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1

INTRODUCTION

1.1

Reason for this Statement of Common Ground

1.1.1

1.2

This Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) has been prepared by SMart Wind
Limited (SMart Wind) on behalf of Optimus Wind Limited and Breesea Limited
(together ‘the Applicant’) and Natural England (together ‘the parties’) as a means of
providing an update between the two parties in relation to intertidal matters
associated with the proposed Development Consent Order (DCO) application for the
Hornsea Offshore Wind Farm, Project Two (‘the Project’). This SoCG does not deal
with or extend to any development other than the Project.

Approach to SoCG

1.2.1

This SoCG has been developed following the Issue Specific Hearing of 27th October
2015. The aim of this SoCG is to provide clarity on the status of agreements relating
to five matters that had been raised by Natural England during the course of the
Examination in relation to the intertidal.

1.2.2

It is agreed that the five matters raised by Natural England in relation to the intertidal
are:
•

Intertidal access during construction;

•

Intertidal access during the operation phase;

•

SSSI assent;

•

Intertidal activity during overwintering periods within the operation phase; and

•

Intertidal activity during periods around high water within the construction phase.
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2

MATTERS AGREED

2.1

Intertidal access during construction

2.1.1

It is agreed that the information provided by the Applicant at Deadline IV (in the form of
the Intertidal Clarification Note as submitted at Appendix R) the proposed methods to
secure access to the beach across the sand dune features are within the bounds of
existing assessments within the ES and HRA.

2.1.2

It is agreed that the Intertidal Access Management Plan as committed to at
Requirement 27 of the Draft DCO (submitted by the Applicant at Appendix A at
Deadline IV) provides the necessary control mechanism to ensure that mitigation
measures and final access techniques are subject to an approval process (from the
LPA in consultation with Natural England) prior to any activity associated with
construction access taking place.

2.1.3

It is agreed that the approval timescale for the Intertidal Access Management Plan will
be a period of two months and that this will be reflected in Requirement 27(3) of the
DCO.

2.1.4

It is agreed that there are no further outstanding concerns between the parties relating
to effects from intertidal access during construction.

2.2

Intertidal access during operation

2.2.1

It is agreed that the clarification provided by the Applicant at Deadline IV (in the form of
the Intertidal Clarification Note as submitted at Appendix R) has adequately addressed
Natural England’s concerns relating to the assessment of annual access (for
scheduled maintenance activity) over the lifetime of the Project.

2.2.2

It is agreed that the Intertidal Access Management Plan as committed to at
Requirement 27 (as included within the Draft DCO Version 5, submitted by the
Applicant at Appendix A at Deadline IV) provides the necessary control mechanism to
ensure that mitigation measures and final access techniques are subject to approval
(from the LPA in consultation with Natural England) prior to any access activity during
scheduled maintenance events taking place.

2.2.3

It is agreed that the monitoring of sand dune features (as detailed within the updated
outline EMP, submitted at Appendix X to the Applicant’s Response to Deadline V)
where access is proposed for scheduled maintenance activity during the operation
phase for an initial period of five years is appropriate.

2.2.4

It is agreed that there are no further outstanding concerns between the parties relating
to effects from intertidal access during the operation phase.

2.3

SSSI Assent

2.3.1

It is agreed that the commitment to the Intertidal Access Management Plan as
provided for at Requirement 27 within the Draft DCO Version 5, submitted by the
Applicant at Appendix A at Deadline IV) provides the necessary control mechanism to
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ensure that effects associated with intertidal access will be within the bounds of that
presented within the existing ES and HRA.
2.3.2

As a consequence, it is agreed that there are no further outstanding concerns between
the parties relating to SSSI assent.

2.4

Restriction during the overwintering period

2.4.1

It is agreed that the commitment proposed by the Applicant at Condition 20(6) and (7)
of DMLs A2 and B2 of the Draft DCO Version 5, submitted by the Applicant at
Appendix A at Deadline IV, provides the necessary control mechanism to ensure that
effects during the operation phase with be within the bounds of that presented within
the existing ES and HRA and that potential for adverse effect (either alone or incombination) can be discounted.

2.4.2

It is agreed that there are no further outstanding concerns between the parties relating
to effects from activity in the intertidal zone, during the operation phase of the Project.

2.5

Tidal height restrictions

2.5.1

It is agreed that the commitment proposed by the Applicant at Condition 20(4) of DMLs
A2 and B2 of the Draft DCO Version 6, submitted by the Applicant at Appendix A at
Deadline V, provides the necessary control mechanism to ensure that effects on
ornithological receptors during the construction phase with be within the bounds of that
presented within the existing ES and HRA and that potential for adverse effect (either
alone or in-combination) can be discounted.

2.5.2

It is agreed that there are no further outstanding concerns between the parties relating
to effects from activity in the intertidal zone, during the construction phase of the
Project on ornithological receptors.

2.6

HRA conclusions on Humber Estuary SPA, Ramsar & SAC features

2.6.1

It is agreed that based on the clarifications provided and commitments made by the
Applicant throughout the course of the examination to date, both parties are now in a
position to agree that there will be no adverse effect either alone or in-combination on
any of the Humber Estuary SPA, Ramsar or SAC features.
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MATTERS NOT AGREED

3.1.1

It is agreed that there are no outstanding matters of ongoing discussion or
disagreement between the parties in relation to the intertidal zone.
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