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PINS Ref. EN010079
 
I attach the District Council’s comments as requested by the Examining Authority at the Issue Specific Hearing on 24 April
2019, to be considered as the Council’s Deadline 7 submission.
 
Any issues please contact me.
 
Regards
 
Matthew
 
Matthew Rooke
Planning Manager (West) 
t. 01603 430571 e. matthew.rooke@broadland.gov.uk
 

This email and any attachments are intended for the addressee only and may be confidential. If they come to you in error
you must take no action based on them, nor must you copy or show them to anyone. Please advise the sender by replying
to this email immediately and then delete the original from your computer. Unless this email relates to Broadland District
Council or South Norfolk Council business it will be regarded by the council as personal and will not be authorised by or
sent on behalf of the councils. The sender will have sole responsibility for any legal actions or disputes that may arise. We
have taken steps to ensure that this email and any attachments are free from known viruses but in keeping with good
computing practice, you should ensure they are virus free. Emails sent from and received by members and employees of
Broadland District Council and South Norfolk Council may be monitored. 
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Volume 11 Section 3
Part7 HD 21311

Chapter 3
Procedure for Assessing Impacts

Magnitude of Impact

336 Secton 2 of Voune 11 inciudes HA 20508
This provides s method for the clssfcation o the
magnitde of mpact and the signifcance of an effct
i order toarveat anoverall leve o sigifcnce. In
{erms ofrond mafic nove,a methodology s not et
been developed to asign & gnificnce according o
boththe v o  escurces and the magaide of
impact. However, the magniade o sfhc oise mpact
o road proect shold be classfied o levels of
onpac i onde o st withthe nterprtation of the
rond proect. Threfore, forthe asesnent o afic
o tiat s covered by s doctunent 3 clssfcaion
= provided fo the maguice of mpact

337 Achmge inroad raffic s of 1 B Ly
in the short term (e.g. when a project is opened) i the.
malet st i consderd pereptble. n o long term
(picaly 15 yes sfe projctopening), 33 B Ly,
change s consdered percepible. The magride of
impact should, therefore, be considered different in the
Shortterm o long e, The clacsifcstion of maguiade
of mpacts t e wsd forrafic nose i given i Table
3.1 (hort term) and Table 3.2 (long term).

Noise change. L., | Magairude of mpact
0 o change
0109 Teglighle
125 Minor
319 Moderte
> Msjor

‘Table 3.1 - Classification of Magnitude of Noise
‘Tmpactsin the Short Term

‘Noise change, L Maguitude of Tmpact
0 "No change
01-29 Negligile
3-49

599

338 Research nto the responseto changes i road
‘affic noise i largely restriced to daytime priods.
‘Ui urther research is available ony nose Impacts in
the long term i to e considered and Table 3.2 should
e used to consider the magnifude of noise cange at
‘might However, gven the caution with
timenoiselevels as trafic o fll(see 3.24),anly
hose sensifve receptors predicted fo be subjectto a
L exceeding of 55 dB should b considered.
The Ly 53 4B cormesponds tothe nterim
Target level spected in the WHO Night Noise
Guudelines for Eutope.

339 Methods are available for evaluating the
Significance of consruction noise and vibration. These
‘methods are described in Amnex E of BS 5228 (Ref'9)
and should be used unless an altemative method is

agreed with the Overseeing Organisation.

340 Table 3.1 should be used inthe assessment of
‘noise impact associated with consiuction frafic on the
Local road network and from temporary diversion routes
resulfing from construction of the road project. For
‘road projects where construction traffc and temporary
diversions occur at night, the Overseeing Organisation
should be consulted to agree a suizble methodology for
assessing the associated noise impact.

3.41 The level of vibration af sensifve receptors has
the potential to increase and decrease. Ifthe level of
‘vibraton at  receptor is predicted o rise to sbove a
level of 0.3 mms, or an existing level above 0.3 mms
i predicted to ncrease, then his should be classed as
an adverse impact fom vibration.

Uncertainy and validity

342 During an assessment of the impacts from noise.

Overseeing Organisation's supply chain can be with the
assessment result. As the road project progresses, the
quality and accuracy of the assessment should normally
improve. This in fum will influence the accuracy of
designed mitigation measures, for example the height
and posifioning of any barriers. The most up to date
scheme design and trffic flow information should be
‘used inthe fnal assessment.
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Ask for
:
Mr M. Rooke



Direct Dial
:
01603 430571


Email
:
matthew.rooke@broadland.gov.uk 



Our ref
:
Vanguard/Deadline7


Your ref
:
EN010079


Date
:
2 May 2019



National Infrastructure Planning

Temple Quay House

2 The Square 

Bristol

BS1 6PN


Dear Sir/Madam

The Planning Act 2008 - Section 89 and The Infrastructure Planning (Examination Procedure) Rules 2010 

Application by Norfolk Vanguard Limited for an Order Granting Development Consent for the Norfolk Vanguard Offshore Wind Farm – Deadline 7 submission. 


I write following the Issue Specific Hearing 6: Environmental Matters on 24 April 2019. The Examining Authority requested that the District Council provides the following:


· Discuss the proposed package of measures for The Old Railway Gatehouse and submit a joint position statement with applicant (Action point 14).  

· Submission of comments on additional air quality assessment (for The Old Railway Gatehouse, Oulton) (Action point 16), and


· A copy of the CRTN document.

Taking each one in turn. 

-In respect of the proposed package of measures for The Old Railway Gatehouse (including link 68 (Oulton); operational noise), the District Council has previously agreed with Hornsea Three for their Offshore Wind farm project a package of mitigation measures within link 68. Specifically these are:


· Permanent re-grading of the road hump in proximity to The Old Railway Gatehouse,

· Temporary speed limit of 30 mph in proximity to The Old Railway Gatehouse (with additional mitigation for the movement of abnormal loads in close proximity to sensitive receptors including further restrictions on speed and lighting etc. to be agreed and set out in the detailed CTMP),

· Traffic priority for south bound vehicles with signage and identification of the waiting area beyond the garden of The Old Railway Gatehouse,

· Temporary passing bays along The Street from The Old Railway Gatehouse to its junction with B1149,

· Improvements to the junction at The Street and the B1149 

In addition, Hornsea Three identified proposals to upgrade the double glazing at The Old Railway Gatehouse and install a noise barrier (either wall or fence) to the roadside boundary of its garden. The District Council in the Hornsea Three Statement of Common Ground (SOCG) deadline 10 stated that the proposed physical alterations to the property need to be agreed with the resident, the principle of the mitigation measures specified are acceptable and need to be secured by revised wording in the Outline and detailed CTMP. 

Norfolk Vanguard has indicated that it is still undertaking an assessment of the noise effects of HGV’s idling then accelerating away from a standing start at the waiting area in proximity to The Old Railway Gatehouse, the assessment has not been sent to the District Council for comment.  Unfortunately therefore it is not possible to provide a joint position statement with the applicant for deadline 7. It is agreed that both parties will seek an agreed position to be set out within the District Council’s final SoCG for deadline 8.

-A copy of the CRTN is attached as you requested. 

The point that was made by the District Council’s Environmental Health officer to the examining panel on 24 April 2019 that he does not believe it was ever the intention of the authors of the CRTN to use them in the way that they are employed in Vanguard’s Appendix G Cumulative Impact Assessment Ex A; ISH1; 10. D5.3. reference is made particularly to page 14 para. 33 where the applicant has proposed mitigation that decreases the modelled noise increase by 0.1dB and thereby turns a “moderate adverse” impact to a “minor adverse” impact. The significance criteria are drawn from the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges document (table 3.1 on page 16 of Chapter 3, Volume 11 Section 3 – copy attached) but given the implicit errors that may arise from modelling it is felt that it is not acceptable to conclude that an imperceptible change of 0.1dB can alter a situation from moderate to minor. 

The District Council has not been shown the model inputs for these assessments. The only input shown in Table 10 is road speed which was shown as 43.3 mph for link 34 and 60 mph for link 68. (we know vehicle numbers as well). I do not think that these speeds reflect actual speeds at either site and I would be grateful if all modelling inputs including mitigation assumptions could be made available together with details relating to the software used.

-In respect of the submission of comments on additional air quality assessment (for The Old Railway Gatehouse), that the applicant has submitted, the District Council comments that:


It is presumed that the applicant will have used Defra background level information.

Oulton Parish Council are correct to state that local sources of pollution should be taken into account and the turkey sheds and pig rearing units are close by and may be included in the modelling figures that are publically available. Planning permission has been granted for 6 no. biomass boilers for heating the nearby poultry sheds. This combined emission will increase pm10 and pm 2.5 locally.

In respect of ammonia I understand it can combine with substances in the air to produce pm2.5. It is felt that it would be useful if the applicant could comment on any local effects.

It is felt that the applicant should take account of Oulton Parish Council’s concerns and include/make sure that background levels reflect local point sources as above.


I trust that this response on behalf of the District Council satisfactorily responds to each of the examining authority’s requests for further information at this stage, please contact me if you require any further information in this respect. 


Yours faithfully


[image: image3.jpg][Broadiand

www.broadland.gov.uk







Mr M Rooke


West Area Planning Manager (Registration ref. 20012793)
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 Ask for : Mr M. Rooke 

 Direct Dial : 01603 430571 
 Email : matthew.rooke@broadland.gov.uk 
  
 Our ref : Vanguard/Deadline7 
 Your ref : EN010079 
 Date : 2 May 2019 
 
 

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

Dear Sir/Madam 
 
The Planning Act 2008 - Section 89 and The Infrastructure Planning (Examination Procedure) 
Rules 2010  
 
Application by Norfolk Vanguard Limited for an Order Granting Development Consent for the 
Norfolk Vanguard Offshore Wind Farm – Deadline 7 submission.  
 
I write following the Issue Specific Hearing 6: Environmental Matters on 24 April 2019. The 
Examining Authority requested that the District Council provides the following: 
 

- Discuss the proposed package of measures for The Old Railway Gatehouse and submit a 
joint position statement with applicant (Action point 14).   

- Submission of comments on additional air quality assessment (for The Old Railway 
Gatehouse, Oulton) (Action point 16), and 

- A copy of the CRTN document. 
 
Taking each one in turn.  
 
-In respect of the proposed package of measures for The Old Railway Gatehouse (including link 68 
(Oulton); operational noise), the District Council has previously agreed with Hornsea Three for their 
Offshore Wind farm project a package of mitigation measures within link 68. Specifically these are: 
 

- Permanent re-grading of the road hump in proximity to The Old Railway Gatehouse, 
- Temporary speed limit of 30 mph in proximity to The Old Railway Gatehouse (with additional 

mitigation for the movement of abnormal loads in close proximity to sensitive receptors 
including further restrictions on speed and lighting etc. to be agreed and set out in the 
detailed CTMP), 

- Traffic priority for south bound vehicles with signage and identification of the waiting area 
beyond the garden of The Old Railway Gatehouse, 

- Temporary passing bays along The Street from The Old Railway Gatehouse to its junction 
with B1149, 

- Improvements to the junction at The Street and the B1149  
 
In addition, Hornsea Three identified proposals to upgrade the double glazing at The Old Railway 
Gatehouse and install a noise barrier (either wall or fence) to the roadside boundary of its garden. 
The District Council in the Hornsea Three Statement of Common Ground (SOCG) deadline 10 
stated that the proposed physical alterations to the property need to be agreed with the resident, the 
principle of the mitigation measures specified are acceptable and need to be secured by revised 
wording in the Outline and detailed CTMP.  
 
Norfolk Vanguard has indicated that it is still undertaking an assessment of the noise effects of 
HGV’s idling then accelerating away from a standing start at the waiting area in proximity to The Old 



Railway Gatehouse, the assessment has not been sent to the District Council for comment.  
Unfortunately therefore it is not possible to provide a joint position statement with the applicant for 
deadline 7. It is agreed that both parties will seek an agreed position to be set out within the District 
Council’s final SoCG for deadline 8. 
 
-A copy of the CRTN is attached as you requested.  
 
The point that was made by the District Council’s Environmental Health officer to the examining 
panel on 24 April 2019 that he does not believe it was ever the intention of the authors of the CRTN 
to use them in the way that they are employed in Vanguard’s Appendix G Cumulative Impact 
Assessment Ex A; ISH1; 10. D5.3. reference is made particularly to page 14 para. 33 where the 
applicant has proposed mitigation that decreases the modelled noise increase by 0.1dB and thereby 
turns a “moderate adverse” impact to a “minor adverse” impact. The significance criteria are drawn 
from the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges document (table 3.1 on page 16 of Chapter 3, 
Volume 11 Section 3 – copy attached) but given the implicit errors that may arise from modelling it is 
felt that it is not acceptable to conclude that an imperceptible change of 0.1dB can alter a situation 
from moderate to minor.  
 
The District Council has not been shown the model inputs for these assessments. The only input 
shown in Table 10 is road speed which was shown as 43.3 mph for link 34 and 60 mph for link 68. 
(we know vehicle numbers as well). I do not think that these speeds reflect actual speeds at either 
site and I would be grateful if all modelling inputs including mitigation assumptions could be made 
available together with details relating to the software used. 
 
-In respect of the submission of comments on additional air quality assessment (for The Old Railway 
Gatehouse), that the applicant has submitted, the District Council comments that: 
 
It is presumed that the applicant will have used Defra background level information. 
 
Oulton Parish Council are correct to state that local sources of pollution should be taken into account 
and the turkey sheds and pig rearing units are close by and may be included in the modelling figures 
that are publically available. Planning permission has been granted for 6 no. biomass boilers for 
heating the nearby poultry sheds. This combined emission will increase pm10 and pm 2.5 locally. 
 
In respect of ammonia I understand it can combine with substances in the air to produce pm2.5. It is 
felt that it would be useful if the applicant could comment on any local effects. 
 
It is felt that the applicant should take account of Oulton Parish Council’s concerns and 
include/make sure that background levels reflect local point sources as above. 
 
I trust that this response on behalf of the District Council satisfactorily responds to each of the 
examining authority’s requests for further information at this stage, please contact me if you require 
any further information in this respect.  
 
Yours faithfully 
 

 
Mr M Rooke 
  
West Area Planning Manager (Registration ref. 20012793) 
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