.3 does not obviate or duplicate funding from other measures agreed in this Deed or across different elements of the Public Services Resilience Fund;
	3.1.4 provides value for money; and
	3.1.5 complements, promotes or enhances existing programmes and governance structures seeking to achieve similar outcomes within the administrative areas of East Suffolk Council or Suffolk County Council (as relevant), such as the Safer Stronger Commu...


	4. School and Early Years Capacity Contribution
	4.1 During the Construction Period, Suffolk County Council may apply to the Social Review Group for an amount from the School and Early Years Capacity Contribution to be paid by SZC Co.
	4.2 In its application pursuant to paragraph 4.1, Suffolk County Council shall provide details of:
	4.2.1 the anticipated take-up of school and early years places by Workforce Children in relation to the available supply of school and early years places in Suffolk;
	4.2.2 how temporary expansion, or support for bringing forward permanent expansion (if necessary), would provide sufficient capacity to address any anticipated lack of capacity in the school and early years places in Suffolk; and
	4.2.3 details of the feasibility in delivering such expansion such that the extent or length of any anticipated lack of capacity is avoided or minimised.

	4.3 The Social Review Group shall review any application made pursuant to paragraph 4.2, and shall approve the amount of funds to be paid by SZC Co to Suffolk County Council, where it is agreed by the Social Review Group based on evidence provided that:
	4.3.1 there is likely net additional demand for capacity in schools or early years settings as a result of Workforce Children;
	4.3.2 capacity can be provided in the form of temporary expansion, or support for bringing forward permanent expansion (if necessary); and
	4.3.3 the capacity to be provided is proportionate to the predicted net additional demand from workforce children; and
	4.3.4 whether the proposed additional capacity would reasonably be expected to be delivered in advance of the predicted net additional demand from Workforce Children.

	4.4 SZC Co shall pay the amount of funds from the School and Early Years Capacity Contribution approved by the Social Review Group to Suffolk County Council and shall be paid within [●] Working Days of the date of the Social Review Group's approval.
	4.5 Suffolk County Council shall deliver or procure the delivery of the expansion approved by the Social Review Group.

	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. SIZEWELL Health
	2.1 SZC Co shall establish Sizewell Health on or before  Commencement.

	3. Residual Healthcare Contribution
	3.1 SZC Co shall pay the Residual Healthcare Contribution to Suffolk County Council in the following instalments:
	3.1.1 17F [on or before Commencement the sum of £[●];
	3.1.2 on or before the first anniversary of the Commencement Date the sum of £[●];
	3.1.3 on or before the second anniversary of the Commencement Date the sum of £[●];
	3.1.4 on or before the third anniversary of the Commencement Date the sum of £[●];
	3.1.5 on or before the fourth anniversary of the Commencement Date the sum of £[●];
	3.1.6 on or before the fifth anniversary of the Commencement Date the sum of £[●];
	3.1.7 on or before the sixth anniversary of the Commencement Date the sum of £[●]; and
	3.1.8 on or before the seventh anniversary of the Commencement Date the sum of £[●].]

	3.2 Suffolk County Council shall apply the Residual Healthcare Contribution towards the cost to the clinical commissioning group(s) or their successors in Suffolk of providing healthcare to NHB Workers and their dependants.

	4. Health Working Group
	4.1 18F [On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Health Working Group which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period and shall operate in accordance with the Health Working Group Terms of Reference.
	4.2 The Health Working Group shall comprise:
	4.2.1 the Director of Public Health;
	4.2.2 one representative to be nominated by East Suffolk Council;
	4.2.3 one representative to be nominated by Suffolk County Council;
	4.2.4 one representative to be nominated by Public Health Suffolk;
	4.2.5 two representatives to be nominated by Ipswich and East Suffolk Clinical Commissioning Group;
	4.2.6 up to two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co,

	4.3 The Health Working Group shall:
	4.3.1 meet on a quarterly basis (or less frequently where agreed by the members of the Health Working Group) either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk to be identified by SZC Co;
	4.3.2 refer to the Social Review Group any matter upon which the members of the Health Working Group are unable to agree;
	4.3.3 determine a reporting protocol to ensure transparency, consistency and independence;
	4.3.4 prepare and deliver reports to the Social Review Group bi-annually and not less than 7 days before the relevant meeting of the Social Review Group, unless otherwise agreed between the Social Review Group and the Health Working Group, on the foll...
	(A) the performance of the Project against the Key Health Performance Indicators or such other key performance indicators as may be agreed by the Health Working Group from time to time;
	(B) the identified effects of the Project on healthcare demands in East Suffolk;
	(C) the effectiveness of the Residual Healthcare Contribution; and
	(D) collaborative working undertaken in support of the delivery of local public health objectives.


	4.4 Meetings of the Health Working Group shall be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing SZC Co and one is a member representing one of the Councils) are present and shall be chaired by the Director of Public...
	4.5 The Health Working Group may make such further administrative arrangements as it considers appropriate for the proper and efficient functioning of the Health Working Group from time to time.]

	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. EMPLOYMENT, SKILLS, and EDUCATION
	2.1 Workforce Delivery Strategy / Strategies
	2.1.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall (in consultation with the ESEWG) produce or commission a Workforce Delivery Strategy in respect of the Site Operations / Site Services / Enabling Works Phase.
	2.1.2 SZC Co shall (in consultation with the ESEWG) produce or commission a Workforce Delivery Strategy in respect of:
	(A) the Main Civils Construction Phase;
	(B) the MEH Phase; and
	(C) the Operational Phase.

	2.1.3 SZC Co shall (in consultation with the ESEWG) review each Workforce Delivery Strategy at least every three years.
	2.1.4 Sizewell C Skills Prospectus
	(A) As part of the development of the Workforce Delivery Strategies, SZC Co shall produce or commission a Sizewell C Skills Prospectus.
	(B) SZC Co shall review the Sizewell C Skills Prospectus from time-to-time taking account of:
	(1) the content and review process of Workforce Delivery Strategies; and
	(2) any reasonable requirement agreed by the Employment, Skills and Education Working Group for use of Skills Prospectus information for relevant stakeholders and purposes.


	2.1.5 Apprenticeship Strategy
	(A) As part of the development of the WDSs, SZC Co shall produce or commission a Sizewell C Apprenticeship Strategy.
	(B) SZC Co shall review the Sizewell C Apprenticeship Strategy from time-to-time taking account of:
	(1) the content and review process of Workforce Delivery Strategies; and
	(2) any reasonable requirement agreed by the Employment, Skills and Education Working Group.

	(C) SZC Co will make reasonable endeavours to work with the members of the ESEWG to enact the initiatives set out within the Apprenticeship Strategy during the Construction Period, informed each year by Annual Workforce Delivery Implementation Plans.


	2.2 Annual Workforce Delivery Implementation Plans
	2.2.1 [Suffolk County Council] shall procure that the Regional Skills Coordination Function shall 19F [within [●] months of the adoption of the first WDS], and annually thereafter during the Construction Period on [●], submit a draft Annual Workforce ...

	2.3  Regional Skills Co-ordination Function
	2.3.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co shall pay Suffolk County Council:
	(A) the sum of £[●] within [●] months of Commencement; and
	(B) the sum of £[●] annually thereafter from the first anniversary of the Commencement date to the end of the Construction Period;
	to be applied as contributions towards the cost of funding of the Regional Skills Co-ordination Function.

	2.3.2 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to this paragraph 2.3 is £[●].
	2.3.3 Suffolk County Council shall establish the Regional Skills Co-ordination Function and procure that it shall carry out all obligations allocated to the Regional Skills Co-ordination Function in this Deed.

	2.4 Sizewell C Employment Outreach Fund
	2.4.1 During the Construction Period, subject to paragraphs 2.4.2 and 2.4.3, SZC Co shall pay Suffolk County Council the sum of £[●] in annual instalments on the date of the approval of each Annual Workforce Delivery Implementation Plan for the fundin...
	2.4.2 The amount of each annual instalment paid pursuant to paragraph 2.4.1 shall be determined by the ESEWG upon the approval of the relevant Annual Workforce Delivery Implementation Plan.
	2.4.3 The Sizewell C Employment Outreach Fund shall be used to fund Sizewell C Employment Outreach Initiatives in relation to each Construction Phase in the following proportions, which shall be co-ordinated and agreed by the ESEWG and reflected in ea...
	(A) not less than [●]% and not more than [●]% of the total identified in paragraph 2.4.1 for the Workforce Delivery Strategy for the Main Civils Construction Phase;
	(B) not less than [●]% and not more than [●]% of the total identified in paragraph 2.4.1 for the Workforce Delivery Strategy for the Site Operations / Support Services / Enabling Works Phase; and
	(C) not less than [●]% and not more than [●]% of the total identified in paragraph 2.4.1 for the Workforce Delivery Strategy for the MEH Phase.

	2.4.4 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to this paragraph 2.4 is £[●].
	2.4.5 Suffolk County Council shall deliver or procure the delivery of the Sizewell C Employment Outreach Initiatives.

	2.5 Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund
	2.5.1 During the Construction Period, subject to paragraph 2.5.2 and 2.5.3, SZC Co shall pay Suffolk County Council the Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund in three instalments, each relating to a particular Construction Phase and each to be ...
	2.5.2 Suffolk County Council shall use each instalment of the Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund to delivery or procure the delivery of the Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Initiatives relating to the relevant Construction Phase in ac...
	2.5.3 The Employment, Skills and Education Working Group shall determine the amount of each instalment to be paid pursuant to paragraph 2.5.1:
	(A) having due regard to the demands for the relevant Construction Phases identified in the Workforce Delivery Strategies; and
	(B) in accordance with the following proportions:
	(1) not less than [●]% and not more than [●]% of the Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund shall be applied towards Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Initiatives relating to the Workforce Delivery Strategy for the Main Civils Construction...
	(2) not less than [●]% and not more than [●]% of the Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund shall be applied towards Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Initiatives relating to the Workforce Delivery Strategy for the Site Operations / Suppor...
	(3) not less than [●]% and not more than [●]% of the Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund shall be applied towards Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Initiatives relating to the Workforce Delivery Strategy for the MEH Phase.


	2.5.4 Following adoption of the Workforce Delivery Strategies, the Regional Skills Coordination Function will identify within the relevant Annual Workforce Delivery Implementation Plans draft Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Initiatives to be f...
	2.5.5 [The Regional Skills Coordination Function/Suffolk County Council] shall allocate the funding from each instalment of the Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund for the provision of Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Initiatives (whic...
	(A) fair, neutral, open and equitable to those applying for funding;
	(B) focussed directly on the needs of the Project;
	(C) linked to wider regional 'legacy' and industrial policy; and
	(D) linked to the generation of 'match' funding from wider industrial bodies including the New Anglia Local Enterprise Partnership, UK Government, and relevant industrial training bodies.

	2.5.6 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to this paragraph 2.5 is £[●].

	2.6 Sizewell C Bursary Scheme
	2.6.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co shall make available the sum of £[●] to be applied towards the provision of the Sizewell C Bursary Scheme in accordance with this paragraph 2.6.
	2.6.2 Each year, the Annual Workforce Delivery Implementation Plan shall determine:
	(A) the proportion of the Skills Bursary to be made available that year; and
	(B) the proportion to be made available for grants:
	(1) in excess of £[●]; and
	(2) less than £[●].


	2.6.3 For the portion of the Sizewell C Bursary Scheme Fund identified for grants in excess of [£[●] each year, the Annual Workforce Delivery Implementation Plan will determine the criteria for allocation, and applications from individuals will be app...
	2.6.4 For the portion of the Sizewell C Bursary Scheme Fund identified for grants of less than £[●] each year, the approval of applications from individuals will be delegated to such providers of skills and training in [East Suffolk] as are set out in...
	2.6.5 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to this paragraph 2.6 is £[●].

	2.7 Sizewell C Jobs Service
	2.7.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Sizewell C Jobs Service and shall provide such a Service until the end of the Construction Period.
	2.7.2 SZC Co will review the scope and implementation of the Sizewell C Jobs Service in-line with the programme of WDS in order to improve effectiveness and consult with Employment, Skills and Education Working Group on proposed changes to the Jobs Se...

	2.8 Young Sizewell C
	2.8.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish Young Sizewell C and shall provide Young Sizewell C until the end of the Construction Period.
	2.8.2 SZC Co will review the scope and implementation of Young Sizewell C in-line with the programme of WDS and through consultation with Employment, Skills and Education Working Group in order to improve effectiveness.

	2.9 Economic Review Group
	2.9.1 21F [The Economic Review Group shall comprise:
	(A) [one] representative of SZC Co;
	(B) [one] representative of Suffolk County Council;
	(C) [one] representative of East Suffolk Council;
	(D) [one] representative of New Anglia Local Enterprise Partnership;
	(E) [one] representative of each of the Tier 1 Contractors; and
	(F) [one] representative of the Suffolk Chamber of Commerce.

	2.9.2 The Economic Review Group shall:
	(A) consider the effectiveness of measures implemented for education, employment, skills and training set out in this Schedule in accordance with the relevant agreed key performance indicators and using labour market information collected by regional ...
	(B) review and support the implementation of measures – including the distribution of [Employment Outreach Fund and Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund] – using the Workforce Delivery Strategy for each Construction Phase and Annual Workforce ...
	(C) report (and publish for the community) outcomes including but not limited to the number of apprenticeships, and work starts for local residents;
	(D) work directly with regional boards and groups including other large construction and infrastructure projects to identify opportunities for collaboration and investment;
	(E) receive reports from the Economic Working Groups;
	(F) consider any matter referred to it from the Economic Working Groups regarding outstanding disputes within the relevant Economic Working Group, any matter where the relevant Economic Working Group has failed to reach a majority decision, or where t...
	(G) report to and refer any matter (including any matter considered by the Economic Review Group pursuant to paragraph 2.9.2(F)) to the Delivery Steering Group, particularly where there are interface issues across topics that require a more strategic ...

	2.9.3 Meetings of the Economic Review Group shall:
	(A) take place quarterly during the Construction Period (or less frequently where agreed by the Economic Review Group) either virtually or at a convenient location in East Suffolk to be notified by SZC Co to the members of the Economic Review Group fr...
	(B) be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing SZC Co and one is a member representing one of the Councils) are present;
	(C) [be chaired by one of the members representing SZC Co].; and
	(D) be attended by members or representatives of the Technical Working Groups, third parties or other experts from time to time and as agreed by the Economic Review Group members in order to observe and participate in discussions or present informatio...

	2.9.4 SZC Co shall be responsible for the administration of convening and holding meetings of the Economic Review Group.]

	2.10 Employment, Skills and Education Working Group
	2.10.1 22F [The Employment, Skills and Education Working Group shall comprise:
	(A) [one] representative of SZC Co;
	(B) [one] representative of Suffolk County Council;
	(C) [one] representative of East Suffolk Council; and
	(D) [one] representative of New Anglia Local Enterprise Partnership.

	2.10.2 The Employment, Skills and Education Working Group shall meet at least every six months to determine the timescale for Workforce Delivery Strategy drafting and implementation, led by the timescale for appointment of main contractors for each Co...
	2.10.3 The Employment, Skills and Education Working Group shall report to the Economic Review Group.]


	3. Supply chain
	3.1 Supply Chain Strategy
	3.1.1 SZC Co shall implement or procure the implementation of the measures described in the Supply Chain Strategy with effect from Commencement until the end of the Construction Period.
	3.1.2 The Supply Chain Working Group shall review the effectiveness of these measures on at least an annual basis.
	3.1.3 The parties agree that all members of the Supply Chain Working Group shall be provided with and entitled to use any information gained during the review pursuant to paragraph 3.1.2, in regional activities, to allow stakeholders the opportunity t...

	3.2 Supply Chain Monitoring
	3.2.1 SZC Co shall provide the Supply Chain Working Group with the following information on an annual basis and any other information that can reasonably be provided by SZC Co that would aid the activity of regional stakeholders as set out at paragrap...
	(A) total value of contracts awarded to businesses based in East of England;
	(B) value of contracts awarded to businesses based in East of England by work package / sector;
	(C) total number and sector of businesses registered on the Supply Chain Portal;
	(D) number of [PQQs / Contracts applied for] by businesses based in East of England; and
	(E) activities/events undertaken in accordance with the Supply Chain Strategy.


	3.3 Supply Chain Working Group
	3.3.1 23F [The Supply Chain Working Group shall comprise:
	(A) [one] representative of SZC Co;
	(B) [one] representative of Suffolk County Council;
	(C) [one] representative of East Suffolk Council;
	(D) [one] representative of New Anglia Local Enterprise Partnership; and
	(E) [one] representative of Suffolk Chamber of Commerce.

	3.3.2 The Supply Chain Working Group shall meet at least once per year to enable the Councils, Suffolk Chamber of Commerce and NA LEP to:
	(A) view and discuss monitoring information provided by SZC Co on the scale of regional contracts awarded by type, value and location; and
	(B) view SZC Co’s supply chain activities in the context of local/regional plans and policies in order to facilitate collaboration and share information and advice.

	3.3.3 The Supply Chain Working Group shall report to the Economic Review Group.]


	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. Leiston Abbey SITES
	2.1 First Leiston Abbey Site
	2.1.1 On or before the Commencement, SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council for onward payment to [RSPB or other TBC] the sum of £[●] to be applied as a contribution towards the First Leiston Abbey Site Enhancement Scheme.

	2.2 Second Leiston Abbey Site
	2.2.1 On or before the Commencement, SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council for onward payment to English Heritage the sum of £[●] to be applied as a contribution towards the Second Leiston Abbey Site Enhancement Scheme.


	3. SCC Archaeological Monitoring Contribution
	3.1 SZC Co shall pay the SCC Archaeological Monitoring Contribution to Suffolk County Council in the following instalments:
	3.1.1 the sum of up to £[●] to be used for the purposes of Suffolk County Council monitoring the archaeological mitigation measures at the Sites (to be carried out by SZC Co pursuant to the Development Consent Order26F ), to be paid in tranches agains...
	3.1.2 the sum of £[●] to be used for the purposes of Suffolk County Council reviewing the evaluation and mitigation reporting prepared by SZC Co to disseminate the results of the archaeological investigations carried on at each of the Sites, to be pai...

	3.2 Suffolk County Council shall:
	3.2.1 monitor or procure the monitoring of the archaeological mitigation measures at the Sites; and
	3.2.2 review or procure the review of the evaluation and mitigation reporting prepared by SZC Co.


	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. Implementation Plan
	2.1 With effect from the Commencement Date, SZC Co shall use reasonable endeavours to carry out and complete the Key Environmental Mitigation in accordance with the Implementation Plan.
	2.2 At least one month prior to Commencement of works to construct any Key Environmental Mitigation, SZC Co shall prepare and submit to the Councils a detailed implementation programme for that Key Environmental Mitigation which shows how the relevant...
	2.3 SZC Co shall keep the Councils informed of progress in carrying out and completing the Key Environmental Mitigation on at least a quarterly basis demonstrating performance against the Implementation Plan and the detailed implementation programmes ...
	2.4 SZC Co shall promptly notify the Planning Group of any material anticipated or actual delay to the completion of the Key Environmental Mitigation and, in the event of such a delay arising, shall (in consultation with the Councils via the Planning ...
	2.5 In carrying out the review pursuant to paragraph 2.4, SZC Co shall take into account the assessments set out in the Environmental Statement and the Transport Assessment.
	2.6 SZC Co shall determine (taking into account the results of the review carried out pursuant to paragraph 2.4 and any reasonable representations of the Councils) the appropriate course of action to be taken in respect of the anticipated or actual de...
	2.7 The course of action determined by SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 2.6 maymay include (as relevant and subject to the terms of Schedule 16) drawing forward Contingent Effects Fund 1 and Contingent Effects Fund 2.
	2.8 A copy of the review carried out by SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 2.4 shall be provided by SZC Co to the Planning Group and [the Delivery Steering Group] within 10 Working Days of completion of such review.

	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. Leiston Sports Facilities
	2.1 Design of the Leiston Sports Facilities
	2.1.1 SZC Co shall pay the Sports Facilities Design Payment to East Suffolk Council on or before Commencement.
	2.1.2 Following receipt of the Sports Facilities Design Payment, East Suffolk Council shall prepare or procure the preparation of the design of the Leiston Sports Facilities Works in consultation with Alde Valley Academy and Suffolk County Council and...
	2.1.3 The Proposal shall include, but not be limited to, the following:
	(A) a timetable demonstrating that completion of the Sports Facilities Works shall take place in an appropriate timescale having regard to the planned occupation of the Accommodation Campus as set out in the Implementation Plan;
	(B) detailed drawings and specifications for the Leiston Sports Facilities Works in general accordance with [any documents referenced in Requirement [12A](2))].
	(C) details of the physical separation to be provided between the access and use of the Leiston Sports Facilities by Alde Valley Academy and the access and use by the Sizewell C Construction Workforce and members of the public; and
	(D) confirmation that Alde Valley Academy has been fully involved in the preparation of the scheme.


	2.2 Construction of the Leiston Sports Facilities
	2.2.1 Within [●] weeks of approval of the proposal by SZC Co, SZC Co shall submit details of the layout, scale and external appearance of the Leiston Sports Facilities to East Suffolk Council in accordance with Requirement [12A] in Schedule 2 of the D...
	2.2.2 Within [●] weeks of East Suffolk Council’s approval of the details of the Leiston Sports Facilities in accordance with Requirement [12A] in Schedule 2 of the Development Consent Order, SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the Sports Faciliti...
	2.2.3 East Suffolk Council shall provide and make available the Leiston Sports Facilities in accordance with the timetable in the proposal.
	2.2.4 East Suffolk Council shall notify SZC Co in advance of completion of the Leiston Sports Facilities.
	2.2.5 In complying with its obligations in relation to the provision of the Leiston Sports Facilities, East Suffolk Council shall consult with SZC Co and shall take into account any reasonable representations.
	2.2.6 If all requisite consents for the Leiston Sports Facilities cannot be obtained, East Suffolk Council shall repay the remainder of the Sports Facilities Works Contribution to SZC Co and enter into discussions in good faith about the appropriate p...

	2.3 Management of the Leiston Sports Facilities
	2.3.1 East Suffolk Council shall manage or procure the management of the Leiston Sports Facilities, including bookings.
	2.3.2 Prior to the occupation of the Leiston Sports Facilities, East Suffolk Council shall prepare and submit a management plan to SZC Co for approval.
	2.3.3 The management plan submitted in accordance with paragraph 2.3.2 shall:
	(A) set out the proposed hours of use of the Leiston Sports Facilities for:
	(1) Alde Valley Academy;
	(2) Sizewell C Construction Workforce; and
	(3) members of the public;

	(B) include a confirmation that Alde Valley Academy has been fully involved in the preparation of the management plan; and
	(C) provide that the Sizewell C Construction Workforce shall have access to Leiston Leisure Centre for the use of the bathrooms and changing room facilities, without any payment being required in respect of such access or use.

	2.3.4 The Leiston Sports Facilities shall not be occupied until SZC Co has approved the management plan submitted in accordance with paragraph 2.3.2.

	2.4 Maintenance of the Leiston Sports Facilities
	2.4.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the Annual Maintenance Payment on each anniversary of the date of first occupation of the Leiston Sports Facilities.
	2.4.2 East Suffolk Council shall apply [●]% of each Annual Maintenance Payment towards the costs of maintaining the Leiston Sports Facilities during the Construction Period.
	2.4.3 East Suffolk Council shall place [●]% of each Annual Maintenance Payment in a sinking fund to be used towards any repairs to the Leiston Sports Facilities that East Suffolk Council (acting reasonably) considers are required at the end of the Con...
	2.4.4 East Suffolk Council shall:
	2.4.5 maintain or procure the maintenance of the Leiston Sports Facilities during the Construction Period; and
	2.4.6 following the end of the Construction Period, carry out any repairs to the Leiston Sports Facilities that it considers necessary (acting reasonably).


	3. Public Rights of Way
	3.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall pay the PROW Fund to Suffolk County Council.
	3.2 Suffolk County Council may only apply the PROW Fund towards any or all of the following initiatives:
	3.2.1 27F [physical improvements to the existing rights of way network, including repairs, wayfinding, improving connectivity, provision of new or upgraded gates or signage;
	3.2.2 supporting communication measures in relation to closures, diversions and new access points in accordance with the PROW Communications Plan;
	3.2.3 local environmental education; and
	3.2.4 legal upgrades to the existing rights of way network,

	3.3 Suffolk County Council shall implement or procure the implementation any initiatives identified by the Rights of Way Working Group.

	4. Rights of Way Working Group
	4.1 28F [On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Rights of Way Working Group which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period unless otherwise agreed by the members of the Rights of Way Working Group.
	4.2 The Rights of Way Working Group shall comprise:
	4.2.1 one representative to be nominated by East Suffolk Council;
	4.2.2 two representatives to be nominated by Suffolk County Council one of whom shall be from the rights of way team and the other from the highways team; and
	4.2.3 up to two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co,

	4.3 The Rights of Way Working Group shall manage and administer the PROW Fund.
	4.4 The Rights of Way Working Group shall:
	4.4.1 appoint a chair;
	4.4.2 meet either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk once every three months for the first two years of the Construction Period and once every six months thereafter during the Construction Period;
	4.4.3 refer any matter that cannot be agreed upon to the Transport Review Group.

	4.5 The Rights of Way Working Group shall report to the Transport Review Group at least once every six months on matters including (but not limited to):
	4.5.1 any existing initiatives that the PROW Fund has been applied towards and the effectiveness of such initiatives;
	4.5.2 any future initiatives that the Rights of Way Working Group has agreed will be funded by the PROW Fund; and
	4.5.3 any material changes to the timing or delivery of the Project that may impact upon any existing or proposed initiatives that have been or are agreed by the Rights of Way Working Group to be funded by the PROW Fund.]


	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. Natural Environment Improvement Fund
	2.1 On or before [Commencement], SZC Co shall establish the Natural Environment Improvement Fund.
	2.2 During the Construction Period and for three years following the end of the Construction Period, the Natural Environment Improvement Project Officer shall invite applications for the receipt of funding from the Natural Environment Improvement Fund...
	2.2.1 projects within the Natural Environment Improvement Area; and
	2.2.2 projects within the administrative area of East Suffolk Council located outside of the Natural Environment Improvement Area, where the proposals otherwise meet the criteria of the Natural Environment Improvement Fund set out in paragraph 2.5.

	2.3 A minimum of [●]% of the Natural Environment Improvement Fund shall be allocated to projects within the Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB and Suffolk Heritage Coast located within East Suffolk.
	2.4 Upon receipt of applications the Natural Environment Improvement Project Officer shall identify and make recommendations to the Natural Environment Awards Panel of projects to be funded in a request made to the Natural Environment Awards Panel.
	2.5 The Natural Environment Awards Panel shall consider the request and recommendations of the Natural Environment Improvement Project Officer made under paragraph 2.4, and shall, subject to the applicant meeting one of the criteria at paragraph 2.8, ...
	2.5.1 mitigate the residual landscape and visual impacts of the Sizewell C Project;
	2.5.2 conserve and enhance landscape character;
	2.5.3 enhance ecology, biodiversity and wildlife, and improve habitat connectivity and resilience;
	2.5.4 not be inconsistent with local and national planning policy or plans, for example new or improved transport infrastructure;
	2.5.5 deliver effective outcomes;
	2.5.6 not be contradictory to or duplicate agreed mitigation measures set out elsewhere in this Deed or assessed in the Environment Statement which accompanied the Application; and
	2.5.7 be consistent with a not for profit purpose.

	2.6 The Natural Environment Awards Panel shall, in addition to the matters set out at paragraph 2.5 and in respect of projects within the Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB and Suffolk Heritage Coast, consider whether the relevant project will:
	2.6.1 conserve and enhance the natural beauty and special qualities of the SCHAONB and Suffolk Heritage Coast and their setting;

	2.7 Applications submitted under paragraph 2.2 will be encouraged to demonstrate how their project may meet the following additional criteria:
	2.7.1 the project will minimise pollution of the land, air and water;
	2.7.2 the project will encourage community engagement, ownership or empowerment;
	2.7.3 the project will conserve and support cultural heritage;
	2.7.4 the project will promote local community action;
	2.7.5 the project will make use of local suppliers, products and services; and
	2.7.6 the project will be able to access other funding either in cash or in kind.

	2.8 Applications submitted under paragraph 2.2 shall provide sufficient evidence to demonstrate that the applicant falls into at least one of the following criteria:
	2.8.1 the applicant is a registered charity;
	2.8.2 the applicant is a landowner or group of landowners;
	2.8.3 the applicant is a community group, voluntary organisation, social enterprise or public body; and/or
	2.8.4 an individual(s) or business(es) where the project shows a clear benefit to the wider community.

	2.9 SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council the sum equal to the requested funds in successful bids to the Natural Environment Improvement Fund under paragraph 2.2 for onward payment to successful bidders.
	2.10 The total payments payable by SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 2.9 shall not exceed the Natural Environment Improvement Fund.

	3. Land Management and Skills Scheme
	3.1 On or before [Commencement], SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the sum of £[●] for the purpose of establishing and carrying out the Land Management and Skills Scheme.
	3.2 SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the sum of £[●] on or before the first anniversary of [Commencement] and annually thereafter for the duration of the Construction Period and the following three years for the purpose of East Suffolk Council...
	3.3 East Suffolk Council shall carry out or shall procure the carrying out of the Land Management and Skills Scheme, save to the extent provided for at paragraph 3.6.
	3.4 On or before [Commencement], SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council the sum of £[●] for the purpose of establishing and carrying out the Land Management and Skills Scheme within the SCHAONB located within East Suffolk.
	3.5 SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council the sum of £[●] on or before the first anniversary of [Commencement] and annually thereafter for the duration of the Construction Period and the following three years for the purpose of East Suffolk Counc...
	3.6 Suffolk County Council shall carry out or shall procure the carrying out of the Land Management and Skills Scheme within the SCHAONB located within East Suffolk.

	4. Project officers
	4.1 SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council the sum of £[●] on or before [Commencement] and annually thereafter for the duration of the Construction Period and the following three years for the purpose of employing a Natural Environment Improvement...
	4.2 The Suffolk County Council shall, for the duration of the Construction Period and the following three years:
	4.2.1 employ a Natural Environment Improvement Project Officer; and
	4.2.2 procure that the employed Natural Environment Improvement Project Officer shall carry out the Natural Environment Improvement Management.

	4.3 SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the sum of £[●] on or before [Commencement] and annually thereafter for the duration of the Construction Period and the following three years for the purpose of the East Suffolk Council employing a SZC Natu...
	4.4 East Suffolk Council shall, for the duration of the Construction Period and the following three years:
	4.4.1  employ a SZC Natural Environment Implementation Officer; and
	4.4.2 procure that the employed SZC Natural Environment Implementation Officer shall carry out the SZC Natural Environment Implementation Measures.


	5. review
	5.1 Prior to the end of the Construction Period SZC Co shall submit proposals to the Environment Review Group for the arrangements to be put in place for the reasonable administration of the Natural Environment Improvement Fund following the end of th...

	6. EUROPEAN SITES ACCESS CONTINGENCY FUND
	6.1 SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council:
	6.1.1 the sum of £[●] on or before [Commencement] for monitoring required at Sandlings SPA (Tunstall Forest and Rendlesham Forest sections (but excluding Aldringham Common section), Alde-Ore Estuary SPA;
	6.1.2 the sum of £[●] on or before [Commencement] for monitoring required at Sandlings SPA (Aldringham Common section), the Minsmere-Walberswick SPA and the Minsmere-Walberswick Heath and Marshes SAC;

	6.2 SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the European Sites Access Contingency Fund in accordance with the European Sites Recreational Monitoring Plan to fund the European Sites Mitigation Measures.
	6.3 SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Contingency Fund in accordance with the Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Recreational Monitoring Plan to fund the Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Mitigation Measures.

	7. Recreational Avoidance Mitigation contribution
	7.1 On or before first occupation of the Accommodation Campus, SZC Co shall pay the Recreational Avoidance Mitigation Contribution to East Suffolk Council.
	7.2 SZC Co may only apply the Recreational Avoidance Mitigation Contribution towards any or all of the following initiatives:
	7.2.1 [●]29F .


	8. Fen Meadow Contingency Fund
	8.1 Subject to clause 8.2, SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council the Fen Meadow Contingency Fund at the end of Year 10 unless the Ecology Working Group determines that the Fen Meadow Target Quantum has been met in accordance with paragraph 11.4.4.
	8.2 The Fen Meadow Contingency Fund payable pursuant to paragraph 8.1 shall be reduced by the amount set out in Column B in accordance with the quantum of M22 fen meadow habitat delivered as set out in Column A of Table A below:
	Table A: Fen Meadow Contingency Fund calculation
	Note: For example, if the quantum of M22 fen meadow habitat delivered (as determined by a Quadrat Survey) is 2.5ha the percentage of the Fen Meadow Contingency Fund payable pursuant to paragraph 8.1 shall be 60% (being a 40% reduction of the Fen Meado...

	8.3 East Suffolk Council shall only apply the Fen Meadow Contingency Fund in consultation with Natural England towards any or all of the following initiatives:
	8.3.1 the creation of new fen meadow habitats in Suffolk; and
	8.3.2 the improvement of existing fen meadow habitats in Suffolk

	8.4 East Suffolk Council shall carry out or procure the carrying out of the Fen Meadow Initiatives.

	9. [Environment Review Group30F  31F
	9.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Environment Review Group which shall exist until the obligations comprised at paragraph 8.1 of this Schedule end or three years after the end of the Construction Period, whichever is the later.
	9.2 The Environment Review Group shall comprise:
	9.2.1 one representative to be nominated by the East Suffolk Council;
	9.2.2 one representative to be nominated by County Council;
	9.2.3 one representative to be nominated by the Environment Agency
	9.2.4 one representative to be nominated by Natural England; and
	9.2.5 up to two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co, one of whom is the Environment Co-ordinator,
	or such alternates as may be nominated by those representatives from time to time.


	9.3 Meetings of the Environment Review Group shall:
	9.3.1 take place every six months (or more frequently where agreed by the Environment Review Group) either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk to be identified by SZC Co from time to time,
	9.3.2 be quorate if at least [three] members (at least one of which is a member representing East Suffolk Council, one is a member representing Suffolk County Council and one is a member representing SZC Co) are present;
	9.3.3 be chaired by the East Suffolk Council;
	9.3.4 shall operate (and decisions of the Environment Review Group shall be taken) on a majority voting basis with each member of the Environment Review Group present at an Environment Review Group meeting having one vote PROVIDED THAT in the event th...
	9.3.5 be attended by members or representatives of the Working Groups, third parties or other experts from time to time and as agreed by the Environment Review Group members in order to observe and participate in discussions or present information to ...

	9.4 SZC Co shall be responsible for the administration of convening and holding meetings of the Environment Review Group.
	9.5 The Environment Review Group shall:
	9.5.1 receive reports from the Environment Working Groups;
	9.5.2 consider any matter referred to it from the Environment Working Groups regarding areas of disagreement within the relevant Environment Working Group, any matter where the relevant Environment Working Group has failed to reach a majority decision...
	9.5.3 report to and refer any matter to the Delivery Steering Group, particularly where there are interface issues across topics that require a more strategic approach or direction;


	10. Marine Technical Forum
	10.1 The Marine Technical Forum shall operate in accordance with the Marine Technical Forum Terms of Reference unless otherwise agreed by the members of the Marine Technical Forum.

	11. Ecology Working Group
	11.1 East Suffolk Council shall establish the Ecology Working Group on or before the anticipated date of Commencement notified by SZC Co under Clause 12.1.1, which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period unless otherwise agreed between th...
	11.2 The Ecology Working Group shall comprise:
	11.2.1 one ecologist to be nominated by the East Suffolk Council;
	11.2.2 one ecologist to be nominated by Suffolk County Council;
	11.2.3 one ecologist to be nominated by Natural England;
	or such alternates as may be nominated by those representatives from time to time as agreed by the members of the Ecology Working Group.


	11.3 The Ecology Working Group shall encourage participation at its meetings by representatives of the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds and Suffolk Wildlife Trust from time to time.
	11.4 The Ecology Working Group shall:
	11.4.1 review monitoring undertaken in accordance with the TEMMP;
	11.4.2 review the monitoring undertaken in accordance with the European Sites Recreational Monitoring Plan and advise the Environment Review Group on the need or otherwise for European Sites Mitigation Measures to be deployed at Sandlings SPA (Tunstal...
	11.4.3 review the monitoring undertaken in accordance with the Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Recreational Monitoring Plan and advise the Environment Review Group on the need or otherwise for Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Mitigation Measures to be de...
	11.4.4 review the Quadrat Survey of the Fen Meadow Sites to:
	(A) determine whether the Fen Meadow Target Quantum has been met; and
	(B) if the Fen Meadow Target Quantum has not been met, determine the amount of Fen Meadow Contingency Fund payable in accordance with paragraph 8.1.


	11.5 The Ecology Working Group shall report to the Environment Review Group [bi-annually] on the expenditure of previous annual contributions from the European Sites Access Contingency Fund and the effectiveness of such contributions unless otherwise ...

	12. Natural environment awards panel
	12.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Natural Environment Awards Panel which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period unless otherwise agreed by the members of the Natural Environment Awards Panel.
	12.2 The Natural Environment Awards Panel shall comprise:
	12.2.1 one representative to be nominated by the East Suffolk Council;
	12.2.2 one representative to be nominated by Suffolk County Council;
	12.2.3 [one representative to be nominated by Natural England;]
	12.2.4 one representative to be nominated by the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty Partnership; and
	12.2.5 one representative to be nominated by SZC Co,

	or such alternates as may be nominated by those representatives from time to time as agreed by the members of the Natural Environment Awards Panel, which shall be referred to as the “Core Members”; and
	12.2.6 three additional members to be nominated by agreement of the Core Members, and the term of each additional member’s membership shall be determined by the Core Members.

	12.3 SZC Co shall act as secretariat to the Natural Environment Awards Panel and be responsible for organising the meetings of the Natural Environment Awards Panel.
	12.4 The Core Members shall agree the Chair of the Natural Environment Awards Panel which shall rotate between the Core Members.
	12.5 The Natural Environment Improvement Project Officer shall attend all meetings of the Natural Environment Awards Panel.
	12.6 The Natural Environment Awards Panel shall:
	12.6.1 meet either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk no less than once per annum and a maximum of three times per annum (excluding extraordinary meetings where required) unless otherwise agreed by the Core Members of the Natural En...
	12.6.2 encourage participation at its meetings by members or representatives of other organisations, groups, and persons with relevant expertise from time to time in order to observe and participate in discussions or present relevant information to th...
	12.6.3 refer any matter to the Environment Review Group where members of the Natural Environment Awards Panel are unable to agree on any matter; and
	12.6.4 report to the Environment Review Group annually on the expenditure of previous contributions from the Natural Environment Improvement Fund and the effectiveness of such contributions.]


	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. Third Party Resilience Funds
	2.1 National Trust Dunwich Heath and Coastguard Cottages Resilience Fund
	2.1.1 The National Trust Dunwich Heath and Coastguard Cottages Resilience Fund shall be paid by SZC Co to East Suffolk Council for onward payment to the National Trust 32F [in the following instalments]:
	(A) [●].

	2.1.2 The National Trust Dunwich Heath and Coastguard Cottages Resilience Fund may only be applied towards any or all of the following initiatives:
	(A) 33F [●].


	2.2 Pro Corda Resilience Fund
	2.2.1 The Pro Corda Resilience Fund shall be paid by SZC Co to East Suffolk Council for onward payment to the Pro Corda Trust 34F [in the following instalments]:
	(A) [●].

	2.2.2 The Pro Corda Resilience Fund may only be applied towards any or all of the following initiatives:
	(A) 35F [●].


	2.3 RSPB Resilience Fund
	2.3.1 The RSPB Resilience Fund shall be paid by SZC Co to East Suffolk Council for onward payment to the RSPB 36F [in the following instalments]:
	(A) [●].

	2.3.2 The RSPB Resilience Fund may only be applied towards any or all of the following initiatives:
	(A) 37F [●].



	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. SIZEWELL C COMMUNITY FUND
	2.1 The Sizewell C Community Fund shall be for the purpose of mitigating the intangible and residual impacts of the Project on the communities in the Area of Benefit through providing Grants for schemes, measures and projects which promote the economi...
	2.2 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall enter into a Deed of Transfer and an Administration Agreement with the Suffolk Community Foundation to provide for the payment and administration of the first instalment of the Sizewell C Community Fund to t...
	2.3 Subject to the following paragraphs of this Schedule 14, SZC Co shall pay the Sizewell C Community Fund to the Suffolk Community Foundation in the following instalments:
	2.3.1 an amount equal to £[●] on or before Commencement; and
	2.3.2 £[●] annually on each anniversary of the Commencement Date occurring during the Construction Period,

	2.4 The Administration Agreement shall provide as follows:
	2.4.1 the Panel shall comprise of no more than 14 members, with three of those members being SZC Co representatives, two being representatives of Suffolk County Council, two being representatives of East Suffolk Council, three members being Suffolk Co...
	2.4.2 a Suffolk Community Foundation representative shall act as a neutral chair of the Panel;
	2.4.3 the members of the Panel representing SZC Co, the Councils and the Suffolk Community Foundation shall appoint the Panel members who are representatives of the general public and shall invite applications for those positions, such appointments to...
	2.4.4 the Sizewell C Community Fund may not be applied for any purpose outside the charitable objectives of the Suffolk Community Foundation and that Suffolk Community Foundation shall consult the Panel before changing its charitable objectives to ens...
	2.4.5 the Suffolk Community Foundation shall appoint a Community Fund Project Officer;
	2.4.6 the Suffolk Community Foundation shall use reasonable endeavours to liaise with Community Action Suffolk to help to ensure that potential recipients of Grants have the required skills and capacity to apply to and meet the relevant criteria for t...
	2.4.7 the Suffolk Community Foundation shall have regard to any advice provided by the Oversight Partnership in respect of the provision of Strategic Grants;
	2.4.8 the Suffolk Community Foundation shall use reasonable endeavours to liaise with the East Suffolk Community Partnerships in respect of the promotion of the Sizewell C Community Fund and in assisting communities to identify projects suitable for t...
	2.4.9 the Suffolk Community Foundation shall report to the Delivery Steering Group on a six-monthly basis on the expenditure of previous contributions from the Sizewell C Community Fund and the effectiveness of such contributions.

	2.5 The Administration Agreement shall vest such powers as may be necessary in the Panel so as to enable the Panel to take into account that the degree and severity of impact varies across the geography of the Area of Benefit and that when the criteri...
	2.5.1 minimise the environmental, economic and social impact, whilst, as appropriate, maximising the environmental, economic and social benefits of the Project;
	2.5.2 are not inconsistent with approved policies or plans of relevant local authorities;
	2.5.3 can demonstrate overall value for money in terms of cost and effectiveness;
	2.5.4 can demonstrate a contribution to developing and maintaining sustainable communities throughout the Area of Benefit;
	2.5.5 complement other measures committed in this Deed;
	2.5.6 have been identified as priorities to the communities within parish and/or community plans;
	2.5.7 can demonstrate the greatest potential to achieve mitigation of impacts, taking into account value for money;
	2.5.8 attract additional funding from other private and public sector sources where possible;
	2.5.9 are inclusive and non-discriminatory, fostering equality in-line with the Equality Act 2010 (or as amended); and/or
	2.5.10 are provided by a registered charity, voluntary organisation, social enterprise or public body,

	2.6 On the [fourth] anniversary of the Commencement Date, SZC Co may review the Suffolk Community Foundation’s administration and application of the Sizewell C Community Fund. In undertaking this review SZC Co shall consult with East Suffolk Council a...
	2.7 Paragraph 2.8 shall apply if following a review carried out by SZC Co pursuant to 2.6, SZC Co in its absolute discretion determines that it no longer wishes the Sizewell C Community Fund to be administered and applied by the Suffolk Community Foun...
	2.8 Where this paragraph 2.8 applies, SZC Co shall following the service of a notice on the Suffolk Community Foundation in accordance with paragraph 2.7:
	2.8.1 thereafter cease to make payments to the Suffolk Community Foundation pursuant to paragraph 2.3;
	2.8.2 not renew or enter into any new Deed of Transfer or Administration with the Suffolk Community Foundation;
	2.8.3 as soon as reasonably practicable, complete the Trust Documents to establish a new trust to administer and apply the remainder of the Sizewell C Community Fund for the purposes of mitigating the intangible and residual impacts of the Project by ...
	2.8.4 following the establishment of a trust by SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 2.8.3 pay the remainder of the Sizewell C Community Fund to the trustees of that trust in accordance with paragraph 2.9.

	2.9 Where paragraph 2.8 applies, SZC Co shall pay the remainder of the Sizewell C Community Fund into the trust established pursuant to paragraph 2.8.3 in the following instalments:
	2.9.1 £[●] annually on each anniversary of the Commencement Date occurring during the Construction Period, beginning on the first such anniversary occuring after the last payment made by SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 2.3.2,

	2.10 In the event that after using reasonable endeavours SZC Co is unable to enter into a Deed of Transfer and an Administration Agreement with the Suffolk Community Foundation pursuant to paragraph 2.2, SZC Co shall establish a new trust established ...
	2.11 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to this Schedule 14 is £[●].

	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. Tourism Programme Manager and Administration Costs
	2.1 During the Construction Period, on the Commencement Date and annually thereafter, SZC Co shall pay East Suffolk Council £[●] as contributions towards the cost of East Suffolk Council employing a Tourism Programme Manager and the cost of the admini...
	2.2 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 2.1 is £[●].
	2.3 During the Construction Period, East Suffolk Council shall employ a Tourism Programme Manager.
	2.4 East Suffolk Council shall procure that the Tourism Programme Manager carries out the Tourism Programme Management.

	3. Tourism Fund
	3.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co shall pay to East Suffolk Council:
	3.1.1 on or before Commencement, the sum of £[●] from the Tourism Fund to be applied for the purposes of supporting the initial development of the Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan pursuant to paragraph 4.1;
	3.1.2 the sum of £[●] from the Tourism Fund within [10] Working Days of the approval of the initial Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan pursuant to paragraph 4.2 or paragraph 5.3.3 (as relevant); and
	3.1.3 the sum of £[●] from the Tourism Fund within [10] Working Days of the approval of each subsequent Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan pursuant to paragraph 4.3 or paragraph 5.3.3 (as relevant),

	3.2 Not less than [●] of each payment made pursuant to paragraphs 3.1.2 and 3.1.3 shall be applied solely to funding promotional and marketing activities.
	3.3 Not less than [●] of each payment made pursuant to paragraphs 3.1.2 and 3.1.3 shall be applied solely to funding monitoring the impacts of the Project on tourism inEast Suffolk and the collection of consistent, robust, longitudinal monitoring data...
	3.4 The maximum liability of SZC Co pursuant to paragraph 3.1 is £[●].

	4. Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan
	4.1 East Suffolk Council shall procure that the Tourism Programme Manager shall produce the first draft Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan for approval of the Tourism Working Group no later than [3 months] following Commencement.
	4.2 The Tourism Working Group shall draw upon the Tourism Monitoring Information to review the first Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan and shall approve the same within [3 months] of receipt, provided that the split of funding meets the minimum ...
	4.3 Following the approval of the first Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan in accordance with paragraph 4.2, East Suffolk Council shall procure that the Tourism Programme Manager shall produce a subsequent draft Annual Tourism Fund Implementation...
	4.4 East Suffolk Council shall procure that the Tourism Programme Manager shall implement each Annual Tourism Fund Implementation Plan approved by the Tourism Working Group pursuant to paragraph 4.2 or paragraph 4.3 (as relevant) from [1 May] of that ...
	4.5 Where appropriate, the Tourism Working Group and Tourism Programme Manager may determine that particular Tourism Plans, Projects and Programmes may benefit from extending across multiple funding periods and this will be made clear in each of the A...

	5. Tourism Working Group
	5.1 40F [On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Tourism Working Group which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period.
	5.2 The Tourism Working Group shall comprise:
	5.2.1 one representative in a department or service relevant to economic development and planning/projects to be nominated by East Suffolk Council;
	5.2.2 one representative in a department or service relevant to economic development and planning/projects to be nominated by Suffolk County Council;
	5.2.3 one representative to be nominated by The Suffolk Coast Limited;
	5.2.4 one representative to be nominated by Visit Suffolk;
	5.2.5 one representative to be nominated by Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB Partnership;
	5.2.6 one representative to be nominated by New Anglia Local Enterprise Partnership;
	5.2.7 two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co,

	5.3 The Tourism Working Group shall:
	5.3.1 appoint a chair as agreed by the representatives of SZC Co, East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council of the Tourism Working Group from time to time;
	5.3.2 meet bi-annually either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk to be identified by SZC Co from time to time; and
	5.3.3 refer to the Economic Review Group for its determination any matter upon which the members of the Tourism Working Group are unable to agree, including but not limited to any failure of the Tourism Working Group to approve a draft Annual Tourism ...

	5.4 The Tourism Working Group shall report to the Social Review Group bi-annually on the following matters:
	5.4.1 effects of the Sizewell C Project’s construction activity on the tourist economy in Suffolk; and
	5.4.2 expenditure of previous annual contributions from the Tourism Fund and the effectiveness of such contributions.

	5.5 Meetings of the Tourism Working Group shall be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing SZC Co and one is a member representing one of the Councils) are present.
	5.6 The Tourism Working Group may make such further administrative arrangements as it considers appropriate for the proper and efficient functioning of the Tourism Working Group from time to time, with such further arrangements to be reported to the E...

	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:
	"AIL Route Scheme" means in respect of each of the AIL Routes, a scheme of such works to street furniture as may be reasonably required to accommodate the transport of abnormal indivisible loads by road on that AIL Route in accordance with the Constru...
	"AIL Routes" means the routes for the transport of abnormal indivisible loads by road identified in the Construction Traffic Management Plan and an AIL Route means any one of them;
	"AIL Structural Survey" means a detailed audit and structural survey of the highway structures on each of the AIL Routes;
	“B1078 Road Safety Contribution” means the the cost of designing and implementing the B1078 Road Safety Improvements up to a maximum cost of sum of £[●], to be used by Suffolk County Council for the B1078 Road Safety Improvements;
	“B1078 Road Safety Improvements” means safety improvements to the B1078, to include the measures set out in paragraph 5.1, an outline design of which is set out in Annex [●];
	“B1122 Pre-SLR Contribution” means the cost of maintaining in good repair the B1122 prior to the opening of the Sizewell Link Road in order to mitigate the impacts of Sizewell C construction traffic using the B1122 during this period, up to a maximum ...
	“B1122 Post-SLR Contribution” means the cost of making good any damage to the B1122 caused by Sizewell C construction traffic prior to the opening of the Sizewell Link Road, up to a maximum total cost of £[●], to be used by Suffolk County Council to c...
	“Contingent Effects 1” means the potential effects of the Project set out in Annex [●], considered on the basis set out in that Annex;
	“Contingent Effects 2” means the potential effects of the Project set out in Annex [●] considered on the basis set out in that Annex;
	“Contingent Effects Fund 1” means the sum of £[●] to be used to address Contingent Effects 1;
	“Contingent Effects Fund 2” means the sum of £[●] to be used to address Contingent Effects 2;
	“Community Safety Working Group” has the meaning given in Schedule 4;

	2. TrANSPORT Management plans and OPERATIONAL TRAVEL Plan
	2.3 Prior to the end of the Construction Period, SZC Co shall submit a draft Operational Travel Plan for the approval of Suffolk County Council following consultation with East Suffolk Council and Highways England.
	2.4 For five years following the end of the Construction Period, SZC Co will implement the Operational Travel Plan, any changes to which from time to time must be approved by Suffolk County Council after consulting East Suffolk Council and Highways En...

	3. Transport Review Group
	3.1 Membership of TRG
	3.1.1 one representative to be nominated by the East Suffolk Council;
	3.1.2 one representative to be nominated by Suffolk County Council;
	3.1.3 one representative to be nominated by Highways England; and
	3.1.4 up to three representatives to be nominated by SZC Co, one of whom is the Transport Coordinator

	3.2 Administration and Decision-making of TRG
	3.2.1 SZC Co will be responsible for convening and holding meetings of the Transport Review Group.
	3.2.2 The Transport Review Group will:
	(A) with effect from the Commencement Date until the end of the Construction Period, meet quarterly, unless otherwise agreed by the Transport Review Group;
	(B) meet either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk to be identified by SZC Co from time to time;
	(C) be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing East Suffolk Council, one is a member representing Suffolk County Council and one is a member representing SZC Co) are present;
	(D) be chaired by Suffolk County Council;
	(E) operate (and decisions of the Transport Review Group shall be taken) on a majority voting basis with each member of the Transport Review Group present at a Transport Review Group meeting having one vote PROVIDED THAT in the event that at the concl...
	(F) be attended by members or representatives of the Working Groups, third parties or other experts from time to time and as agreed by the Transport Review Group members in order to observe and participate in discussions or present information to the ...


	3.3 Transport Co-ordinator
	3.3.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co will appoint a Transport Co-ordinator and will ensure that a Transport Co-ordinator is in place until the end of the Construction Period.
	3.3.2 SZC Co shall procure that the Transport Co-ordinator will:
	(A) be responsible for implementing the Construction Worker Travel Plan and co-ordinating the monitoring data required for quarterly reporting to the Transport Review Group;
	(B) promote the objectives and benefits of the Transport Management Plans to encourage compliance;
	(C) prepare and submit Monitoring Reports to the Transport Review Group on a quarterly basis;
	(D) report to the Transport Review Group on relevant transport related issues and actions from the Working Groups;
	(E) propose to the Transport Review Group amendments to the Transport Management Plans where SZC Co considers necessary or desirable;
	(F) seek to resolve issues and problems identified by the Transport Review Group through liaison with other parts of SZC Co, its contractors, and the Working Groups;
	(G) be responsible for implementing the Construction Traffic Management Plan and Traffic Incident Management Plan; and
	(H) provide monitoring data for quarterly reporting to the Transport Review Group;
	(I) upon the reasonable request of the Transport Review Group, provide information in respect of the Contingent Effects 1 and the Contingent Effects 2; and
	(J) attend meetings of the Community Safety Working Group.


	3.4 Purpose and Role of TRG
	3.4.1 consider Monitoring Reports received from SZC Co, and any mitigation measures proposed by SZC Co, and make decisions in accordance with paragraph 3.3;
	3.4.2 agree the amount of any payments due pursuant to this Schedule;
	3.4.3 consider the minutes of the Working Groups meetings insofar as they relate to transport matters which have been directed for the attention of the Transport Review Group, including the approval of the Wickham Market Improvement Scheme, the Lesito...
	3.4.4 consider any matter referred to it from the Working Groups regarding outstanding disputes within those groups, any matter where those groups have failed to reach a majority decision, or where there are interfaces between those groups that need a...
	3.4.5 where necessary, report to and refer matters to the Delivery Steering Group, particularly where there are interface issues across topics that require a more strategic approach.

	3.5 Review of Transport Management Plans
	3.5.1 In the event that a Monitoring Report identifies that any of the targets or limits set out in the Construction Worker Travel Plan or the Construction Traffic Management Plan have not been achieved or have been exceeded, or are not reasonably lik...
	3.5.2 In the event that following the implementation of the Traffic Incident Management Plan in response to an event or incident, a member of the Transport Review Group advises SZC Co of amendments to the Traffic Incident Management Plan that it consi...
	3.5.3 The Transport Review Group shall not be entitled to approve any amendments to the Construction Worker Travel Plan, the Construction Traffic Management Plan or the Traffic Incident Management Plan unless it is reasonably satisfied that the amendm...

	3.6 Contingent Effects Fund 1
	3.6.1 The Transport Review Group shall monitor Contingent Effects 1 and, in the event that the Transport Review Group, having considered the matter on the basis set out in Annex [●], decides that it is necessary to provide mitigation, it may:
	(A) approve the use of the Proposed Sum from the Transport Contingency Fund 1 for the Proposed Mitigation, or propose the use of such alternative Proposed Sum from these funds as the Transport Review Group reasonably considers necessary to mitigate th...
	(B) defer its decision until the next meeting of the Transport Review Group, pending the provision of further information by the Transport Co-ordinator if requested by the Transport Review Group.

	3.6.2 The total payments payable by SZC Co to address Contingent Effects 1 shall not exceed the Contingent Effects Fund 1.

	3.7 Contingent Effects Fund 2
	3.7.1 The Transport Review Group shall monitor Contingent Effects 2 and, in the event that the Transport Review Group, having considered the matter on the basis set out in Annex [●], decides that it is necessary to provide mitigation, then it may:
	(A) approve the use of the Proposed Sum from the Transport Contingency Fund 2 for the Proposed Mitigation, or propose the use of such alternative Proposed Sum from these funds as the Transport Review Group reasonably considers necessary to mitigate th...
	(B) defer its decision until the next meeting of the Transport Review Group, pending the provision of further information by the Transport Co-ordinator if requested by the Transport Review Group.

	3.7.2 The total payments payable by SZC Co to address Contingent Effects 2 shall not exceed the Contingent Effects Fund 2.

	3.8 Implementation of Proposed Mitigation
	3.8.1 SZC Co shall implement any Proposed Mitigation approved by the Transport Review Group, or (in the case of failure to reach a majority) determination by the Delivery Steering Group, unless it is agreed by the Transport Review Group that such Prop...
	3.8.2 Where it is agreed by the Transport Review Group that the Proposed Mitigation approved by the Transport Review Group shall be carried out by Suffolk County Council, Suffolk County Council shall implement the approved Proposed Mitigation.


	4. Working groups
	4.1 Community Safety Working Group
	4.1.1 provide a quarterly update to the Community Safety Working Group on the monitoring of the Transport Management Plans;
	4.1.2 allow the emergency services to provide feedback from a service delivery and emergency response viewpoint;
	4.1.3 discuss expected abnormal indivisible load police escort requirements for the subsequent quarter; and
	4.1.4 provide a review of monitoring data for transport indicators including, but not limited to, traffic incidents and abnormal indivisible loads, and to review the effectiveness of the Transport Management Plans in the context of community safety

	and will report to each meeting of the Transport Review Group, including providing the minutes of the most recent Community Safety Working Group.
	4.2 Rights of Way Working Group
	4.2.1 any non-Project-related public rights of way issues identified within the community that may have the potential to influence the Project’s workforce and infrastructure;
	4.2.2 evidenced effects of the Project and its workforce on public rights of way;
	4.2.3 use of financial contributions secured pursuant to Schedule 10 of this Agreement to implement public rights of way and cycle measures; and
	4.2.4 any material impacts to public rights of way that might arise as a result of changes in Project milestones, and any concerns relating to the delivery of the Project which may affect public rights of way

	including providing to the Transport Review Group the minutes of the most recent meeting of the Rights of Way Working Group.
	4.3 Wickham Market Working Group
	4.3.1 SZC Co shall procure that the Transport Co-ordinator will make arrangements for the Wickham Market Working Group to meet at such intervals as may be agreed between its members, until such time as a detailed design for the Wickham Market Improvem...
	4.3.2 The Wickham Market Improvement Scheme may include some or all of the following, the cost of which as estimated by SZC Co (including a contingency) may not exceed the Wickham Market Transport Contribution:
	(A) wider footways, principally along the High Street;
	(B) increased number of informal crossing points across the High Street, to enable pedestrians to cross more frequently;
	(C) reconfiguration of the High Street / Chapel Lane, High Street / Border Cot Lane and High Street / Spring Lane junctions to benefit pedestrians;
	(D) improved segregated footpath and cycle track between the River Deben and the B1116 roundabout; and
	(E) gateway features on the approaches to Wickham Market with the aim of reducing vehicle speeds, delivering improved safety and comfort for pedestrians and cyclists.
	(F) reconfiguration of kerbside parking along the High Street and the installation of build-outs to improve safety at a number of accesses which currently have poor visibility.

	4.3.3 Suffolk County Council will provide updates to the Transport Review Group in relation to the progress of the design and implementation of the Wickham Market Improvement Scheme.
	4.3.4 On or before Commencement, SZC Co will pay [%] of the Wickham Market Improvement Contribution to Suffolk County Council for the purpose of undertaking the detailed design of the Wickham Market Improvement Scheme.
	4.3.5 Following approval of the proposed Wickham Market Improvement Scheme by the Transport Review Group, SZC Co will pay the remainder of the Wickham Market Transport Contribution to Suffolk County Council for the purpose of implementing the agreed W...
	4.3.6 Suffolk County Council shall:
	(A) Undertake the detailed design of the Wickham Market Improvement Scheme; and
	(B) Implement the agreed Wickham Market Improvement Scheme.


	4.4 Leiston Working Group
	4.4.1 SZC Co shall procure that the Transport Co-ordinator will make arrangements for the Leiston Working Group to meet at such intervals as may be agreed between its members, until such time as a detailed design for the Leiston Improvement Scheme has...
	4.4.2 The Leiston Improvement Scheme may include some or all of the following, the cost of which as estimated by SZC Co (including a contingency) may not exceed the Leiston Transport Contribution:
	(A) widened footways along Main Street, High Street, Cross Street and Sizewell Road, creating more space for pedestrians;
	(B) one-way vehicle traffic on Main Street, High Street and Sizewell Road, with cycling permitted in both directions which will create more pleasant conditions for cyclists using these key routes through the town centre;
	(C) modal filters, which motor vehicles cannot pass through but pedestrians and cyclists can, at the eastern end of Cross Street and on Valley Road, thereby reducing the volume of vehicular traffic using those roads and the town centre more generally.
	(D) public realm improvements in the new footway space created, which could include new seating or a cycle hub close to Leiston Library or trees along High Street.

	4.4.3 The Transport Co-ordinator will provide updates to the Transport Review Group in relation to the progress of the design and implementation of the Leiston Improvement Scheme.
	4.4.4 On or before Commencement, SZC Co will pay [%] of the Leiston Transport Contribution to Suffolk County Council for the purpose of undertaking the detailed design of the Leiston Improvement Scheme.
	4.4.5 Following approval of the proposed Leiston Improvement Scheme by the Transport Review Group, SZC Co will pay the remainder of the Leiston Transport Contribution to Suffolk County Council for the purpose of implementing the agreed Leiston Improve...
	4.4.6 Suffolk County Council shall:
	(A) undertake the detailed design of the Leiston Improvement Scheme; and
	(B) implement the agreed Leiston Improvement Scheme.


	4.5 Marlesford and Little Glemham Working Group
	4.5.1 SZC Co shall procure that the Transport Co-ordinator will make arrangements for the Marlesford and Little Glemham Working Group to meet at such intervals as may be agreed between its members, until such time as a detailed design for the Marlesfo...
	4.5.2 The Marlesford and Little Glemham Improvement Scheme may include some or all of the following, the cost of which as estimated by SZC Co (including a contingency) may not exceed the Marlesford and Little Glemham Transport Contribution:
	(A)  [details to be inserted]

	4.5.3 Suffolk County Council will provide updates to the Transport Review Group in relation to the progress of the design and implementation of the Marlesford and Little Glenham Working Group.
	4.5.4 On or before Commencement, SZC Co will pay [●]% of the Marlesford and Little Glemham Transport Contribution to Suffolk County Council for the purpose of undertaking the detailed design of the Marlesford and Little Glemham Improvement Scheme.
	4.5.5 Following approval of the proposed Marlesford and Little Glemham Improvement Scheme by the Transport Review Group, SZC Co will pay the remainder of the Marlesford and Little Glemham Transport Contribution to Suffolk County Council for the purpos...
	4.5.6 Suffolk County Council shall:
	(A) undertake the detailed design of the Marlesford and Little Glemham Improvement Scheme; and
	(B) implement the agreed Marlesford and Little Glemham Improvement Scheme.


	4.6 Parish Councils

	5. B1078 road safety contribution
	5.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co will pay Suffolk County Council the B1078 Road Safety Contribution, which Suffolk County Council will use to fund the following road safety improvements, the final scope and design of which are to be finalised but...
	5.1.1 A14 signage strategy – a signage strategy to be developed and agreed with Highways England, as the strategic highway authority, to direct all Sizewell C traffic to route via the A14 in order to reduce Sizewell C car and LGV related traffic on th...
	5.1.2 A140/B1078 junction – improvements including vegetation maintenance to improve visibility for vehicles turning right into the B1078 and left onto the A140 as well as additional signage and road marking, or alterations to existing signage and roa...
	5.1.3 B1078/B1079 junction, Ottley - improvements including vegetation maintenance to improve forward visibility on the B1078 between Easton and Otley College and the B1079 and additional signage and road markings on the B1078 approach to the B1079.; ...
	5.1.4 B1078/Ashbocking Road junction, Ashbocking – improvements which may include a speed reduction to 50 mph using gateway features and additional signage, including 50 mph repeater signs, to reinforce the new limit and retain the 40 mph limit in Ash...
	5.1.5 B1078/B1079 junction, Clopton – improvements which may include additional signage and a gateway feature at Clopton Corner, together with high friction surfacing on the approaches to the Manor Road and Shop Road junctions;
	5.1.6 B1078, Charsfield – improvements which may include the extension of the 30mph speed limit and a gateway feature and additional signage to reinforce the speed limit

	5.2 Suffolk County Council shall design and implement the road safety improvements to be funded through the B1078 Road Safety Contribution.
	5.3 During the Construction Period, SZC Co will check the condition of roads signs at the B1078/B1079 junction on a 41F [quarterly] basis and, where necessary, clean or replace them.

	6. B1122 highway condITION SURVEY AND CONTRIBUTIONS
	6.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co will:
	6.1.1 undertake a highways condition survey of the B1122; and
	6.1.2 pay the B1122 Pre-SLR Contribution to Suffolk County Council.

	6.2 Upon the opening of the Sizewell Link Road to traffic, SZC Co will:
	6.2.1 undertake a further highways condition survey of the B1122; and
	6.2.2 pay the B1122 Post-SLR Contribution to Suffolk County Council.

	6.3 Suffolk County Council shall maintain the B1122 in good repair prior to the opening of the Sizewell Link Road.
	6.4 Following the opening of the Sizewell Link Road to traffic, Suffolk County Council shall execute or procure the execution of such works as are necessary to make good any damage to the B1122 caused by Sizewell C construction traffic.

	7. AIL Routes
	7.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall submit an AIL Structural Survey in respect of each of the AIL Routes to Suffolk County Council for its approval.
	7.2 SZC Co shall not transport any Special Order Loads to the Main Development Site by road along a particular AIL Route prior to the approval by Suffolk County Council of the AIL Structural Survey in respect of that AIL Route.
	7.3 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall submit details of the AIL Route Scheme in respect of each of the AIL Routes to Suffolk County Council for its approval.
	7.4 SZC Co shall not transport any abnormal indivisible loads to the Main Development Site by road along a particular AIL Route prior to the approval by Suffolk County Council of the AIL Route Scheme in respect of that AIL Route.
	7.5 SZC Co shall not transport any abnormal indivisible loads to the Main Development Site by road along a particular AIL Route, prior to the completion by SZC Co of the approved AIL Route Scheme in respect of that AIL Route.

	8. Cycle connectivity fund
	9. Highway Design and Supervision Fees
	9.1 SZC Co shall pay to Suffolk County Council:
	9.1.1 [50%] of the Highway Design and Supervision Fees on or before Commencement; and
	9.1.2 [50%] of the Highway Design and Supervision Fees on or before the first anniversary of the Commencement Date

	to be applied to cover the full audit and supervision fees which would apply to transport schemes to be implemented by SZC Co under the Development Consent Order including the Sizewell Link Road, the Two Village Bypass, the Yoxford Roundabout, the Oth...
	9.2 Suffolk County Council shall carry out the audit and supervision of the transport schemes to be implemented by SZC Co under the Development Consent Order.

	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	Where in this Schedule the following defined terms and expressions are used they shall have the following respective meanings unless otherwise stated:

	2. GENERAL
	2.1 SZC Co shall nominate representatives to attend meetings of and participate in each of the Governance Groups and perform the obligations of such Governance Groups in accordance with this Deed.
	2.2 Suffolk County Council shall nominate representatives to attend meetings of and participate in each of the Governance Groups and the Oversight Partnership and perform the obligations of such Governance Groups in accordance with this Deed.
	2.3 East Suffolk Council shall nominate representatives to attend meetings of and participate in each of the Governance Groups and the Oversight Partnership and perform the obligations of such Governance Groups in accordance with this Deed.

	3. Delivery Steering Group
	3.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Delivery Steering Group which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period.
	3.2 The Delivery Steering Group shall comprise:
	3.2.1 a service director (or equivalent) from East Suffolk Council;
	3.2.2 a service director (or equivalent) from Suffolk County Council; and
	3.2.3 up to two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co, including SZC Co’s Site Director,

	or such alternates as may be nominated by those members from time to time.
	3.3 Meetings of the Delivery Steering Group shall:
	(A) take place quarterly (or less or more frequently where agreed by the Delivery Steering Group) either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk to be identified by SZC Co from time to time;
	(B) be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing East Suffolk Council, one is a member representing Suffolk County Council and one is a member representing SZC Co)  are present, unless otherwise agreed by the me...
	(C) be attended by members or representatives of the Review Groups or Working Groups, third parties or other experts from time to time and as agreed by the Delivery Steering Group members in order to observe and participate in discussions or present i...

	3.4 The Delivery Steering Group will be chaired by SZC Co’s Site Director.
	3.5 The Delivery Steering Group shall:
	3.5.1 consider all implementation, progress and reports submitted to it by the Review Groups or Working Groups;
	3.5.2 having regard to the above reports, monitor and assess the actions taken and decisions made by the Groups;
	3.5.3 provide assistance, guidance and advice on the action(s) that should be taken by the Groups to resolve any matters referred to it by the Groups;
	3.5.4 identify key risks, issues, interdependencies and opportunities for optimising the effectiveness and efficiency of the implementation and delivery of the Project;
	3.5.5 facilitate communication on matters of strategic importance within the Groups.


	4. Oversight partnership
	4.1 East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council, acting together via the Oversight Partnership, shall provide advice to the Delivery Steering Group on public sector concerns and priorities.

	5. [Community Groups44F ]
	6. 45F [review groups
	6.1 Planning Group46F
	6.1.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Planning Group which shall exist until three years after the end of the Construction Period.
	6.1.2 The Planning Group shall comprise:
	(A) one representative to be nominated by the East Suffolk Council;
	(B) one representative to be nominated by Suffolk County Council; and
	(C) up to two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co,

	or such alternates as may be nominated by those representatives from time to time.
	6.1.3 Meetings of the Planning Group shall:
	(A) take place monthly either virtually or in a convenient location in East Suffolk to be identified by SZC Co from time to time;
	(B) be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing East Suffolk Council, one is a member representing Suffolk County Council and one is a member representing SZC Co) are present.

	6.1.4 SZC Co shall be responsible for the administration of convening and holding meetings of the Planning Group .
	6.1.5 The Planning Group shall:
	(A) report and make recommendations to the Delivery Steering Group, other Review Groups and the Working Groups;
	(B) refer strategic matters considered by the Planning Group to the Delivery Steering Group, particularly where there are interface issues across topics that require a more strategic approach or direction;

	6.1.6 In the event that the Planning Group cannot agree on any matters or recommendations, any member can refer those matters to the Delivery Steering Group for guidance.

	6.2 Social Review Group
	6.2.1 On or before Commencement, SZC Co shall establish the Social Review Group which shall exist until the end of the Construction Period.
	6.2.2 The Social Review Group shall comprise:
	(A) one representative to be nominated by the East Suffolk Council;
	(B) one representative to be nominated by Suffolk County Council; and
	(C) up to two representatives to be nominated by SZC Co,

	6.2.3 Meetings of the Social Review Group shall:
	(A) take place every six months during the Construction Period (or more frequently where agreed by the Social Review Group) either virtually or at a convenient location in East Suffolk to be notified by SZC Co to the members of the Social Review Group...
	(B) be quorate if at least three members (at least one of which is a member representing East Suffolk Council, one is a member representing Suffolk County Council and one is a member representing SZC Co) are present;
	(C) be chaired by East Suffolk Council; and
	(D) be attended by members or representatives of the Social Working Groups, third parties or other experts from time to time and as agreed by the Social Review Group members in order to observe and participate in discussions or present information to ...

	6.2.4 SZC Co shall be responsible for the administration of convening and holding meetings of the Social Review Group and shall ensure that minutes of each meeting are taken.
	6.2.5 The Social Review Group shall:
	(A) receive reports from the Social Working Groups;
	(B) consider any matter referred to it from the Social Working Groups regarding outstanding disputes within the relevant Social Working Group, any matter where the relevant Social Working Group has failed to reach a majority decision, or where there a...
	(C) report to and refer any matter (including any matter considered by the Social Review Group pursuant to paragraph 5.2.5(B) to the Delivery Steering Group, particularly where there are interface issues across topics that require a more strategic app...



	Figure 1: Visual representation of Governance structure47F
	1. Definitions and Interpretation
	1.1 In this Deed the following expressions shall have the following respective meanings unless the context otherwise requires:
	1.2 In this Deed unless a contrary intention is shown in this Deed, all expressions and phrases shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Principal Deed.
	1.3 Clause 8 of the Principal Deed shall apply to this Deed as if references therein to “this Deed” were references to this Deed.

	2. SZC CO’s Covenant
	2.1 SZC Co covenants with the Recipient that in consideration for the covenants given by the Recipient in this Deed it shall pay the Contributions to the Council in accordance with the terms of the Principal Deed.

	3. Council’s Covenant
	3.1 The Council covenants that, subject to receipt of the Contributions from SZC Co, in consideration for the covenants given by the Recipient in this Deed it shall pay the Contributions to the Recipient in accordance with the terms of the Principal D...

	4. Recipient’s Payment covenant
	4.1 The Recipient covenants with SZC Co and the Council that prior to receiving any Contribution it shall establish an interest-bearing account or accounts where those Contributions and/or other sums of money that are payable to it pursuant to the Pri...
	4.2 The Recipient covenants with SZC Co and the Council that it shall, on receipt of the Contributions or other amounts from the Council payable to it pursuant to the Principal Deed, place the received sums of money in such notified account or accounts.
	4.3 Interest accruing to the account or accounts in which the Contributions payable to the Recipient pursuant to the Principal Deed are held shall be retained in that account or accounts and shall only be applied in accordance with the provisions of t...
	4.4 The Recipient shall provide SZC Co and the Council with copies of all account statements and other correspondence received in relation to the accounts established pursuant to this clause 4.

	5. APPLICATION OF CONTRIBUTIONS
	5.1 The Recipient covenants with SZC Co and the Council in respect of monies it receives pursuant to this Deed not to spend the relevant monies other than for the purposes specified in the Principal Deed in relation to the relevant Contribution or sum...
	5.2 The Recipient shall within [●] months of the date on which the first Contribution is paid to the Recipient pursuant to this Deed and annually thereafter until the Contributions have been spent provide SZC Co and the Council with an annual statemen...
	5.3 Notwithstanding clause 5.2, SZC Co and the Council shall in any event have the right to audit all expenditure funded from the Contributions or other amounts secured under this Deed and the Recipient covenants with SZC Co and the Council to provide...

	6. unspent contributions
	6.1 If any amount of money paid to the Recipient under this Deed by the Council remains unspent within [●] years of the date that amount was paid by the Council, the Recipient shall pay any such unspent monies together with any Accrued Interest on tho...

	7. Communications
	7.1 The parties agree that where particular mitigation works, projects or benefits are funded from any of the Contributions secured under this Deed:
	7.1.1 SZC Co shall have the right to be acknowledged as having funded such works, projects or benefits;
	7.1.2 SZC Co branding and/or corporate images or logos shall be included (at the discretion of SZC Co) in literature or publicity material relating to such works, projects or benefits;
	7.1.3 signage (at the discretion of SZC Co) bearing SZC Co branding and/or corporate images or logos shall be erected or affixed to buildings and other facilities funded out of the Contributions; and
	7.1.4 SZC Co shall have the right to be involved in publicity activities relating to such works, projects or benefits in consultation with the Recipient.


	8. 49F [Recipient's Governance Covenant]
	8.1 [The Recipient covenants with SZC Co and the Councils to procure that its representative attends and participates in the meetings of the Governance Group[s] and performs the obligations of such Governance Group[s] as set out in the Principal Deed.]

	9. RIGHTS OF THIRD PARTIES
	10. Jurisdiction
	10.1 This Deed including its construction, validity, performance and enforcement and any dispute or claim arising out of or in connection with it or its subject matter or formation (including non-contractual disputes or claims) shall be governed by an...
	10.2 Each party irrevocably agrees that the courts of England and Wales shall have exclusive jurisdiction to settle any dispute or claim arising out of or in connection with this Deed or its subject matter or formation (including non-contractual dispu...

	11. COUNTERPARTS
	12. DATE OF DELIVERY

	Draft Deed of Obligation Explanatory Memorandum - Deadline 7 (Clean).pdf
	1. INTRODUCTION
	1.1 In the ExA’s Rule 17 Letter [PD-025] of 6 May 2021, the ExA stated in Question SA.1.62:
	"The ExA thanks the Applicant for providing the draft s.106EM. In relation to the legal underpinnings, the ExA is seeking a guide, much like an EM for a DCO, of the purpose, policy compliance and legal powers for each clause, schedule and paragraph. E...
	1.2 Following consideration of the ExA's comments in relation to the Sizewell Special Arrangements and draft s106 agreement in the above Procedural Decision, the Applicant has developed an alternative approach to securing contractual mitigation for th...
	1.3 Under the Evolving Approach, the Applicant would enter into a 'Deed of Obligation', which would be an ordinary contract from the Applicant's perspective, and an agreement under s1 of the Localism Act 2011 and s111 LGA 1972 from the perspective of ...
	1.4 In terms of enforcement, drafting is included within the dDCO which would allow the local authorities to enforce all of the obligations in the agreement against the Applicant. It would be irrelevant whether they meet the tests in s106(1)(a) to (d)...
	1.5 The proposed 'Evolving Approach' would not, however, obviate the need to be clear as to which contractual commitments in the Deed of Obligation may or must be taken into account by the Secretary of State in making the decision.
	1.6 Section 2 below therefore outlines the relevant legal and policy tests (see also the diagram in the Appendix to this note). These tests apply even if the Applicant were proposing to enter into an agreement under s106 TCPA/s1 LA & s111 LGA. The onl...
	1.7 Section 3 below sets out a summary of the provisions in the Deed of Obligation in respect of all of the substantive commitments in the schedules and, subject to further engagement with East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council, outlines the ...

	2. legal and policy tests
	2.1 It is important to consider what the Secretary of State may and may not take into account when making a decision on the Sizewell DCO, having regard to law and guidance.
	2.2 The law distinguishes between considerations which are relevant, and which therefore the decision maker is empowered to take into account, and those which the decision-maker is required to take into account.
	2.3 A legally relevant consideration is only something that is not irrelevant or immaterial, and therefore something which the decision-maker is empowered or entitled to take into account.
	2.4 The decision-maker is expressly or impliedly required by legislation (or by a policy which has to be applied) to take certain considerations into account.  In addition, on the facts of a particular case there may be some considerations which are s...
	2.5 When applying principles derived from caselaw relating to the TCPA regime, it is necessary therefore to be mindful of the differences in the statutory provisions which govern decision-making in each case and require the decision-maker to take cert...
	2.6 In principle, any consideration which relates to the use and development of land is capable of being a material consideration.  Whether a particular consideration falling within that broad class is material will depend on the circumstances (String...
	2.7 The approach to considering whether or not a particular planning obligation may be taken into account by the decision-maker as a material consideration is set out in R (Wright) v. Forest of Dean DC [2019] 1 WLR 6562.  A threefold test was applied,...
	2.8 These criteria are known as the “Newbury criteria”, and a consequence of their application is that planning permission cannot be bought or sold.  Planning obligations satisfying these criteria may be treated as material planning considerations (se...
	2.9 As the Supreme Court explained in Wright, an obligation to pay money to a fund to provide for general community benefits unrelated to the proposed change in the character of the use of the development land does not have a sufficient connection wit...
	2.10 The decision-maker must therefore consider whether the obligations satisfy the Newbury criteria.  If they do, they may lawfully be taken into account as material considerations.  The weight that is attached to any material consideration is a sepa...
	2.11 Section 105 of the Planning Act, which will apply to the Secretary of State's determination of the DCO application, identifies certain considerations that the decision-maker must take into account.  It states that:
	"(2) In deciding the application the Secretary of State must have regard to—
	2.12 The text underlined (s105(2)(c)), obliges the Secretary of State to take into account any planning obligations committed to if they are considered by the Secretary of State not only to be relevant (i.e. to be a material consideration), but also t...
	2.13 As a matter of policy, NPS EN-1, para 4.1.8 states:
	"The [Secretary of State] may take into account any development consent obligations that an applicant agrees with local authorities. These must be relevant to planning, necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, directly...
	2.14 This is a statement of policy, and not law.  Policy cannot make a matter which is otherwise a material consideration an irrelevant consideration (Gransden & Co. Ltd. v. SoS (1987) 54 P&CR 86 at p. 94).  Its legal effect is different, therefore, f...
	2.15 If the Secretary of State takes into account an obligation that is a material consideration (i.e. it satisfies the Newbury criteria) but which does not satisfy an element of the policy test in para. 4.1.8 that goes beyond those criteria (e.g. the...
	2.16 The scope for departing from the policy set out in EN-1 will be limited by the fact that some elements of the policy effectively reproduce the Newbury criteria.
	2.17 The Secretary of State will therefore need to consider:
	2.18 If the Secretary of State concludes that an obligation is relevant and that it should be taken into account, the weight that is attached to it (and accordingly whether it is not only relevant, but also important) will be a matter for his or her p...
	2.19 In this case the Applicant does not propose to make any of the obligations conditional upon a positive decision being reached by the Secretary of State as to their relevance, accordance with policy, weight or importance.  Thus the obligations wil...
	2.20 For ease of reference, the diagram in the Appendix to this note shows in diagramatic form the analysis which must be undertaken by the ExA on the Secretary of State's behalf as set out above. It is this analysis which we have applied to the provi...
	2.21 We are aware also of paragraph 54 of the National Planning Policy Framework, which provides that: “Planning obligations should only be used where it is not possible to address unacceptable impacts through a planning condition”. While it may be po...

	3. summary of the deed of obligation and legal under-pinning
	3.1 We summarise below the content of the draft Deed of Obligation. This agreement would be entered into by the Applicant as a deed (under the ordinary provisions of contract law), and by the local authorities as a contract made pursuant to s1 of the ...
	3.2 The Recitals confirm the status of the Councils as planning authorities (in the case of East Suffolk Council and Suffolk County Council) and highway authority, fire and rescue authority, waste planning authority, lead flood authority and education...
	3.3 Relevant definitions are set out in Clause 1.
	3.4 Provides that the obligations in the Deed of Obligation are entered into pursuant to section 111 of the Local Government Act 1972.
	3.5 Provides that the obligations in the agreement pursuant to s.106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 previously executed in connection with the relocated facilities planning permission will continue to apply as if such works were being carri...
	3.6 Provides that save for in respect of obligations which expressly require compliance prior to Commencement and in respect of obligations in respect of proposed enhancement works to Aldhurst Farm and implementation of the Noise Mitigation Scheme, th...
	3.7 Provides that SZC Co covenants to comply with the obligations contained in the Schedules. Further, it provides that the Councils will perform their obligations provided for in the Deed of Obligation.
	3.8 Provides that where any payment is expressed to be payable on or before an event or activity, SZC Co covenants that it shall not commence that event or activity until the relevant payment has been made.
	3.9 Provides that SZC Co. will be released from all obligations under the Deed of Obligation upon transfer of the whole of its benefit of the DCO to construct or operate Work Nos. 1A(a) to (h) as set out in Schedule 1 to the Development Consent Order ...
	3.10 Provides that if the DCO expires or is revoked before the Commencement Date then the Deed of Obligation will determine and cease to have effect.
	Certificates of Compliance (Clause 7)
	3.11 Makes provision for the Councils to provide certificates of compliance upon request by SZC Co. where obligations have been discharged.
	3.12 Makes provision for expert determination in relation to disputes between the Parties.
	3.13 Sets out the means of service and addresses to which notices may be served on the Parties.
	3.14 Provides for the sums specified in the Deed of Obligation to be index-linked to date of payment.
	3.15 Provides for interest to be paid on late payments.
	3.16 Requires SZC Co. to:
	3.16.1 notify the Councils of the anticipated and actual Commencement Date and Transitional Date,
	3.16.2 notify the Councils following acquisition of any freehold or leasehold interest in the Sites,
	3.16.3 notify the Councils following a transfer of the benefit of the DCO to construct or operate Work Nos. 1A(a) to (h) as set out in Schedule 1 to the Development Consent Order to another party pursuant to article 9.

	3.17 Empowers the Parties to agree variations to the triggers for fulfilment of obligations in the Deed of Obligation, but only where the Councils consider this would not give rise to materially new or materially different environmental effects to tho...
	3.18 Requires ESC and SCC to coordinate external communications with SZC Co.’s communications team in accordance with an agreed protocol. It also provides that where particular mitigation works, projects or benefits are funded from any contributions s...
	3.19 Confirms that the Parties agree that the obligations contained in the Schedules are necessary to make the Development acceptable in planning terms, are directly related to the Development and are fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to...

	Third Parties (Clause 15)
	3.20 Provides that where any payments are stated to be payable by SZC Co to ESC and SCC for onward transfer to a person who is not a party to the Deed of Obligation (a “third party”), the relevant Council and SZC Co will use reasonable endeavours to e...
	3.21 Provides that where the Deed of Obligation grants a third party a right to be represented on a governance group, that the relevant Council and SZC Co will use reasonable endeavours to enter into a Deed of Covenant in respect of this provision, un...

	VAT (Clause 16)
	3.22 Makes provision in relation to the payment of VAT on contributions paid pursuant to the Deed of Obligation.
	Legal Compliance (Clause 17)
	3.23 Provides that nothing in the Deed of Obligation requires the Parties to do anything which would be contrary to data protection, confidentiality or other legal requirements.

	Cross-Undertakings (Clause 18)
	3.24 Provides that SZC Co. shall not seek a cross-undertaking in damages from the Councils in the event that the Councils seek to enforce any restrictions or requirements imposed under the Deed of Obligation by injunction.

	Councils’ Powers (Clause 19)
	3.25 Provides that nothing in the Deed of Obligation will fetter the statutory rights, powers or duties of the Councils.
	Variation (Clause 20)
	3.26 Provides that no variation of this Deed shall be effective unless it is made: (i)  in writing and executed as a Deed by, or on behalf of, each of the parties; or (ii)  further to a determination by the Secretary of State in accordance with the De...

	Good Faith and Approval (Clause 20)
	3.27 The Parties agree with each other to act reasonably and in good faith in the discharge of the obligations.
	3.28 Provides that where agreement, consent or approval is required from SZC Co it will not be unreasonably withheld and will be provided in writing within a specified period, with such approval to be deemed in the event that SZC Co. fail to respond. ...

	Rights of Third Parties (Clause 21)
	3.29 Provides that the Contracts (Rights of Third Parties) Act 1999 does not apply.

	Jurisdiction (Clause 22)
	3.30 Applies the laws of England and Wales to the Deed of Obligation.

	Counterparts (Clause 23) and Date of Delivery (Clause 24)
	3.31 Provides that the Deed of Obligation may be executed in counterparts, and will be deemed to be delivered as a deed on the date it is completed.

	SCHEDULE 1 – COUNCILS’ general OBLIGATIONS
	3.32 Provides that the Councils will keep all payments made under the Deed of Obligation in interest bearing accounts, that the monies received will be used only for the purpose for which they are paid, that monies unspent within 5 years of payment to...
	3.33 Provides that East Suffolk Council shall host an online information portal containing certain information about the Project.
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.34 The obligations imposed on the Councils in this Schedule are ancillary to the obligations concerning payment of certain contributions under this Deed or the publication of information received by the Councils in accordance with governance arrange...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.35 As with paragraph 3.31 above.
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.36 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.37 In addition to the general position set out in paragraph 2.21 above, it is noted that the obligations in this Schedule are ancillary to the obligations concerning the payment of monetary contributions elsewhere in the Deed. SZC Co sets out, where...
	3.38 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 2 – COUNCILS’ RESOURCING
	3.39 Provides for payments to the Councils to fund additional dedicated Council staff to fulfil the additional duties imposed on the Council by the Project and to carry out air quality monitoring along the A12 and NO2 monitoring.
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.40 The contributions to be paid under this Schedule are to be applied by the Councils towards the provision of additional dedicated staff resource to fulfil the additional duties imposed on the Councils as a result of the Project and to ensure the e...
	3.41 The proposed contributions have been sized having regard to the level of additional resource required as a result of the duties imposed on the Councils in relation to the Project and separate resourcing has been provided for the carrying out of a...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.42 As noted in paragraph 2.16 above, the policy set out in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria. Accordingly, SZC Co does repeat the text above in this section but refers to it in its generality to illustrate its complia...
	3.43 The obligations discussed above are considered necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are measures which have been identified as being appropriate and necessary to mitigate the Project's impact on t...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.44 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.45 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure certain of the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce...
	3.46 The detail of the majority of the obligations (for instance the governance arrangements concerning the use of the Contributions by the Councils) would not generally be appropriate to draft into the DCO, meaning those which are more succinct and d...
	3.47 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 3 – HOUSING
	3.48 Provides for the establishment of a Housing Fund which will fund initiatives to increase the supply of bedspaces in private housing and tourist accommodation, and support East Suffolk Council’s housing advice and homelessness prevention service. ...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.49 Housing Fund:
	3.49.1 The Housing Fund is proposed to provide additional support for housing in the locality of the Project, to mitigate the effect of the anticipated construction workforce required to deliver the Project on the local housing market and so is consid...
	3.49.2 The Housing Fund has been sized having regard to SZC Co’s assessment of the scale of the construction workforce required, the likely accommodation sector demand, the existing supply and characteristics of the local housing market and experience...

	3.50 Project Accommodation:
	3.50.1 Similar to the Housing Fund, the Accommodation Campus and the LEEIE Caravan Park are proposed to minimise the adverse effects of the construction workforce on the local housing market. As such, their provision is directly linked to the proposed...
	3.50.2 The sizing of this temporary accommodation is correlative to the forecasted needs of the Project's NHB construction workforce and so, again, fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the proposed development and its effects, reasonable...
	3.50.3 The sizing of the Housing Contingency Fund is correlative to the forecasted needs of the Project's NHB construction workforce and so, again, fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the proposed development and its effects, reasonable...
	3.50.4 The establishment and implementation of the defined Accommodation Co-Ordination and Accommodation Management System will help to ensure the mitigation is delivered to achieve its intended effect. The Accommodation Management System will also pr...

	3.51 Governance and Monitoring:
	3.51.1 The Accommodation Working Group have an oversight (and in certain instances, approval) role in relation to the application and delivery of the mitigation identified in this Schedule and so provide a further level of scrutiny to ensure it is imp...

	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.52 As noted in paragraph 2.16 above, the policy set out in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria. Accordingly, SZC Co does not repeat the text above in this section but refers to it in its generality to illustrate its com...
	3.53 The obligations discussed above are considered necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process (see Secti...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.54 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.55 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure certain of the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce...
	3.56 The detail of the majority of the obligations (e.g. the interaction between the payment of the Housing Fund and the provisions detailing its subsequent application by East Suffolk Council) would not generally be appropriate to draft into the DCO,...
	3.57 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 4 – EMERGENCY SERVICES
	3.58 Provision is made for payment of sums from the Emergency Services Contribution to Suffolk County Council for onward payment to the Suffolk Constabulary, the Suffolk Fire and Rescue Service and the East of England Ambulance Service Trust as well a...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.59 Emergency Services Contribution:
	3.59.1 The Emergency Services Contribution is proposed to contribute to the additional resourcing requirements incurred by the specified emergency services as a result of the Project, particularly during the Construction Period. The financial contribu...
	3.59.2 The proposed Emergency Services Contribution is  sized to reflect the anticipated additional resourcing demand from the specified emergency services as a result of the Project. The intended scope of the Emergency Services also ensures that it i...

	3.60 Emergency Services Contingency Contribution:
	3.60.1 Provision is also made for (additional) contingency payments to be made to the specified bodies to reimburse costs they incur through any protests, demonstrations, evacuations or public safety initiatives carried out in relation to or resulting...
	3.60.2 The provision has been drafted to ensure the costs are directly attributable to activities relating to the Project and so, as with the main contribution above, represent mitigation to the potential significant impact of or risk associated with ...

	3.61 Provision is also made for a payment to be made to Suffolk Constabulary as a contribution towards the cost of Suffolk Constabulary's office facilities in Leiston. incurred as a result of the Project. The financial contribution mitigates the poten...
	3.62 Provision is also made for the establishment of on-site emergency co-ordination, security and fire and rescue services, which supplement the above contributions and are justified against the Newbury criteria on the same basis.
	3.63 Community Safety Working Group:
	3.63.1 Provision is made in relation to the membership of the Community Safety Working Group and its working practices and administration. This Group is proposed to exist until the end of the Construction Period and has been identified as part of the ...

	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.64 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 of the preceding Schedule above.
	3.65 The obligations discussed above are considered necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process (see Secti...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.66 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.67 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure certain of the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce...
	3.68 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their complexity, interaction with other obligations in the Schedule, application to different parties and their governance, e.g. the parameters governing the payments of the contribution...
	3.69 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 5 - PUBLIC SERVICES AND COMMUNITY SAFETY
	3.70 Provision is made for the payment of the Public Services Resilience Fund, to be used for new or enhanced Community Safety Resilience Measures, Local Community Safety Measures, Social Care Resilience Measures (in respect of Adult Community Service...
	3.71 Provision is made for requiring all members of the Sizewell C Construction Workforce to sign the Worker Code of Conduct.
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.72 Public Services Resilience Fund:
	3.72.1 The Public Services Resilience Fund is proposed to provide funding to ensure resilience for the identified public services to mitigate the impact of the Project on such services during the Construction Period (as a result of the construction wo...
	3.72.2 The Public Services Resilience Fund is to be applied by the relevant Council having taken into account the views of the aforementioned Community Safety Working Group and/or Social Review Group and having considering the extent to which proposed...

	3.73 School and Early Years Capacity Contribution and School and Early Years Contingency Contribution:
	3.73.1 Provision is also made for the payment of financial contributions by SZC Co to Suffolk County Council during the Construction Period to implement the defined School and Early Years Capacity Measures, which are necessary to meet the demand for a...

	3.74 Both of the abovementioned financial contributions have been proposed to mitigate the impact of the Project on those public services during the Construction Period and so are considered to be for a planning purpose. Their respective amounts are s...
	3.75 The Worker Code of Conduct has been proposed to minimise the impact of the Project on the local community during the Construction Period. The obligation to ensure all workers sign the Code is considered to be for a legitimate planning purpose, fa...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.76 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.77 The obligations discussed above are considered necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process (see secti...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.78 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.79 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure certain of the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce...
	3.80 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their complexity, interaction  with other obligations in the Schedule, application to different parties and their governance, e.g. the parameters and governance surrounding the applicatio...
	3.81 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 6 – HEALTH
	3.82 Provision is made for the establishment of Sizewell Health (a private occupational healthcare service to be located on the SZC Development Site to be used by SZC construction workers). The Residual Healthcare Contribution is to be paid in instalm...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.83 Sizewell Health:
	3.83.1 Sizewell Health is proposed to provide a package of risk prevention, health promotion and treatment initiatives to the construction workforce in order to minimise the impact of the Project on the local healthcare capacity and manage the healthc...

	3.84 Residual Healthcare Contribution
	3.84.1 Provision is also made for payment by SZC Co of the Residual Healthcare Contribution during the Construction Period, to be applied towards the cost to clinical commissioning group(s) (or their successors in Suffolk) of providing healthcare to t...
	3.84.2 It has been developed to mitigate against the residual impacts on local healthcare capacity as a result of the Project that may nevertheless still arise during the Construction Period after the establishment of Sizewell Health. Thus, it is for ...

	3.85 Provision is also made to establish a Health Working Group and its membership, decision-making and administration. The Group's functions include an obligation to report to the Social Review Group on (amongst other things) the identified effects o...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.86 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.87 The obligations discussed above are considered necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process (see Secti...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.88 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.89 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure certain of the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce...
	3.90 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their level of detail, interaction with other obligations in the Schedule, application to different parties and the governance arrangements, e.g. the establishment of and governance arran...
	3.91 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 7 – EMPLOYMENT, SKILLS, EDUCATION AND SUPPLY CHAIN
	3.92 Provision is made for a number of measures to ensure a strategic approach to developing the workforce requirements for the Project and shaping a legacy for the region. These include putting in place and implementing a Workforce Delivery Strategy ...
	3.93 SZC Co is also required to implement the Supply Chain Strategy, which will be overseen by the Supply Chain Working Group, whose membership and administration is provided for. SZC Co is obliged to monitor the Project’s supply chain as specified in...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.94 Workforce Delivery Strategy/Strategies:
	3.94.1 The provision of a Workforce Delivery Strategy (including a Sizewell C Skills Prospectus and Apprenticeship Strategy) is designed to set out the strategic approach for developing the Construction and Operational Phase workforce requirements for...

	3.95 Annual Skills Implementation Plans/Regional Skills Co-ordination Function:
	3.95.1 SZC Co is to make a financial contribution at prescribed points during the Construction Period to facilitate the establishment of a Regional Skills Co-ordination Function, who have defined responsibilities, which includes the production of an A...

	3.96 Sizewell C Employment Outreach Fund/Sizewell C Employment Outreach Contingency Fund/Asset Skills Enhancement and Capability Fund/Sizewell C Bursary Scheme:
	3.96.1 During the Construction Period, SZC Co are obliged to make payments in relation to these defined funds/schemes at particular milestones. The Deed sets out the scope for how these payments are to be applied, but all are designed to enhance the p...

	3.97 Sizewell C Jobs Service/Young Sizewell C/Economic Review Group/Employment, Skills and Education Working Group:
	3.97.1 In addition to financial contributions, SZC Co will also establish the Sizewell C Jobs Service and Young Sizewell C prior to Commencement and until the end of the Construction Period, both of which are geared towards facilitating the drive of l...
	3.97.2 The Economic Review Group and Employment, Skills and Education Working Group are provided to implement, monitor and help ensure the effectiveness of the various strategies and initiatives proposed in this Schedule.

	3.98 Supply Chain:
	3.98.1 SZC Co has developed a strategy for its supply chain that builds on the good progress made at Hinkley Point C and seeks to engage and promote business in the region to gain competency to compete for and win contracts. The core objective of the ...

	3.99 Economic Development:
	3.99.1 The economic development contributions are proposed to contribute to resourcing requirements incurred by East Suffolk Council in supporting and managing relationships between local businesses and Sizewell C.

	3.100 The above measures have been identified to enhance and promote local and regional economic activity, promote social mobility and aspiration, and create and provide access to a wider talent pool of skilled labour for the Project. The measures wil...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.101 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.102 The obligations discussed above are considered necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process (set out ...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.103 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.104 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure certain of the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduc...
	3.105 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their level of detail, interaction with other obligations in the Schedule, application to different parties and the governance arrangements, e.g. the parameters governing the spends of t...
	3.106 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 8 – HERITAGE
	3.107 Provision is made for the payment of money for the purpose of the First Leiston Abbey Enhancement Scheme and the Second Leiston Abbey Enhancement Scheme, which will fund heritage works on two scheduled monument sites connected with Leiston Abbey...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.108 Leiston Abbey Site Enhancement Scheme:
	3.108.1 The contributions for the carrying out and installation of the survey, consolidation and improved interpretation at two Leiston Abbey Sites and development and implementation of a landscape and access masterplan at the Second Leiston Abbey Sit...

	3.109 Upper Abbey Farm:
	3.109.1 The proposed works to Upper Abbey Farm would be undertaken to conserve and enhance its historic significance and so mitigate the impact from loss of significance and change to landscape character as a result of the Project.

	3.110 Archaeological Monitoring Contribution:
	3.110.1 Further, SZC Co are to pay the SCC Archaeological Monitoring Contribution for the purpose of archaeological monitoring and mitigation and review of SZC Co’s archaeological reports, across all of the sites on which works are being carried out f...

	3.111 Both of these measures are a result of the Project and either mitigation in their own right (for the reasons set out above), or used to monitor the effectiveness of other committed mitigation. They are for a legitimate planning purpose, and the ...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.112 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.113 The obligations discussed above are considered necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment proces...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.114 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.115 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure certain of the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduc...
	3.116 The detail of the majority of the obligations would not generally be appropriate to draft into the DCO (noting that they refer to works on land not controlled by SZC Co) meaning those which are more succinct and discrete, and so potentially capa...
	3.117 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 9 – IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
	3.118 Provision is made for the carrying out of the key elements of the Project’s physical development in accordance with the timings set out in the Implementation Plan, in order to ensure the proper mitigation of Project impacts. Adherence to the Imp...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.119 This Schedule obliges SZC Co to use reasonable endeavours to carry out and complete defined Key Environmental Mitigation in accordance with the Implementation Plan, and sets out various informational requirements in their respect. Accordingly, i...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.120 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.121 The  obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are ancillary to the mitigation measures set out in the Key Environmental Mitigation and Implementation Plan which have b...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.122 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.123 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.124 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their level of detail and interaction with other provisions in the Schedules to the Deed) would not generally be appropriate to draft into the DCO, meaning those which are more succinct ...
	3.125 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 10 – LEISURE and amenity
	3.126 Provision is made for payment of the Sports Facilities Design Payment, to be used to design the Leiston Sports Facilities Works (a 3G pitch and two multi-use games areas in Leiston) in consultation with Alde Valley Academy, and thereafter the pa...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.127 Leiston Sports Facilities:
	3.127.1 The provision of the payments relating to and construction and maintenance of the Leiston Sports Facilities are proposed to minimise the effect of the construction workforce on local sports facilities during the Construction Period, when the f...
	3.127.2 Whilst the size of such monetary contributions are still to be finalised, SZC Co will seek to agree the size of the fund with key stakeholders. The intention, however, is that their amounts will be sized to reflect the necessary construction a...

	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.128 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.129 The  obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.130 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.131 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.132 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their level of detail, application to different parties and the associated governance arrangements, e.g. the provisions governing the development and management/maintenance of the sports...
	3.133 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 11 – natural environment
	3.134 Provision is made for the establishment of a Natural Environment Improvement Fund, with a specified minimum amount to be allocated to projects within the part of the Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB and Suffolk Heritage Coast located within East Su...
	3.135 The Schedule provides for payment of the European Sites Access Contingency Fund to fund European Sites Mitigation Measures, and the Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Contingency Fund to pay for the Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Mitigation Measures...
	3.136  In the event that the Ecology Working Group determines that the Fen Meadow Target Quantum has not been achieved, some or all of the Fen Meadow Contingency Fund must also be paid, in accordance with the table set out in the Schedule. Such paymen...
	3.137 Provision is made in relation to establishment, purpose and operation of the Environment Review Group, the Marine Technical Forum, the Ecology Working Group and the Natural Environment Awards Panel.
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.138 Natural Environment Improvement Fund:
	3.138.1 The Natural Environment Improvement Fund is proposed to fund measures to mitigate the landscape and visual effects of the Project by employing projects to deliver sustainable and long-term management and maintenance of woodlands, hedges and ot...
	3.138.2 Whilst the size of the Natural Environment Improvement Fund is still to be finalised, SZC Co will seek to agree the size of the fund with key stakeholders. The intention, however, is that its amount will be sized having regard to SZC Co's asse...
	3.138.3 Provision is also made in this Schedule for the creation of certain groups and positions with associated responsibilities for the oversight and application of this fund. To the extent that the Newbury principles are satisfied in relation to th...

	3.139 European Sites Access Contingency Fund/Recreational Disturbance Avoidance Mitigation Contribution/Fen Meadow Contingency Fund/ Eel and Migratory Fish Mitigation Measures, a Smelt Contingency Fund [and a non-migratory fish contingency fund]:
	3.139.1 The European Sites Access Contingency Fund and the Minsmere and Sandlings (north) Contingency Fund are proposed to deliver the associated mitigation measures to reduce the impacts of additional recreational disturbance as a result of the Proje...
	3.139.2 The Recreational Disturbance Avoidance Mitigation Contribution is to be used for the purposes of mitigating the in-combination recreational disturbance impacts of the Project in accordance with the Recreational Avoidance Mitigation Strategy.
	3.139.3 The Fen Meadow Contingency Fund is proposed to mitigate the permanent loss of fen meadow habitat from the Sizewell Marshes SSSI, as is the Habitats Bond.
	3.139.4 The contribution towards the carrying out of Eel and Migratory Fish Mitigation Measures, a Smelt Contingency Fund [and a non-migratory fish contingency fund] are proposed to monitor and mitigate risks to fish as a result of the Project.
	3.139.5 As such, each of these funds are considered to be for a legitimate planning purpose. Their proposed size has regard to SZC Co's assessment of the scale of the Project's impact on the protected sites. The detailed provisions and parameters gove...
	3.139.6 Provision is also made in this Schedule for the creation of particular groups with associated responsibilities for the oversight and application of these measures/funds. To the extent that the Newbury principles are satisfied in relation to th...

	3.140 Provision is further made in this schedule for the payment by SZC Co of a sum to the Councils for the purpose of establishing and carrying out the Land Management and Skills Scheme. The proposed size of the contribution has regard to the Project...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.141 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.142 The obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's assessment process as being appropriate ...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.143 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.144 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.145 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their level of detail, application to different parties and the governance arrangements, e.g. the parameters governing the spends of the specified contributions, and establishment of the...
	3.146 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach

	SCHEDULE 12 – noise
	3.147 Provision is made to secure the implementation and observation of the Noise Mitigation Scheme. Certain named properties are to be considered eligible for inclusion in the Noise Mitigation Scheme without further noise assessments being carried ou...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.148 The Noise Mitigation Scheme is proposed to mitigate residual noise and vibration effects on properties resulting from the construction and operation of the Project, subject to eligibility criteria. Such criteria would be applied in determining w...
	3.149 SZC Co will continue to consider and develop the obligations relating to the Noise Mitigation Scheme in consultation with East Suffolk Council; however, the intention is that will be developed having regard to SZC Co's understanding of the poten...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.150 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.151 The obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process ...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.152 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.153 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.154 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 13 – THIRD PARTY resilience funds
	3.155 Provision is made for the payment of monies to the National Trust, Pro Corda and the RSPB to mitigate the impacts of the Project.
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.156 The specified contributions are proposed for the purposes of mitigating the Project's impact on their associated geographic locations and so are considered to be for a valid planning purpose.
	3.157 Whilst the size of certain of these monetary contributions are still to be finalised, SZC Co will seek to agree the size of the fund with key stakeholders. The intention, however, is that their amount will be sized having regard to SZC Co's asse...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.158 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.159 The  obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's assessment process as being appropriate...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.160 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.161 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.162 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of their level of detail and application to different parties) would not generally be appropriate to draft into the DCO, meaning those which are more succinct and discrete, and so potential...
	3.163 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 14 – SIZEWELL C community fund
	3.164 Provision is made for the establishment of the Sizewell C Community Fund in order to mitigate the intangible and residual impacts of the Project on the communities within the administrative boundary of East Suffolk through providing grants for s...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.165 The Community Fund is proposed for the purpose of mitigating the intangible and residual impacts of the Project on the communities within the administrative boundary of the Project.
	3.166 Whilst mitigation has been tailored to address specific impacts of the Project identified through the environmental and other assessments, SZC Co recognises that there may be other intangible and residual impacts on the general quality of life l...
	3.167 Accordingly, it is considered appropriate to provide for a Community Fund to provide compensatory enhancements to the local quality of life to seek to address such potential intangible impacts resulting from the construction of the Project and s...
	3.168 The detailed arrangements for the Community Fund's administration are still to be finalised. The Community Fund has been sized having regard to SZC Co’s understanding of the nature and scale of residual impacts which may arise in the local area ...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.169 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.170 The  obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's assessment process (see Section 10.5 of...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.171 Further justification in relation to the relevance of the Community Fund is provided in Section 10.5 of the Planning Statement.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.172 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.173 The detail of the majority of the obligations concerning the Community Fund (in terms of their level of detail, application to different parties and governance arrangements, including for example, provisions concerning the Deed of Transfer and A...
	3.174 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 15 – tourism
	3.175 Provision is made for payment of a contribution to East Suffolk Council towards the cost of employing a Tourism Programme Manager, Tourism Fund Marketing Manager and for the administration of the Tourism Fund and Tourism Working Group. During th...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.176 The Tourism Fund is proposed to mitigate the potential and perceived impacts of the Project on the tourist/visitor economy, particularly to tackle perceived changes to certain sensitivities that existing and potential visitors to the area may be...
	3.177 The proposed size of the Tourism Fund has regard to SZC Co’s assessment of the Project's impact on the tourism sector and having regard to SZC Co's and stakeholder views on how the Tourism Fund could be applied to effectively reduce such impact....
	3.178 Provision is also made in this Schedule for the creation of particular working groups and specific roles with associated responsibilities for the oversight and application of the Tourism Fund. To the extent that the Newbury principles are satisf...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.179 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.180 The obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process ...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.181 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.182 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.183 The detail of the majority of the obligations (in terms of the parameters restricting the use of the fund and its governance arrangements) would not generally be appropriate to draft into the DCO, meaning those which are more succinct and discre...
	3.184 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 16 – transport AND PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY
	3.185 SZC Co commits to implementing the Construction Traffic Management Plan, the Construction Worker Travel Plan, the Traffic Incident Management Plan, and the Operational Travel Plan, subject to any changes which may be approved to these plans from...
	3.186 The purpose, membership, administration and governance arrangements for the Transport Review Group are specified. An obligation is placed on SZC Co to appoint a Transport Co-ordinator, whose duties will include ensuring compliance with all of th...
	3.187 A number of specific highway safety measures relating to the B1078 are to be carried out by SZC Co, and highway conditions surveys in relation to the B1122 are to be carried out before and after the opening of the Sizewell Link Road, with SZC Co...
	3.188 A Contingency Fund is provided for, to cover the mitigation of specific additional transport effects of the Project in the event that they arise.
	3.189 Provision is made for the entry into further highways agreements with Suffolk County Council as needed.
	3.190 Provision is also made for the payment of the PROW Fund to mitigate and enhance and create rights of way in East Suffolk, which will be managed by the Rights of Way Working Group established under this Schedule
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.191 Transport Management Plans and Operational Travel Plan:
	3.191.1 The Transport Management Plans are proposed to minimise and mitigate the construction traffic impacts from workforce travel and on road safety as a result of the Project.
	3.191.2 Similarly, the Operational Travel Plan is proposed to minimise and mitigate the effects of operational workforce traffic as a result of the Project.
	3.191.3 Each of these plans are considered to be for a legitimate planning purpose, fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind to the proposed development and its predicted effects, reasonable in all other respects and not so unreasonable that no...

	3.192 Provision is also made in this Schedule for the creation of particular review groups and specific roles with associated responsibilities in relation to these plans. To the extent that the Newbury principles are satisfied in relation to the subst...
	3.193 In addition, the following monetary contributions are proposed to mitigate the Project's traffic impacts:
	3.193.1 a Transport Contingency Fund has been proposed to mitigate potential traffic impacts resulting from the Project;
	3.193.2 the Leiston Transport Contribution to fund the design and implementation of the Leiston Improvement Scheme to deliver transport improvements in Leiston; and
	3.193.3 the B1122 (pre- and post-) SLR Contributions to mitigate the Project's construction traffic impact on the B1122 prior to the opening of the Sizewell Link Road.

	3.194 The size of these funds are to be sized having regard to SZC Co’s assessment of the Project's traffic impacts. They are proposed for a valid planning purpose, and their detailed provisions and parameters governing their application will also ens...
	3.195 Provisions have also been included in this Schedule for the submission of information for approval in relation to AIL Routes, entry into highways agreements, and for the payment of Highway Design and Supervision Fees, in each case to Suffolk Cou...
	3.196 Public Rights of Way/Rights of Way Working Group:
	3.196.1 The PROW Fund is for the purpose of providing financial support for initiatives designed to improve the existing public rights of way network in East Suffolk and to mitigate any potential adverse effects on the existing public rights of way ne...
	3.196.2 The size of the PROW Fund has regard to SZC Co's assessment of the Project's impact on the existing public right of way network and potential improvements to the same. The establishment of the Rights of Way Working Group will also ensure that ...

	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.197 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above.
	3.198 The obligations discussed above are necessary to make the proposed development acceptable in planning terms, in that, they are they are mitigation measures which have been identified through the Project's environmental impact assessment process ...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.199 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.200 As discussed in paragraph 2.21 above, whilst in principle it could be possible to secure the obligations contained in this Schedule by way of requirement to the DCO instead, it is considered that this would be unnecessary and introduce a layer o...
	3.201 The detail of the majority of the obligations (for instance, in terms of the parameters governing the application of the monetary contributions and associated governance arrangements and interaction with different parties) would not generally be...
	3.202 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.

	SCHEDULE 17 – governance
	3.203 Details of the governance arrangements applicable to the Delivery Steering Group, Planning Group and the Social Review Group are provided for. This Schedule includes a visual representation of the governance structure which is provided for in th...
	Compliance with Newbury criteria?
	3.204 This Schedule provides further detail on the governance arrangements in relation to certain of the obligations in the preceding Schedules. To the extent that the Newbury principles are satisfied in relation to the substance of the mitigation ide...
	Compliance with NPS policy test?
	3.205 Insofar as the policy criteria in EN-1 effectively reproduces the substance of the Newbury criteria, the provision accords with both for the reasons set out in paragraph 3.50 above. Similarly, as this Schedule concerns the governance of specifie...
	Any other reason for the Secretary of State to take it into account?
	3.206 N/A.
	Could it be dealt with by way of requirement?
	3.207 In addition to the general response provided in paragraph 2.21 above, as this Schedule concerns governance provisions in relation to certain of the obligations set out in the preceding Schedules, it would not be considered appropriate or practic...
	3.208 Compliance with s106(1)? Not relevant under the Evolving Approach.
	3.209 For the reasons set out above, SZC Co considers that the obligations in the Schedules satisfy the legal and policy tests (being the Newbury criteria and paragraph 4.1.8 of EN-1 respectively). However, it is recognised that ultimately this is a m...
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