
From: Shaw, John R
To: NorfolkVanguard@pins.gsi.gov.uk
Cc: Faulkner, Stephen; Dixon, Martin
Subject: RE: Application by:- Norfolk Vanguard Limited for an Order Granting Development Consent for the Norfolk

Vanguard Offshore Wind Farm Project
Date: 12 February 2019 13:07:35
Attachments: image002.png

image003.png
image004.png
Appendix.pdf
Response_EN010079.pdf

Your Ref:     EN010079                                          
My Ref:        8/1/18/0088
 
Dear Sir/ Madam
 
Application by:-  Norfolk Vanguard Limited for an Order Granting
Development Consent for the Norfolk Vanguard Offshore Wind Farm Project
 
Please find attached the Local Highway Authority (LHA) post hearing submissions
arising from Issue Specific Hearings (ISH) 1 & 3.
 
Regards
 
 
John Shaw, Senior Engineer
| Dept: 0344 800 8020
County Hall, Martineau Lane, Norwich. NR1 2SG
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Community and Environmental
Services


County Hall
Martineau Lane


Norwich
NR1 2SG


National Infrastructure Planning
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Temple Quay
Bristol
BS1 6PN


NCC contact number: 0344 800 8020
Text Relay - 18001 0344 800 8020


Your Ref: EN010079     My Ref: 8/1/18/0088
Date: 12 February 2019 Tel No.: 01603 223231


Email: john.r.shaw@norfolk.gov.uk


Dear Sir/ Madam


Application by: - Norfolk Vanguard Limited for an Order Granting Development
Consent for the Norfolk Vanguard Offshore Wind Farm Project


Please find below the Local Highway Authority (LHA) post hearing submissions arising
from Issue Specific Hearings (ISH) 1 & 3.


The Street at Oulton


This link serves mobilisation area MA7 and is identified as requiring traffic management
measures. The LHA remains adamant the applicants need to mitigate against their
impact.


As indicated within our letter to the ExA dated 15 January, the LHA supports a mitigation
scheme proposed by Ørsted (the Applicants for Hornsea 3) which we believe overcomes
the issue of either Vanguard or Ørsted using link 68 independently of each other.


As the programme currently stands, Ørsted will come along first, provide the mitigation
measures and will be last to leave the site. Accordingly, Ørsted are committed to providing
the mitigation works and subsequently removing them with Vanguard coming along
somewhere in between.


However, the concerns raised by the LHA are (i) Hornsea 3 may be delayed, such that the
mitigation works will be not be in place prior to Vanguard utilising this link or (ii) Vanguard
may be delayed such that the mitigation works will be provided and subsequently removed
prior to Vanguard utilising this link.


At ISH1, the applicants offered to meet the LHA to try and find a solution, however, they
also stated their position will be on the basis they only need to deliver only part of the
overall mitigation scheme.







The LHA wish to make it very clear the above is unlikely to be acceptable. Our concern is
Hornsea 3 may be delayed, Vanguard would then deliver part of the off-site improvement
scheme and then start to use link 68. If Hornsea 3 then come on stream before Vanguard
ceases to use the link, Hornsea would have to dig up link 68 whilst Vanguard are in the
process of using it. Clearly, such a prospect does not work and there needs to be a more
co-ordinated approach.


Appeal decision for APP/K2610/A/14/2212257


As requested at ISH1, please find a copy of the decision notice for the above Appeal (see
Appendix 1 attached).


Trenchless crossings


B1149: - As we pointed out in our response to the ExA’s first round of questions (see Qu
11.10 and Qu 11.11) we are waiting for an assessment of cumulative impacts from
Vanguard. However, even at this early stage we are already of the opinion the B1149
needs to be crossed by trenchless crossing methods for the reasons we outlined at ISH1.


A1067: - At paragraph 80 of the Outline Traffic Management Plan (see Appendix 2
attached), the applicants have given a firm commitment to undertake a further study of
traffic on the A1067 and agree an appropriate crossing method with the LHA. At ISH3 the
applicants suggested this commitment is to provide any crossing method other than
trenchless crossing, which is clearly not the LHA’s understanding. The Northern Distributor
Road has now been open for several months and we are now of the opinion that
trenchless crossing needs to be undertaken.


Requirement R16 of the DCO


The text to R16 is written in such a way that it implies only the A47; A140 and A149 will be
crossed by trenchless crossing methods. This is clearly contrary to the above as the
assessments for the A1067 and cumulative impact have not yet been completed.


The view of the LHA is the list within R16 needs to be expanded to bring it in line with the
Outline Traffic Management Plan and to capture outstanding commitments.


Applicants reasons for not amending R16


The Applicants claimed at ISH3 that the Environmental Statement (ES) contains a “closed
list” of locations where trenchless crossing have been agreed and that it would not be
possible to vary that list in any way.


In response: -


1. Chapter 24 of the ES Volume 1 indicates at Table 24.3 (see Appendix 3) that the
default position is actually to use trenchless crossing and that “Open cut to be
considered for other routes on a site by site basis and agreed with NCC". The
LHA points out that we have not agreed to either the B1149 or the A1067 being
crossed by open cut trenches.







2. Chapter 24 of the ES Volume 1 indicates at Table 24.23 (see Appendix 4) that trunk
roads, including A47, A140 and A149 will be crossed by trenchless crossing. The
word including very much indicates this is a minimum requirement and not as the
applicants suggested at ISH3 a “closed list” that cannot be updated.


3. The Traffic Management plan indicates at table 1.2 (see Appendix 5) states
"commitment to trenchless crossing techniques at key sensitive environmental
features, including but not limited to..."


4. Notwithstanding the above, the LHA wish to point out there is nothing to prevent the
ES from being updated to bring it in line with the Outline Traffic Management Plan.


LHA's proposed amendments to R16


The LHA ask that R16 be amended to make it clear the list of trenchless crossings is not a
“closed list” but rather needs to be read in conjunction with the Traffic Management Plan.
Accordingly, we recommend an additional item be added to the list under R16(17) as
follows: -
 (t) roads so indicated within the traffic management plan.


If I can be of further assistance then please let me know.


Yours sincerely


Senior Engineer - Highways Development Manager
for  Executive Director for Community and Environmental Services
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Your Ref: EN010079     My Ref: 8/1/18/0088
Date: 12 February 2019 Tel No.: 01603 223231

Email: john.r.shaw@norfolk.gov.uk

Dear Sir/ Madam

Application by: - Norfolk Vanguard Limited for an Order Granting Development
Consent for the Norfolk Vanguard Offshore Wind Farm Project

Please find below the Local Highway Authority (LHA) post hearing submissions arising
from Issue Specific Hearings (ISH) 1 & 3.

The Street at Oulton

This link serves mobilisation area MA7 and is identified as requiring traffic management
measures. The LHA remains adamant the applicants need to mitigate against their
impact.

As indicated within our letter to the ExA dated 15 January, the LHA supports a mitigation
scheme proposed by Ørsted (the Applicants for Hornsea 3) which we believe overcomes
the issue of either Vanguard or Ørsted using link 68 independently of each other.

As the programme currently stands, Ørsted will come along first, provide the mitigation
measures and will be last to leave the site. Accordingly, Ørsted are committed to providing
the mitigation works and subsequently removing them with Vanguard coming along
somewhere in between.

However, the concerns raised by the LHA are (i) Hornsea 3 may be delayed, such that the
mitigation works will be not be in place prior to Vanguard utilising this link or (ii) Vanguard
may be delayed such that the mitigation works will be provided and subsequently removed
prior to Vanguard utilising this link.

At ISH1, the applicants offered to meet the LHA to try and find a solution, however, they
also stated their position will be on the basis they only need to deliver only part of the
overall mitigation scheme.



The LHA wish to make it very clear the above is unlikely to be acceptable. Our concern is
Hornsea 3 may be delayed, Vanguard would then deliver part of the off-site improvement
scheme and then start to use link 68. If Hornsea 3 then come on stream before Vanguard
ceases to use the link, Hornsea would have to dig up link 68 whilst Vanguard are in the
process of using it. Clearly, such a prospect does not work and there needs to be a more
co-ordinated approach.

Appeal decision for APP/K2610/A/14/2212257

As requested at ISH1, please find a copy of the decision notice for the above Appeal (see
Appendix 1 attached).

Trenchless crossings

B1149: - As we pointed out in our response to the ExA’s first round of questions (see Qu
11.10 and Qu 11.11) we are waiting for an assessment of cumulative impacts from
Vanguard. However, even at this early stage we are already of the opinion the B1149
needs to be crossed by trenchless crossing methods for the reasons we outlined at ISH1.

A1067: - At paragraph 80 of the Outline Traffic Management Plan (see Appendix 2
attached), the applicants have given a firm commitment to undertake a further study of
traffic on the A1067 and agree an appropriate crossing method with the LHA. At ISH3 the
applicants suggested this commitment is to provide any crossing method other than
trenchless crossing, which is clearly not the LHA’s understanding. The Northern Distributor
Road has now been open for several months and we are now of the opinion that
trenchless crossing needs to be undertaken.

Requirement R16 of the DCO

The text to R16 is written in such a way that it implies only the A47; A140 and A149 will be
crossed by trenchless crossing methods. This is clearly contrary to the above as the
assessments for the A1067 and cumulative impact have not yet been completed.

The view of the LHA is the list within R16 needs to be expanded to bring it in line with the
Outline Traffic Management Plan and to capture outstanding commitments.

Applicants reasons for not amending R16

The Applicants claimed at ISH3 that the Environmental Statement (ES) contains a “closed
list” of locations where trenchless crossing have been agreed and that it would not be
possible to vary that list in any way.

In response: -

1. Chapter 24 of the ES Volume 1 indicates at Table 24.3 (see Appendix 3) that the
default position is actually to use trenchless crossing and that “Open cut to be
considered for other routes on a site by site basis and agreed with NCC". The
LHA points out that we have not agreed to either the B1149 or the A1067 being
crossed by open cut trenches.



2. Chapter 24 of the ES Volume 1 indicates at Table 24.23 (see Appendix 4) that trunk
roads, including A47, A140 and A149 will be crossed by trenchless crossing. The
word including very much indicates this is a minimum requirement and not as the
applicants suggested at ISH3 a “closed list” that cannot be updated.

3. The Traffic Management plan indicates at table 1.2 (see Appendix 5) states
"commitment to trenchless crossing techniques at key sensitive environmental
features, including but not limited to..."

4. Notwithstanding the above, the LHA wish to point out there is nothing to prevent the
ES from being updated to bring it in line with the Outline Traffic Management Plan.

LHA's proposed amendments to R16

The LHA ask that R16 be amended to make it clear the list of trenchless crossings is not a
“closed list” but rather needs to be read in conjunction with the Traffic Management Plan.
Accordingly, we recommend an additional item be added to the list under R16(17) as
follows: -
 (t) roads so indicated within the traffic management plan.

If I can be of further assistance then please let me know.

Yours sincerely

Senior Engineer - Highways Development Manager
for  Executive Director for Community and Environmental Services




