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MARINE MAMMALS DECOMMISSIONING VESSELS

1.1

Introduction

1.1.1

This clarification note has been prepared in respect of the application for a
Development Consent Order (DCO) to the Secretary of State under the Planning
Act 2008 (‘the Application’) by SMart Wind Ltd on behalf of Optimus Wind
Limited and Breesea Limited (the ‘Applicant’) for the Hornsea Project Two
Offshore Wind Farm (‘the Project’).

1.1.2

The Application was accepted by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) (on behalf of
the Secretary of State) for examination on 19 February 2015. As part of the
acceptance correspondence, PINS identified a number of minor discrepancies
between the draft DCO and Environmental Statement submitted as part of the
Application for Development Consent in January 2015. Section 51 advice
recommended that the Applicant undertake a review of the DCO (PINS
Document Reference 3.1), Project Description (PINS Document Reference 7.1.3)
and worst case parameters assessed within Volume 2 and Volume 3 of the
Environmental Statement. During this review a discrepancy was noted in the
number of decommissioning vessel movements assessed within the Marine
Mammal Chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 4; PINS Document Reference 7.2.4)
compared with other Volume 2 Environmental Statement Chapters.

1.1.3

The decommissioning maximum adverse scenario includes up to 2,956 vessel
round trips to port over the entire decommissioning phase for the Project. The
Marine Mammal assessment submitted to PINS on 30 January 2015 considered
a maximum of 739 decommissioning vessel round trips in the assessment of the
following decommissioning phase impacts:

1.1.4

▪

Increased vessel traffic may result in an increased noise disturbance to
marine mammals or increased collision risk (paragraphs 4.6.405 to 4.6.406
of Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals); and

▪

Accidental pollution events during the decommissioning phase resulting in
potential effects on marine mammals (paragraphs 4.6.407 to 4.6.408 of
Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals).

This note is intended to clarify the Marine Mammal assessments outlined above
in paragraph 1.1.3, to reflect the decommissioning vessel movements which
could be associated with the decommissioning maximum adverse scenario (of
2,956 vessel round trips to port over the decommissioning phase). All other
chapters of Volume 2 of the Environmental Statement submitted to PINS on 30
January 2015 referenced and assessed the correct decommissioning maximum
adverse scenario of up to 2,956 vessel round trips. The conclusions of these
chapter are therefore correct and unaffected by this clarification note.
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1.2

Vessel Movements

1.2.1

A number of different vessels will be required for the decommissioning of the
Project including those directly involved in the removal of the offshore
infrastructure as well as support, safety and work boats. It has been calculated
that, over the course of the decommissioning phase, a maximum of up to 2,956
round trips to port by decommissioning vessels may be required in total.

1.3

Marine Mammal Assessment
Increased vessel traffic may result in an increased noise disturbance to
marine mammals or increased collision risk

1.3.1

Increased vessel movements during the decommissioning of offshore
infrastructure for the Project may result in temporarily elevated underwater noise
levels which may have behavioural effects on marine mammals and/or an
increased potential of vessel strikes.

1.3.2

Paragraphs 4.6.405 to 4.6.406 of Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals,
submitted to PINS on 30 January 2015 (PINS Document Reference 7.2.4),
assessed 739 vessel round trips to port during the decommissioning phase and
concluded that the effects on marine mammals from disturbance or collision risk
would be the same or similar to the effects associated with up to 6,200
construction vessel round trips to port during the construction phase (i.e., of low
magnitude and low to medium sensitivity). The significance of effect during the
decommissioning phase was assessed to be minor adverse and so not
significant in EIA terms.

1.3.3

The correction to the potential number of decommissioning vessel round trips to
port in this maximum adverse scenario, as described in paragraph 1.1.3 (i.e., a
total of 2,956 vessel round trips rather than 739 during the decommissioning
phase), would result in a small uplift in vessel movements which would be
temporary and intermittent over the decommissioning phase. As outlined in
paragraphs 4.6.250 and 4.6.268 of the Marine Mammal Chapter (Volume 2,
Chapter 4; PINS Document Reference 7.2.4), 35 vessels per day currently pass
within a 10 nautical mile (NM) radius of Subzone 2 which equates to an annual
total of 12,775 vessel movements. The additional uplift over the course of the
decommissioning phase on the existing vessel traffic levels is therefore
considered to be small and less than that occurring during the construction
phase. The impact would, for the most part, be localised within Subzone 2 and
along the cable route corridor, and along existing shipping routes to and from
ports.

1.3.4

As outlined in paragraph 4.6.262 of Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals
(PINS Document Reference 7.2.4), disturbance to marine mammals from vessel
noise is predicted to occur primarily as a series of short term events. This would
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most likely result in avoidance behaviour for the more sensitive species, such as
harbour porpoise and seals. Against an existing background of high vessel
activity from commercial shipping and fishing described in paragraphs 4.6.250 to
4.6.253 of Volume 2, Chapter 4 (PINS Document Reference 7.2.4), it is
considered that this additional increase in vessel activity would not result in any
additional impact to marine mammals due to their apparent habituation to vessel
noise and therefore continued use of these areas. The conclusions presented in
the Marine Mammals Chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 4; PINS Document Reference
7.2.4) are therefore considered to still be valid and the magnitude of impact and
significance of effects would be similar to those from construction (up to 6,200
construction vessel round trips).
1.3.5

Similarly, with respect to collision risk, 2,956 vessel round trips occurring
intermittently over the course of the decommissioning phase represents a small
increase on the existing high level of vessel traffic in the area (annual total of
12,775 vessel movements), and therefore a small increase in collision risk.
Furthermore, since the Marine Mammal Chapter (PINS Document Reference
7.2.4) was submitted to PINS on 30 January 2015, the Statutory Nature
Conservation Bodies (SNCBs) have revised their guidance advice on the
potential risk of seal corkscrew injuries (SNCB, 2015). There is new evidence to
suggest that grey seal predation on weaned grey seal pups causes corkscrew
injury in similar patterns to the injuries that were originally thought to have been
caused by ducted propellers. The revised guidance therefore suggests that
vessels with ducted propellers may not pose any increased risk to seals over and
above normal shipping. Therefore, the additional vessel traffic during
decommissioning is not considered to change the conclusions presented in
paragraphs 4.6.405 to 4.6.406 of Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals (PINS
Document Reference 7.2.4) for collision risk and the magnitude of impact and
significance of effects would be similar to those from construction.

1.3.6

The overall conclusions presented in the Marine Mammals Chapter are therefore
unchanged and the assessment of significance of effect is considered to still be
valid for the correction to the decommissioning vessel numbers; the effect would
be of minor adverse significance, which is not significant in EIA terms.
Accidental pollution events during the decommissioning phase resulting in
potential effects on marine mammals

1.3.7

As discussed in paragraph 4.6.409 of Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals
(PINS Document Reference 7.2.4), accidental release of pollutants from vessels
and offshore infrastructure during decommissioning may lead to direct impacts
on marine mammals through ingestion, inhalation or absorption through the skin,
and potentially longer-term indirect impacts from bioaccumulation in the food
chain. Pollutants include diesel oil, sewage discharge, vessel antifouling biocides
and leachates.
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1.3.8

The Marine Mammal Chapter (PINS Document Reference 7.2.4) assessed the
potential for accidental pollution associated with 739 vessel round trips to port
and concluded that the effects on marine mammals would be the same or similar
to the effects from 6,200 vessel round trips to port associated with construction
vessel traffic (i.e., of negligible magnitude and low sensitivity). The significance of
effect during decommissioning was therefore assessed in paragraph 4.6.410 of
Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals (PINS Document Reference 7.2.4) to be
negligible which is not significant in EIA terms.

1.3.9

The correction to the number of decommissioning vessel round trips to port, as
described in paragraph 1.1.3 (i.e., a total of 2,956 vessel round trips rather than
739 during the decommissioning phase), represents a small scale increase in
vessel movements and therefore risk from accidental pollution. As discussed in
paragraph 4.6.291 of Volume 2, Chapter 4: Marine Mammals (PINS Document
Reference 7.2.4), any spill or leak within the offshore regions of the Project would
be immediately diluted and rapidly dispersed and the likelihood of an accidental
spill event is considered to be low. The conclusions presented in the Marine
Mammals Chapter are, therefore, considered to still be valid for the correction to
the decommissioning vessel numbers. The effect is considered to be of
negligible significance, which is not significant in EIA terms.

1.4

Conclusions

1.4.1

This clarification note has considered the correction to the number of
decommissioning vessel round trips to port assessed in the Marine Mammals
Chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 4; PINS Document Reference 7.2.4) from 739 to
2,956 round trips. It has demonstrated that the conclusions presented in the
Marine Mammals Chapter submitted to PINS on 30 January 2015 for effects on
marine mammals are still valid.

6

REFERENCES

Marine Mammal Environmental Statement Chapter (PINS Document Reference 7.2.4).
SNCB (2015) Interim advice on risk of seal corkscrew injuries (February 2015).

7

