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FULL TRANSCRIPT (with timecode) 
 
00:00:05:20 - 00:00:16:11 
This morning. Before I begin, can I confirm with Mr. Johansson that I can be seen and heard clearly 
and that the livestreaming of this event has commenced?  
 
00:00:17:20 - 00:00:31:23 
I can confirm that recording has started. I can see and hear you clearly. I'm just waiting for the live 
stream to catch up, but I can see our viewers, so that should be fine. Let me just refresh the page.  
 
00:00:40:14 - 00:00:42:11 
Yes. The live stream is up and running.  
 
00:00:42:29 - 00:01:13:27 
Thank you, Mr. Johansson. So the time is now 930. And this second issue specific bearing in relation 
to the Hornsea project four offshore wind farm is now open. At this morning's issue specific here and 
will be considering onshore environmental matters. My name is Joe Darling. I'm a charter town 
planner and I have been appointed by the Secretary of State to be the lead member of the panel of 
inspectors who are examining this application. Today, I will be going through the management of the 
event and introductions, and one of my colleagues will be taking notes, many actions.  
 
00:01:14:11 - 00:01:17:01 
I'll now ask my colleagues to introduce themselves.  
 
00:01:18:09 - 00:01:19:27 
Good morning. My name is Steven Bradley.  
 
00:01:19:29 - 00:01:22:07 
I have a background in capital project.  
 
00:01:22:09 - 00:01:24:28 
Management and I'm a chartered architect.  
 
00:01:26:22 - 00:01:31:14 
Good morning. I'm Gavin Jones on the planning inspector and a chartered town planner.  
 
00:01:33:13 - 00:01:42:15 
It. Morning. My name's Robert McArthur. I've been appointed by the Secretary of State to be a 
member of a panel of inspectors to examine this application. And I am also a chartered architect.  
 
00:01:43:26 - 00:01:53:03 
In addition to which we also have Mr. Andrew Marne, who's a member of the panel but is not present 
today. Together we formed the examining authority. There are three more colleagues.  
 



00:01:56:13 - 00:02:35:25 
The planning inspector in the case manager for this project in. We have to take this opportunity to 
introduce Karen Hopewell and Ray Rice, who are also from the case team. In addition, there's a 
technician from CBS International who's attending solely for the purposes of managing the recording 
and livestreaming of the hearing. If you have any questions regarding the application process in 
general, I would ask that you please email these to the case team who will be happy to help in the first 
instance. So I just like to move on to deal with a couple of housekeeping matters which are specific to 
virtual events, as some of you are here today, may not have attended one of these previous virtual 
hearings.  
 
00:02:36:00 - 00:02:58:15 
I'm just going to run through those now. Firstly, can I ask that all old audible notifications for 
electronic devices be switched off? And please remember to make sure your microphones are switch 
to mute unless you are speaking as this helps reduce background noise. There's no request bonuses for 
any special measures or arrangements to enable participation in the hearing. But I'd just like to take 
this opportunity to confirm that that is correct.  
 
00:03:00:27 - 00:03:31:09 
I can see no hands raised, so I'm assuming we don't need to make any adjustments. Can you please 
note that the chat function in teams is not being used today? So please do not send any messages via 
chat as it is not being monitored. If at any point you can't hear us or wish to speak, can I ask that you 
turn your camera on if it's turned off and you use raise hand function in teams. Please be aware that 
there may be sometimes be a delay before we can acknowledge this, but your patience, while waiting 
to be heard is appreciated. Mr.  
 
00:03:31:11 - 00:04:03:28 
Johanns sort of explain what to do if you lose your connection. And we were able to adjourn for a 
short period, if there are any significant connection problems, we will adjourn for short breaks at 
convenient points in the agenda. Ideally, no more than every 90 minutes or so, if for medical or other 
reasons, anybody requires a break at a specific time. Keep the set. The case team know and we can, if 
possible, just a program to meet your needs. For the purposes of identification of the benefit of those 
who may listen to the digital recording later. I ask that every point at which you speak, you please 
give your name.  
 
00:04:04:00 - 00:04:17:05 
And if you are representing an organization or an individual whom it is that you represent. Does 
anybody have any questions or concerns about the technology or the general management of today's 
event? Just couldn't check  
 
00:04:19:09 - 00:04:23:10 
a casino. Hands up. So I'm going to move on to talk about the digital recording.  
 
00:04:24:28 - 00:05:01:16 
There is a digital recording being made of this hearing. This were made available on the project page 
of the National Infrastructure website. If you take part in the hearing, it is important that you 
understand that your comments will be recorded and a digital recording will be published and 
retained, usually for a period of five years from the Secretary of State's decision. As such, the 
Planning Inspectorate is subject to the General Data Protection Rent Protection Regulation. It is very 
unlikely that examining authority will ask you to put sensitive personal information such as email 
addresses and economic, financial, cultural or health related matters into the public domain.  
 
00:05:01:26 - 00:05:38:16 
Indeed, we would actively encourage you not to do that. However, if for some reason you feel it is 
necessary for you to refer to sensitive personal information, we would encourage you to speak to our 



case team in the first instance. We would then explore with you whether the information provided in a 
written format, which could then be appropriately redacted before being published. Please bear in 
mind that the only official recording of the proceedings is the digital recording that we placed on the 
project page of the website after today's meeting. Tweets, blogs and similar communications arising 
out of this meeting will not be accepted as evidence in the examination of this application.  
 
00:05:40:13 - 00:06:15:25 
Today's issue specific hearing is being held at the request of the examining authority who wish to 
explore a number of matters orally in respect to onshore environmental matters. I would like to take 
this opportunity to remind you that the examination is a predominantly written the process. The 
examining authority have already asked a number of questions on onshore environmental matters 
matters in our written questions, which can be found in the examination library at reference PD 006. 
Furthermore, as you would have seen from examination timetable, there are further rounds of 
questions and opportunities for hearings proposed.  
 
00:06:16:25 - 00:06:58:00 
The purpose of this examination is for the examining authority to examine the information submitted 
both by the applicant and also by interested parties, other persons and affected persons. As a result, I 
I'd like to reassure you that we are familiar with the documents that you've already sent in. So when 
you're answering a question, you don't need to repeat at length something that has already been 
submitted. If you do want to refer to information that you have submitted, it would be great if you 
could please use appropriate examination at library reference. Furthermore, could I please ask that the 
first time you use an abbreviation or an acronym that you give the full title as there will be people 
here today or listening through digital recording who may not be as familiar with the application or 
the documents as you are.  
 
00:06:59:20 - 00:07:36:23 
Whilst we accept that the majority of the discussions will be undertaken by those parties who have 
requested to speak. This is a public examination and therefore, if there is a point that you want to 
make, please feel free to raise your hand and switch on your camera at the relevant time that you wish 
to contribute. Today's hearing will be a structured discussion, discussion which Mr. Bradley, Mr. 
Jones and Mr. MacArthur will lead based on the agenda that has already been published. The purpose 
of this discussion is for us to ask questions and seek clarification on matters listed on the agenda, with 
the aim of ensuring that we have all the information that we need to make our report to the Secretary 
of State.  
 
00:07:37:14 - 00:08:08:08 
The questions that we are going to ask today will be focused on those areas where we feel, need 
further information or where we think issues would benefit from examination orally. I therefore like 
to take this opportunity to reassure you that whilst we may not be asking a specific question or 
covering a particular topic that you were expecting, it's not necessarily the case that we believe the 
matter has been fully addressed. It merely indicates that we consider that we have the information that 
we need on this topic or that we are proposing to examine it at a later hearing or through further 
written questions.  
 
00:08:09:02 - 00:08:27:18 
Finally, I'd like to remind everyone that this is not an inquiry, and therefore the Examining Authority 
have specifically requested or agree there will be no formal presentation of cases or cross-examination 
as such. Any questions that you may have for other parties need to be asked through the Examining 
Authority  
 
00:08:29:11 - 00:09:02:21 
Rule 14 to the examination procedure rules. Likewise, the start of the hearing, the examining authority 
shall identify all matters to be considered at the hearing. The agenda for these hearings was placed on 



the Inspectorate's website on the 13th of April 2022. We consider that the main items for discussion 
are proposed development site selection and design, landscape and visual effects. Traffic and transport 
and public rights of way. Historic environment, noise, vibration, electromagnetic fields and light. 
Onshore ecology and socio economic and land use effects.  
 
00:09:03:09 - 00:09:36:15 
Please note that today's agenda is for guidance only and we may add other issues for consideration as 
we progress. We will seek to allocate sufficient time for each issue to allow for proper consideration. 
Should the consideration of the issues take longer than anticipated, it might be necessary to prioritize 
matters and defer others to further written questions. As I've mentioned before, because this is a 
virtual event, we will adjourn for short breaks at convenient points. You can stay locked into teams 
throughout the break, but please ensure that you switch off your cameras and mutual microphones.  
 
00:09:37:05 - 00:09:45:02 
If you do lose connection, use the same link that you used to log on this morning and the case team 
will endeavour to reconnect you as soon as possible.  
 
00:09:46:23 - 00:10:21:28 
Finally, I'd like to stress. Stress. It is important that we get the right answers to the questions that we 
will ask. At this stage, it's worth reiterating that this is a predominantly written process. Therefore, 
you cannot answer the questions that you are being asked or require time to get the information 
requested. Then, rather than giving a restricted or potentially incorrect answer, please indicate that 
you need to respond in writing and we can then defer the response either to an action point to be 
submitted at deadline four, which is the 10th of May, or to a further round of written questions or to a 
later hearing.  
 
00:10:22:24 - 00:10:31:02 
So before we move on to deal with the items detailed in the agenda, are there any questions at this 
stage about the procedural side of today's hearing?  
 
00:10:33:12 - 00:10:37:14 
I can see no hands being away. So I'm going to move on to introductions.  
 
00:10:38:29 - 00:11:10:08 
I'm going to now ask those of you who are participating in today's hearing to introduce yourselves, the 
examining authority and the people who are watching the livestream of this event. When a state or 
organizations name, please unmute your microphone and if you have your camera turned off, switch it 
on. Can you then introduce yourself stating your name and how you'd like to be referred? For 
example, Dr.. Mrs. Mas. Mr.. And if you are representing someone who it is that you represent. So I'm 
going to start off by asking the applicant to introduce themselves.  
 
00:11:14:01 - 00:11:43:16 
Good morning. My name is Claire Patrick. I'm a solicitor at Pinsent Masons on behalf of the 
applicant. I can be referred to as Miss Brodrick. I'm joined at this morning by four speakers on behalf 
of the applicant. They are Thomas Watts of Orsted and Claire Smith of Rollerskating. Andrew Ross 
Rollerskating. And Paul Macrae of LGC. I'll allow them to introduce themselves. And so I hand over 
to Mr. Thomas. What's.  
 
00:11:47:16 - 00:11:58:08 
Good morning. Thomas Watts from Orsted. I'm an onshore environment and content specialist. And 
I'm here on behalf of the applicants and happy to be referred to as Mr. Watson.  
 
00:12:07:18 - 00:12:17:28 



Hope. Good morning. My name's Claire Smith. I work for White House cleaning DHB as the onshore 
project manager representing the applicant. And I can be referred to as Miss Smith.  
 
00:12:25:24 - 00:12:45:20 
Good morning, madam. I'm Andrew Ross. I also. I'm employed by Royal has in DHP on behalf of the 
applicant. I'm a transport planning technical director with 30 years of experience specialising in 
environmental matters. I'm happy to be referred to as Mr. Ross.  
 
00:12:53:24 - 00:13:12:09 
Good morning. Paul McCrea of Elle. You see, I'm a landscape architect. I let the landscape and visual 
impact assessment for the onshore substation. And I'll be speaking today about landscape and visual 
matters on behalf of the applicant. Thank you.  
 
00:13:14:05 - 00:13:20:19 
Thank you very much. If I can now move onto east riding of Yorkshire Council.  
 
00:13:24:05 - 00:13:34:07 
Good morning. I'm Jennifer Jones on behalf of East Riding of Yorkshire Council as a local planning 
authority. Muslims joined today by a number of colleagues who introduced themselves.  
 
00:13:35:23 - 00:13:38:17 
Morning. I know he's under a 40 hour something.  
 
00:13:38:19 - 00:13:55:05 
I thought restructuring the council after fed sort of Mr. Folksy. Good morning. My name is Jonathan 
Smith. I'm principal officer within the Environmental Control Section. These are riding of Yorkshire 
Council. And I'm happy to be referred to as Jonathan.  
 
00:14:00:22 - 00:14:01:09 
Good morning.  
 
00:14:03:15 - 00:14:16:16 
Sorry. I'm sure them they shouldn't be councils that says some responsibility for the maintenance of 
public rights of way and citizens. Mr.. I shall wear. Thank you.  
 
00:14:20:19 - 00:14:24:08 
Is that everyone from east riding in the council to Uncle.  
 
00:14:24:10 - 00:14:24:25 
Sam, who's.  
 
00:14:27:09 - 00:14:35:12 
And my name is Simon Kennedy trained the option council on the MTA rights of way officer. And to 
be fair to my assignment.  
 
00:14:39:02 - 00:14:49:14 
Thank you very much. If I could then move on. I believe we have a representative from the 
Environment Agency.  
 
00:14:53:04 - 00:14:53:19 
Yes.  
 



00:14:53:21 - 00:14:56:04 
Good morning. My name is Lizzie Griffiths.  
 
00:14:56:14 - 00:14:59:11 
I'm a planning specialist at the Environment Agency.  
 
00:15:00:14 - 00:15:02:03 
You can refer to me as Miss Griffiths.  
 
00:15:02:06 - 00:15:02:22 
That's fine.  
 
00:15:03:16 - 00:15:06:15 
I'm joined today by my colleague Andrew Pattinson.  
 
00:15:06:17 - 00:15:08:23 
So I'll just pass over to him to introduce himself.  
 
00:15:10:13 - 00:15:10:28 
Yeah.  
 
00:15:11:00 - 00:15:12:10 
Good morning, Andrew Patterson.  
 
00:15:12:12 - 00:15:13:28 
I'm a flood risk adviser with the.  
 
00:15:14:00 - 00:15:14:29 
Environment Agency.  
 
00:15:15:08 - 00:15:17:29 
And I can be referred to as Mr. Pattinson. Thank you.  
 
00:15:19:27 - 00:15:48:05 
Thank you very much. We were expecting a number of other people today, but we have received 
apologies from historic England and Network Rail who aren't actually attending this morning. And I 
believe Lexington Parish Council who were going to send someone haven't yet arrived and may not 
be attending, but we're just currently trying to sort that one out. Is there anyone else at this stage who 
would like to introduce themselves who hasn't already done so?  
 
00:15:54:24 - 00:16:01:18 
No. So can I just confirm that we've heard from everyone who wishes to participate in this morning's 
hearing.  
 
00:16:05:12 - 00:16:05:27 
Hey.  
 
00:16:06:03 - 00:16:12:25 
Thank you. I'm not going to pass over to Mr. MacArthur, who's going to lead us through items. The 
next item on the agenda.  
 
00:16:16:27 - 00:16:29:00 



Thank you, Mr. Allen. I will move straight onto item both items 2.1 and 2.2, which I propose to deal 
with in combination. So can I begin?  
 
00:16:30:23 - 00:16:54:09 
Bye bye. Or coming to the applicant and saying it is it is the case, is it not? And so it's a reasonable 
case to put forward that the proposed onshore substation and energy balancing infrastructure, 
buildings and structures would be the elements of the onshore section of the proposed development 
that have the greatest visual impact over its lifetime.  
 
00:16:56:07 - 00:16:57:18 
But that be a reasonable.  
 
00:16:59:12 - 00:17:01:23 
Summary what conclusion to draw.  
 
00:17:04:10 - 00:17:09:18 
Clever trick for the applicant. Yes, that's correct. Those are the above ground elements of the project.  
 
00:17:09:20 - 00:17:12:00 
Onshore Banking Sanctions project.  
 
00:17:14:02 - 00:17:41:07 
So moving on then we have the police response to, to the examining authority's written questions 
specifically. Question DG and one points to which can be found under examination might be 
reference rape 2-038 and the applicant's response sets out a series of initial design principles which 
were established by the applicant and which subsequently underwent a period of design, review and 
refinement, which which I presume  
 
00:17:42:23 - 00:17:47:10 
was an internal process within the applicant and consultant group.  
 
00:17:49:00 - 00:18:04:25 
Some further details are also given by the applicant's design vision statement, which is examination 
library reference API dash 048. And in addition, there is also a description of the reasoning behind the 
choice of paint colours, which I will come on to separately.  
 
00:18:06:25 - 00:18:21:29 
The Afghan does describe the belt form as being engineering light and that it should avoid jarring the 
local local vernacular. But at this point, can I ask you briefly describe the design process for the 
buildings in a little further detail place?  
 
00:18:26:17 - 00:18:52:19 
Claire logic for the applicant. And yes, as you referred to, the applicant set out its design process and 
its response to you. Question 1.2 The applicant considers that it's complied with the policy set out in 
NPS and one particularly paragraph 4.5 relating to good design. But I would hand over to Mr. Watts, 
who will explain the design process in a little bit more detail for you.  
 
00:18:53:27 - 00:18:54:12 
I keep.  
 
00:18:57:26 - 00:19:34:27 
Thomas what's from the applicants? The design process for the onshore substation and energy 
balancing infrastructure. Or how we refer to is EPRI, as we've mentioned in the response to some of 



these questions. You're right, it's predominantly a technical driven process. What we mean by that is 
the layout and the vernacular and structural design of the buildings is fundamentally informed by 
technical requirements for efficiency purposes, in addition to health and safety requirements of the 
daily operation of the Substation and EPRI.  
 
00:19:36:13 - 00:20:19:09 
So therefore the shape and size of buildings is constrained within those technical requirements. And 
for those we have internal technical specialists in addition to external consultants who have assisted in 
producing the optimized indicative layouts of the substation and EPRI combined. There are additional 
design aspects which we've identified within the responses to question 1.2, which comprise 
predominantly the materiality and color application on the buildings, in addition to the landscape 
planting in and around the onshore substation and EPA site.  
 
00:20:20:09 - 00:20:43:00 
This process has been predominantly informed by independent design consultants at land use 
consultants. Land use consultants abbreviated to L, you see have covered both design aspects of the 
substation and landscaping in addition to the landscape and visual impact assessment within separate 
teams. So there's a close contact between the two of them.  
 
00:20:44:19 - 00:21:16:14 
In addition to that, as part of the design process, we've also relied upon local stakeholder input, 
predominantly from the local authority, but also local stakeholders through the Onshore Substation 
Working Group, which has held a number of meetings and workshops within which the design vision, 
as you've mentioned, has been covered. A number of aspects, including the application of colour, 
have been consulted on within that group to ensure that it is appropriate to the to the local landscape.  
 
00:21:17:03 - 00:21:30:12 
These measures are secured in the outline design plan and the outline landscape management plan to 
provide a structure for future discharge of DCO requirements associated with the design.  
 
00:21:37:17 - 00:22:09:09 
So coming coming on to the the external expression, if you like, of the envelope, it's it's noted and 
understood that there are a number of parameters, largely technical, which which govern the volume, 
the massing of of the the enclosures. But I'm interested in understanding a little more of of how. How 
you've arrived at the decision that you have in terms of the way that those are expressed externally.  
 
00:22:14:27 - 00:22:49:25 
Thomas. What's from the applicants? The use of color on the onshore substation buildings was 
informed by independent design consultants through previous and past experience in issues of best 
practice. We have provided in response to question ten .1.3 as requested, a number of examples of 
color application on buildings and and where it can be used. Let me just stop you there. Mr. Lewis. 
What I will come to color separately and and and you will have a chance to go into that in a bit more 
detail, I promise.  
 
00:22:50:00 - 00:23:21:26 
But before before we do that, really what I'd like to to say so it appears from from reading the 
documents that you have arrived at the decision that the only way to to adequately address the impacts 
of the the buildings, which are significant sized buildings, is is to apply color to them. And what I'm 
trying to understand is how you got to that point of essentially deciding that the best way to deal with 
with these buildings is to put color on them.  
 
00:23:24:16 - 00:23:25:18 
Thomas Watson, the applicant.  



 
00:23:27:17 - 00:24:15:05 
The application of color isn't necessarily needed to mitigate the potential impacts of the substation on 
the landscape, but it's certainly seen as the most appropriate method of application. This is certainly a 
a above and beyond approach to mitigation on the buildings. It does incur additional costs and 
timescale implications in terms of the construction of the buildings. But we consider that due to the 
placement of the buildings and the local laws surrounding landscaping vernacular, that the addition of 
colour in this instance in one of the three options that we have provided, either in simple banded 
adaptive banding or the adaptive panelling, the third of which was the preferred option in the onshore 
substation working group when we introduced them,  
 
00:24:16:22 - 00:24:47:00 
would be efficient and effective at mitigating landscape visual impacts effects. But it's important to 
note that it's in addition to the landscaping that's provided in the surrounding area. We note that it's 
important in the application of colours to consider the background that is behind the substation 
buildings and that not all colours are applicable to all directions in this circumstance. For example, if 
you have a view from lower down with the sun, with the sky in the background, then it's likely to be 
lighter colours that will be more effective.  
 
00:24:47:07 - 00:24:58:15 
Equally looking down on the site, it's more likely that darker green colours would be more effective. 
But that was the results of our design consultants and the local consultation on the design of the 
substations.  
 
00:25:00:15 - 00:25:03:03 
Thank you. What other options did you consider?  
 
00:25:04:23 - 00:25:49:14 
Terms in terms of the external expression I see. And it's the buildings. Thomas Watson Applicant's 
steel grey is the, is the immediate obvious alternative for onshore substation buildings. That is a 
relatively standard colour that is used. But Mr. Watts, you're talking about colour again. What other 
options other than putting colour on the on the the big, very big sheds. What other options did you 
consider in terms of what's an applicant? Early in the design process, we looked at the possibility of 
influencing the shape of buildings, but this was ultimately removed as a consideration because it 
would increase the size of buildings to facilitate the equipment within them.  
 
00:25:49:23 - 00:26:12:29 
So that was an early consideration. We have a number of options that were that were considered that 
were deemed technically not feasible because the size of the buildings would be influenced by them. 
For example, if you were to have sloping roofs or different shaped foundations of the buildings, then 
the equipment would need to be placed differently, which would increase the height or parameters of 
the buildings.  
 
00:26:15:16 - 00:26:39:26 
Thank you. That's helpful. And and then but there are other ways, are they not, of of of expressing the 
building envelope. There there are a number of examples that could be pointed to where the structure 
of a building is expressed in a different way rather than simply clad with color applied to them. Did 
you explore those options as well?  
 
00:26:42:28 - 00:27:22:01 
Thomas, what's for the applicant? We are not aware of any significant, useful or effective methods of 
mitigating buildings such as these that would not have a materially negative impact on the technical 
design and feasibility of the buildings. So no, there weren't any substantial additional mitigation 



measures that we considered. For example, if you were to amend the materiality and to have differing 
materials on the outside of the buildings, then that would incur fire risks potentially.  
 
00:27:22:12 - 00:27:46:14 
And we have considered the physical shape of the facades. So for example, the application was not 
the colour, the application of the colour itself to avoid solar glare or reflection from the sunlight which 
is covered in the in the outline design plan. So to that degree we have, but not any further.  
 
00:27:48:17 - 00:28:12:17 
Thank you. Can I can I ask as well have how glad to use consultants or indeed any other consultant 
provide its ascetic architectural advice on the design? I'm not I'm not fully aware of the breadth of 
technical expertise within land use consultants, but do they have do they employ architects and have 
they provided architectural advice to.  
 
00:28:15:06 - 00:28:54:18 
Thomas Watson the applicant not specifically architectural advice from from Chilcott Architects. The 
early advice from lucky did comprise the impact on shape of the buildings in the vernacular. So that 
was the early input from land use consultants. But those recommendations go through the technical 
feasibility process and are subsequently taken on or dropped. We didn't see a need for the 
employment of a an architect in this instance in terms of the potential benefits of that at this early part 
of the design process.  
 
00:28:55:16 - 00:29:05:15 
This is very much an indicative lay out stage and inform the outline design plan. And we believe that 
the mitigation set out in that is is over and above and and certainly fit for purpose.  
 
00:29:07:26 - 00:29:40:07 
I find that a little bit of an odd position to take that both by your own admission, these these onshore 
elements or the buildings that we're talking about are the onshore elements with the greatest visual 
impact. But you don't believe it's necessary to have specific architectural input at this stage, which is 
fundamentally one of the most important stages. These are the points where the low hanging fruit, if 
you like, can be picked in terms of the way the buildings are expressed.  
 
00:29:45:00 - 00:30:15:02 
The applicant. I think the applicant has demonstrated that it has complied with the requirements of 
Policy 4.5 and PCN one, which expressly acknowledges that the applicant may not have or there may 
be very limited choice in the physical appearance of energy infrastructure. Mr. Watts has explained 
that the sort of the size and the scale of the buildings are very much led by their technical 
requirements.  
 
00:30:15:09 - 00:30:40:29 
Where there have been opportunities to demonstrate good design and improve the external appearance 
of these buildings and to ensure that they sit as best as they can within the existing landscape, those 
opportunities have been taken and those measures are the ones that Mr. Watts has referred to. So 
whilst it is accepted that the the impacts of the onshore substation  
 
00:30:42:19 - 00:30:52:13 
are some of the greater for this project, the applicant is very much bound by the technical 
requirements and that is explicitly recognised in any and one.  
 
00:30:54:17 - 00:31:26:17 
Thank you, Miss Project I. I understand the point you're making. I'm not. I'm not sure that that 
includes or excludes the the and the employment at this stage of the appropriate design, professional 



or group of design professionals. I'm I'm still not at the point where I can understand how how the 
mitigation of the impact of these buildings can be meaningfully assessed if the buildings themselves 
haven't gone through a process of of design which has involved the appropriate some professional.  
 
00:31:32:22 - 00:32:03:15 
Claire But if the applicant and the hopkin's position is that the design of the onshore substation in ABI 
has gone through a design process and they have sought external expertise in order to produce a as 
good a design as possible. And the applicant considers it has taken the approach which is standard for 
energy infrastructure projects in terms of design for onshore operators, which is primarily technology 
focused.  
 
00:32:03:17 - 00:32:15:12 
I wouldn't be in the applicant's position that it is not necessary to engage a chartered architect in order 
to comply with the design requirements in policy and one.  
 
00:32:18:21 - 00:32:43:16 
Um. I see. Yeah. I think we'll move on. I, I don't. I don't share your view, and I. I would hope that 
that's fairly, fairly clear by now, but I will close by saying that it isn't. It isn't. Is it. Is it fair to say you 
haven't done you haven't done as much as you could have done, but you've done as much as you think 
you need to have done.  
 
00:32:46:08 - 00:32:52:25 
Clapper, the applicant the applicant considered has fully complied with the policy requirements and 
he and one relating to good design.  
 
00:32:54:06 - 00:33:25:13 
Thank you, Ms. Project. Moving on now, more specifically to the question of colour. And as Mr. 
Watts touched on earlier in response to the examining authority's written question and 1.3 regarding 
the proposed application of colour to the facades of the onshore substation and energy balancing 
infrastructure buildings, the applicant did provide some, some very welcome further information on 
the reasoning behind the decision to explore the use of blocks of colour which would be applied to 
public facades.  
 
00:33:26:21 - 00:33:42:18 
It's noted that the coloured blocks proposed are quite loosely defined at this stage and I would like to 
ask the applicant why it feels the needs at this stage to be quite so vague and how it will go about 
securing security agreement for the shades of colour proposed.  
 
00:33:48:07 - 00:34:22:15 
Thomas. What's from the applicants? The the colours outlined in the outline design plan are taken 
from the local landscape, from the the design consultants that we've employed. The applicant is not 
able to provide specific colour references at this point due to potential supply chain implications in the 
future. Not all manufacturers, for example, of substation facade panelling can provide colours for all 
colours, and we do not want this to be a potential hold up in the future detailed design process.  
 
00:34:22:17 - 00:34:27:08 
But we are confident that it will be close or extremely close to those that are set out in the outline 
design plan.  
 
00:34:29:09 - 00:34:29:26 
And  
 
00:34:32:06 - 00:34:56:12 



in terms of the the content that's outlined in the design plan itself, we've provided three options 
specifically. So local stakeholders, including East Riding of Yorkshire Council, are able to inform the 
selection at the detailed design stage. So there's still some flexibility in the exact design of the of the 
colour.  
 
00:34:59:12 - 00:35:06:15 
And so so at the point when you are agreeing colors, how how will that process go based based on the  
 
00:35:08:08 - 00:35:28:08 
let's use dark green. I think that's one of your color references that that's a very loose I suppose my my 
my confusion is why why not use an industry standard color reference at this point the the caveats that 
you put forward would still apply but it would be far easier for  
 
00:35:29:26 - 00:35:44:21 
for everybody to know specifically what you're referring to at this stage and therefore to secure it 
based on on on something like that. My interpretation of all the green may be well, it is a subjective 
issue may be different to yours and  
 
00:35:47:19 - 00:35:53:28 
that does it not make the process of securing more difficult to to to to choose the path that you've 
taken.  
 
00:35:56:10 - 00:36:31:25 
Thomas Fox from that goodness. It's a very fair comment and it's certainly something that we can take 
away and look at how we can provide some additional information within the outline design plan 
where that information is secured to provide a little bit more certainty there on the colors that have 
been identified. Thank you. Thank you. Moving on then, we, in addition to the examining authority, 
also asked the applicant to provide built examples which could be visited on which which 
demonstrates the effectiveness of a strategy of colour application in reducing the visual impact from 
long range, mid-range and close range view points.  
 
00:36:32:15 - 00:36:43:06 
And the level of engagement that the applicant went to is is very much welcome. I do have cause to 
question some of the examples submitted. It's horrible  
 
00:36:44:26 - 00:37:32:08 
to the data center. Rabobank, which is submitted as an example, is it's described as having used colour 
to closely match the existing building on sites and to provide an abstract digitized representation of 
the surrounding nature. And the use of Colorants is not employed as a means to reduce visual impacts 
on this building. The ship in Hudson, Berlin is a domestic property in a low, low rise in urban 
environments. And again, I question whether that's comparable in terms of its spatial impacts. And 
finally, unite students and Piccadilly again, another development in an urban setting where the 
intended benefits sought from his colleagues to provide a refreshed and lighter aesthetic rather than 
specifically mitigating visual impact of the buildings in a rolling landscape setting  
 
00:37:34:07 - 00:37:46:24 
with the African agree that there may be more appropriate precedents to use to demonstrate the 
effectiveness of the proposed approach to the application of colour. Or is it the case that it's not 
actually an effective approach?  
 
00:37:52:09 - 00:38:27:14 
Thomas. What's from an applicant? Just to start is important to note that not all buildings or 
substations that precedes Agency four have made such commitments in terms of the the design quality 



and the application of colour. So there aren't a huge number of examples, but we can certainly provide 
some, some more realistic or some more applicable examples. We we hope that the examples 
provided were useful from a, from a visual perspective to see examples of them and in photographs or 
in person.  
 
00:38:27:23 - 00:39:03:23 
But we can certainly look at some more industrial led buildings such as Hornsea Project two, which 
has some panelling on it, which is adaptive banding in blue. So we can we can certainly provide some 
more information if that's a view, that would be helpful. And once again, the input that the applicant 
provided so far is is is very welcome. It has been useful and some some more. Closely matched, as 
you say, industrial type buildings, examples of buildings which would be helpful to the examining 
authority.  
 
00:39:03:25 - 00:39:18:18 
Thank you. I'm going to move on now to the east riding of Yorkshire Council, having heard the 
applicants responses to the issues raised so far. Do you wish to respond or add any further comment at 
this stage?  
 
00:39:20:06 - 00:39:20:24 
Jen Bowden.  
 
00:39:20:26 - 00:39:24:03 
She's taking a view of Chicago. So we have no comment at this stage.  
 
00:39:27:06 - 00:40:17:04 
Thank you. And we'll always have you then. I'm. I'm unable to locate an answer to the examining 
authorities. Written question excuse one. That's BGN 1.4 for ease of reference, I'll repeat that now to 
save you looking at up if you don't have it so that we asked the question stated requirement seven of 
the draft DCO sets out the parameters which secure the detailed design of the onshore substation. Is 
the wording of this requirement sufficient to secure the detailed design of the onshore substation? Are 
you comfortable that you have the necessary experience and expertise to take on the design approval 
back at substation buildings and structures post consent if the DCO is consented? And if not, please 
indicate what additional support you believe would be required and from whom such support should 
come.  
 
00:40:18:12 - 00:40:23:15 
Would you like to respond at this stage or would you like some time to respond to that question?  
 
00:40:25:09 - 00:40:32:27 
I have no idea why that's not being answered. I will provide an answer in writing to the authority as 
soon as I can after this hearing.  
 
00:40:33:18 - 00:40:40:29 
Thank you. If you if you can provide that response no later than deadline for I would be appreciated. 
And what one final question.  
 
00:40:42:17 - 00:40:47:09 
Do you believe that the design of the proposed development would benefit from an external design 
review process?  
 
00:40:49:01 - 00:40:49:16 
It.  
 



00:40:58:11 - 00:41:01:12 
Then I have to think about that, please, and come back to you.  
 
00:41:02:10 - 00:41:05:21 
Yes. Do you want to come back to us today or do you want to respond differently?  
 
00:41:06:16 - 00:41:08:00 
Can I respond in writing, please?  
 
00:41:08:02 - 00:41:09:21 
Yes, it is again by design, please.  
 
00:41:10:08 - 00:41:11:06 
Yes. Thank you.  
 
00:41:11:15 - 00:41:12:00 
Thank you.  
 
00:41:13:18 - 00:41:30:29 
That's that concludes my questions on on item 2.1 and 2.2. So I'll move on to item 2.3, 2.3, which is 
related to photo montage views. Can I just ask that everybody mute themselves at this point? I'm 
getting some echo.  
 
00:41:31:25 - 00:41:32:10 
Sorry.  
 
00:41:32:22 - 00:41:34:27 
Sorry to come back to you. My my apologies.  
 
00:41:35:16 - 00:42:06:23 
And just before we move on, we just wanted, in cases of assistance to refer to East Riding's deadline 
three submission, where they did provide a response to that particular question and they referred back 
to that benefit wrap and wrap 2-061 So just in case it's of assistance for East Riding there, that's the 
paper trail that might point them in the direction of where they have addressed that point before.  
 
00:42:06:25 - 00:42:20:04 
And then the second question was just in relation, you obviously referred to an external design review 
process and we'd be grateful if you could perhaps just clarify what exactly you mean by that. Thank 
you.  
 
00:42:22:01 - 00:42:40:09 
I we we will clarify that if if if the local authority doesn't believe that the process would benefits from 
an external review process, then I think the the matter will be a moot point. So we will we will wait.  
 
00:42:42:00 - 00:43:11:06 
Input from from the local authority. Essentially an external design review body examining and 
assessing the design quality of the buildings is what I'm referring to. And as I say, the the local 
authority may feel that they are perfectly well qualified to deal with outside matters and therefore 
would not request the assistance of its own review body. But I'm prejudging that decision at this stage. 
The answer at this stage.  
 
00:43:13:18 - 00:43:16:02 
Clap, clap. And thank you for clarifying.  



 
00:43:16:20 - 00:43:26:12 
Thank you. And apologies once again for not coming back to you at the end of that question. I will 
now move on to item C point three. Which deals with photo montage views  
 
00:43:28:03 - 00:44:11:24 
the examining authority's written question and 1.1 are the examining authority with this question 
asked about the depiction of the onshore substation and energy balancing infrastructure buildings in 
the photo, one such viewpoints presented the applicant's response to a question in Rep 22038 has been 
noted, and the additional clarification is again welcome. In order to clarify further tonight, can I ask 
applicants to confirm that it is the case that an AC option as depicted on plan within the outline design 
plan has not been depicted in three dimensional form anywhere within the application documents 
submitted by the applicant.  
 
00:44:19:22 - 00:44:23:19 
Clare Atkins. I'm just going to seek instructions on that point there with this one moment.  
 
00:45:08:00 - 00:45:30:15 
Clapper checks the applicant. The photo montages are based on the maximum design scenario, so it 
amalgamate the parameters between the VA and HIV DC. There is no standalone HIV AC option 
depicted in the photo montages, if that's the correct interpretation of the question.  
 
00:45:31:08 - 00:45:42:03 
Yes, I suppose the following question in that case is is it also the case then that the HIV DC option is 
not depicted anywhere either?  
 
00:45:46:05 - 00:46:00:06 
Clapp what if the applicant. Yes, that the correct response is that the photo montages represent the 
maximum design scenario rather than either one or other technology.  
 
00:46:03:06 - 00:46:07:07 
Mr. McRae, you have your your hand up with it. Would you like to comment at this stage?  
 
00:46:08:29 - 00:46:32:25 
Yes. Just to clarify that point, if I may am on behalf of the applicant e c prepared the foot montages 
which are which are being referred to, which are within the assessment and it's mine. There are two 
sets of photo montages which are described within the  
 
00:46:34:23 - 00:46:44:25 
LV chapter. And this was set out in our response to that examination question that you referred to. 
AM.  
 
00:46:46:23 - 00:47:12:17 
The there are the two sets of montages. The first one is based on a maximum design scenario and the 
second one is based on an illustrative design of a which I understood was the HB DC substation, and 
that was selected because it was considered to be a C worst case compared to the HBO option.  
 
00:47:14:08 - 00:47:28:12 
Thank you, Mr. MCKAY that that was also my understanding, which is why I wanted to clarify that. 
So to clarify then, the, the the maximum design scenario is what is depicted on the,  
 
00:47:30:18 - 00:48:01:06 



let's call them the colored photo montage that the transparent color photo montage views and the VTC 
is what is depicted in the let's call the massing studies and that the solid blocks three dimensional 
what's depicted in it. So it's a montage piece, correct? Yes, that's correct. So what we've referred to as 
the block visualizations, which are the the first set, as he referred to, the the sort of semi-transparent 
colors shows the maximum design scenario.  
 
00:48:01:26 - 00:48:17:09 
And whereas the second set, which he referred to as the massing study, we've, we've called them 
illustrative visualizations depict that illustrative design of AHP DC substation option. Thank you.  
 
00:48:19:01 - 00:48:57:28 
That's looking looking at and again it's a reset that these are indicative last but this the scale massing 
site distribution of of buildings and structures which are shown on the action is significantly different 
to that shown to the EDC option. And given this difference of how without without depicting it in 
three dimensions in the same way, how does that how does that believe it's able to demonstrate the 
level of visual intrusion is in inverted commas, worse for one option without depicting the other 
option.  
 
00:48:58:08 - 00:49:05:21 
It's it's but that could be seen as quite a subjective view. What what evidence does the examining 
authority have to verify that  
 
00:49:07:08 - 00:49:12:27 
one is worse again, inverted commas than than the other. And that's a reasonable conclusion.  
 
00:49:17:11 - 00:49:48:16 
Well, the as we've said, the block visualizations depict a maximum design scenario, which is the 
overall worst case, and that's based on the parameters which are set out within the project envelope. 
And that project envelope covers both the AC and DC options. And so the. Landscape and visual 
assessment is based purely on that maximum design scenario.  
 
00:49:51:05 - 00:50:04:24 
Okay. You don't believe there be any benefit in the examination having view of how the Visy puzzle 
might might develop in three dimensions or might be massed on sites in three dimensions?  
 
00:50:06:26 - 00:50:08:28 
I would need to defer to.  
 
00:50:10:24 - 00:50:21:08 
Tom what to Mr. what's on that. But it's my understanding that the the illustrative visualizations are 
based on a purely indicative  
 
00:50:22:23 - 00:50:25:27 
depiction of what the substation might look like. So.  
 
00:50:28:20 - 00:50:29:20 
We. We were not.  
 
00:50:31:15 - 00:51:02:15 
I guess what we were trying to depict was a possible, more realistic scenario, and that was not using 
the sort of colored blocks which which do depict a maximum massing and scale of development, but 
then to show what, what, what a substation actually looks like and. But yes, that's that's understood. 
Mr. McRae and and as I said, that they're immensely useful.  



 
00:51:04:01 - 00:51:23:24 
But it is the case, is it not, that there is a realistic option in this. And within the proposed development, 
it may be a scheme which which moves forward on that basis. And I wonder why it was felt that it 
would be of no benefit for that option to be to be displayed in three dimensions in the same way.  
 
00:51:26:25 - 00:51:27:10 
So again.  
 
00:51:27:24 - 00:51:44:26 
Clapper with the applicant and I just wanted to jump in here just to clarify the parameters and the 
difference between the maximum design scenario and the various different options between the two 
technologies in terms of  
 
00:51:46:15 - 00:52:25:03 
the height and scales of the main buildings. The maximum design scenario is the same for both DC 
and we did set out the split in the comparison of the onshore infrastructure in Appendix C of two Dash 
A3 eight, which is the response to the ex A's first written questions. And the main difference for the 
onshore substation between the two different technology types is the maximum number of secondary 
buildings, where the maximum number of secondary buildings is greater for the AC than HP DC.  
 
00:52:25:29 - 00:52:43:24 
But in terms of the maximum height and these are the same and for base and HP, AC DC so using the 
maximum designed scenario for the photo montages and less appropriate.  
 
00:52:45:23 - 00:52:47:04 
It's like humans.  
 
00:52:47:06 - 00:52:57:24 
Rocket just it just to clarify that the level of difference between the two is is is not that there are not 
that many differences in terms of maximum design scenario.  
 
00:52:58:21 - 00:53:32:11 
I take your point and it's noted and I understand in terms of the maximum design scenarios that that 
that that is the case. But I'll come back to something I said earlier. The scale massing and site 
distribution of buildings is is difference is significantly different. And having having gone to the 
trouble of displaying one option, it's it's unclear why why it's felt that it would not be helpful to the 
examination to show the other option as well. And again, I'll come back to the to the the question of 
how.  
 
00:53:33:25 - 00:53:43:21 
One can subjectively call one. One option worse than the other. Without without seeing both options 
and assessing the applicant.  
 
00:53:43:24 - 00:54:08:16 
And we will take that one way and respond in writing, if that's the. We'll look at whether it's possible 
to produce an additional visualization, but we'll need to confirm what deadline that could be provided 
for based on the time it would take to create that say we can we will respond deadline for as to 
whether we can provide that and when it can be provided if if it can't be provided the deadline for.  
 
00:54:09:08 - 00:54:14:08 
Thank you, Ms.. Potter. That would be immensely helpful. Thank you. I'll move on then to  
 



00:54:15:25 - 00:54:16:26 
staying staying with.  
 
00:54:18:13 - 00:54:37:02 
Slightly loosely based with the HPD, CHP, AC question. I'd I'd like to clarify, but. What appears to be 
an apparent discrepancy between application documents. Please. I'm going to ask that that we put 
some slides on screen at this stage as well.  
 
00:54:38:19 - 00:55:05:10 
The applicant's design vision statement, which is examination library 048, includes figures five and 
six on page 17, which is also PDF Page 17 at these depicts indicative site layouts for HP, DC and HP 
AC options and cannot confirm please that these figures. I don't know how clear they are on screen, 
but hopefully you have the documents on hand. If it's not clear. Are these these figures correctly 
labeled.  
 
00:55:15:21 - 00:56:03:10 
Thomas Watson Balfour, the applicant. I can confirm that those incorrectly labeled the label should be 
the opposite way round, so that one of the below should be DC and the one on the top should be. 
Apologies for that. Thank you. It's that that the the environment statement is a huge document. And 
and it's it's understood that there inevitably will be will be issues, but it's a useful clarification. So to 
further clarify then, can you confirm that the depictions presented in the applicant's outline design 
plan, which are figures I get an examination library up to four eight figures for that which is labeled 
HP DC and Figure five HP AC, which is pages 16 and 17 respectively are the correct intakes to 
glance  
 
00:56:05:07 - 00:56:38:18 
Thomas Watts from the applicant. That is correct. Both of those are correctly labeled, and in addition 
to those, we have Figure two and Figure three provide three dimensional views of those with with 
some annotations. Thank you. Thank you. That's very helpful. Now returning to the question of of 
scale and impact of the proposed buildings in the landscape. Can I ask for some some further 
clarification this time relating to the full term on site fitness, which we discussed a moment ago, and 
in particular Viewpoint six, which I'm hoping that we will show an extract on on screen that  
 
00:56:40:29 - 00:56:47:06 
does does the applicant believe that the size of buildings and the relative impacts on this viewpoint is 
accurately depicted?  
 
00:56:55:26 - 00:57:00:15 
Yes. So. Sorry. Do you want me to pick that one up?  
 
00:57:00:17 - 00:57:05:15 
Clara at Kirkpatrick, the applicant? Yes, please. Ms.. Paul, if you could respond.  
 
00:57:08:00 - 00:57:08:15 
Thanks.  
 
00:57:10:24 - 00:57:18:13 
Yes. As far as I am aware, these montages are all based on the same model and using the same  
 
00:57:20:11 - 00:57:22:22 
parameters and inputs. So.  
 
00:57:24:08 - 00:57:25:28 



We're satisfied that  
 
00:57:27:18 - 00:57:36:28 
these are accurate depictions of the scale and massing of the proposed development. Thank you. The 
reason that this one this one concerns me  
 
00:57:38:28 - 00:58:21:15 
particularly is that the implication appears to be from this viewpoint that the onshore substation and 
the energy balancing infrastructure buildings would be effectively screened by the existing mature 
landscape. Is that a reasonable conclusion to come to with that viewpoint? Yes. That is what is 
depicted here. Yes. Thank you, sir. In response to the Examining Authority's written question, L.D. 
1.16, the applicant confirmed that the height of the adjacent wind turbine poplar farm and the heights 
of the top of the wind turbine hub specifically is a little over 30.5 meters, with the wind turbine base 
sitting at approximately 15 metres above ordnance datum.  
 
00:58:22:09 - 00:58:25:15 
If we can have the image back onscreen from for a moment, please.  
 
00:58:27:06 - 00:58:38:21 
That's that that level, which would make the top of the wind turbine, hoped to be approximately the 
same level as the lightning protection illustrated by the red dotted line in the image on screen with it. 
No.  
 
00:58:43:21 - 00:59:17:16 
I will. What I can do is go and check this. I can't comment on it right now because I would need to get 
someone to check the 3D model in the way it's been set up. Okay. But I can certainly take that away 
and and respond to that in writing that that would be very helpful. The issue that I have with that and 
it's it's perhaps not clear on screen, but the that the 30 meter lightning protection height given on that 
image is is significantly lower than the top of that would be the wind turbine help.  
 
00:59:18:10 - 00:59:38:27 
It's best if that were to be incorrect. And it fits. And if if everything were raised to to match that level, 
assuming there are no other variances in play, it would mean that the buildings would not be 
effectively screened by the existing mature landscape. This is what appears to be the case.  
 
00:59:41:13 - 00:59:52:21 
But I appreciate that you will need time to assess that. And Ted, can we have your response by 
deadline forward? And to that issue, please? Yeah, I can certainly do that.  
 
00:59:55:25 - 01:00:03:01 
Thank you very much. Before before I move on. Ms. Projects, is there anything that you'd like to add 
to at this stage?  
 
01:00:07:02 - 01:00:11:26 
Clapper check for the app can know we've made a list of those actions and will respond to deadline 
for it.  
 
01:00:12:08 - 01:00:20:26 
Thank you very much. I will then go on to ask interested parties, any other interested parties, whether 
they have any comments at this stage.  
 
01:00:25:08 - 01:00:59:05 



And I'm seeing no hands raised, so I will take silence to mean no and move on to the final issue with 
such a montage of news is that I wonder why the applicant doesn't believe that it was necessary to 
include depictions of the cable car routes during its construction stage. In insult to montage views the 
impact on the landscape. This is significant during the construction stage. I would suggest and wonder 
why.  
 
01:01:00:06 - 01:01:05:26 
About that it was not necessary to show this impacts. In this particular case.  
 
01:01:12:28 - 01:01:17:28 
Claire. A project for the Atkins. I'll pass over to Mr. McCrea to respond to this question.  
 
01:01:18:14 - 01:01:18:29 
Thanks.  
 
01:01:20:17 - 01:01:53:07 
Thank you. And the so the visual effects, the landscape and visual effects, the temporary works were 
fully assessed in the preliminary environmental impact report, information report, PR and no 
significant effects were found as part of that assessment. So those effects were therefore scoped out of 
the environmental statement, and that successfully sets out in.  
 
01:01:54:25 - 01:01:55:10 
Table.  
 
01:01:55:12 - 01:02:03:27 
Ten of the table 14 of the Libya chapter, which is document AP oh to eight.  
 
01:02:05:19 - 01:02:16:26 
So given that we weren't making an assessment of those effects within the U.S., it wasn't considered 
necessary or proportionate to provide visualizations of those temporary works.  
 
01:02:18:18 - 01:02:26:29 
Thank you. Do you have an estimate of how long the landscape impact will remain following the 
cable and the cable construction?  
 
01:02:28:20 - 01:02:37:18 
Works. I believe the. Relevant time span is around six months of work in any one location.  
 
01:02:40:22 - 01:02:55:00 
So. So after six months, the landscape has returned to its previous form. I know there would be 
sometimes for the obviously the soil cover to to to be.  
 
01:02:56:18 - 01:02:58:00 
So I'm getting an echo now.  
 
01:03:00:19 - 01:03:01:06 
The.  
 
01:03:03:02 - 01:03:17:09 
Yeah. There would obviously be some time for for any replacement planting to to reach maturity and 
and for soil to be, you know, the farmland to to regenerate and such like. And do you have an estimate 
for for that period of time?  



 
01:03:19:14 - 01:03:21:17 
No. Not off the top of my head. No.  
 
01:03:23:01 - 01:03:30:01 
Clever. Hopkins Perhaps. Perhaps I could hand over to Mr. Watts. He could get a bit more detail in 
terms of timescales.  
 
01:03:30:23 - 01:03:31:08 
Thank you.  
 
01:03:33:08 - 01:04:10:06 
Thomas what's for the applicant? Just to just to confirm that the construction of the onshore export 
cable corridor, ICC is 30 months with a proceeding three months in a penultimate few months for the 
creation of compounds and the removal of the land so that construction can take part any point of that 
30 months within the within the cable corridor process, the the reinstatement of landscaping, etc. at 
the end of construction will take place in the latter months of that part of the reinstatement process.  
 
01:04:10:19 - 01:04:57:02 
And the exact time frames for the for the landscaping to reach maturity has not been identified as it 
would differ in terms of different locations on the export cable corridor. But I, I think just our point 
here in terms of the export cable corridor is that no significant effects were identified at PDR. There is 
an assessment that's presented in the impact register and that we are not aware of similar requests 
being made for Photomontages, for example, of a temporary export cable corridor for offshore wind 
farm projects or others, as it it is a temporary effect and that isn't typically needed to input to the 
assessment process of that temporary impact.  
 
01:04:59:01 - 01:05:08:12 
Thank you. Thank you very much. I will at this stage ask whether any interested parties have anything 
that they would like to add to this conversation at this point.  
 
01:05:14:04 - 01:05:17:24 
Then I see no hands. So I will I will therefore move on.  
 
01:05:19:16 - 01:05:27:11 
I will move on to item 2.4 and to the design of screening and other kinds of treatments.  
 
01:05:28:27 - 01:05:45:25 
And again coming to the applicants in response to the examining authority's written question, D10 
1.7, the applicant has clarified that the design of permanent fencing and screening around the onshore 
substation and energy balancing infrastructure site will not be secured within the design plan.  
 
01:05:47:10 - 01:05:53:07 
And the applicant describes how the design and extent of fencing screening is proposed to be secured 
to its.  
 
01:05:58:10 - 01:05:59:12 
Check for the applicant.  
 
01:06:01:11 - 01:06:34:03 
We have noted that the current drafting of Requirement 12 does not refer to the and where these 
measures are secured. So four deadline for we will be updating the drafting of requirement 12, which 
deals with fencing and other means of enclosure to ensure that the relevant measures are referred to 



where they relate to fencing and other means of enclosures. Or alternatively, it will be placed within 
the landscape management plan.  
 
01:06:34:05 - 01:06:41:04 
So we are going to have another look at the drafting to make sure that all of the relevant obligations 
are secured that are set out in the outline design plan.  
 
01:06:42:08 - 01:06:53:28 
Thank you, Miss. I think that's that's helpful. And it allows me to move on quite, quite rapidly, which 
is equally helpful and appreciate it. We will wait for your for your full response on that matter.  
 
01:06:56:02 - 01:07:30:28 
And moving on then to item 3.1, which is progress on on the agreement or otherwise on the 
landscape. Beneficial impact assessment matters within the statement of common ground between the 
applicant and East Riding of Yorkshire Council and the applicant's updated statement of common 
ground with East Riding of Yorkshire Council was submitted at deadline three, which is under 
examination. Library Reference Rep 3013. This now includes statements of agreement on all but two 
matters, which are noted as awaiting position from East Riding of Yorkshire Council.  
 
01:07:32:21 - 01:07:42:19 
Although we recognize that that was not a very long time ago. Is the applicant able to provide any 
further updates on these two outstanding matters at this stage?  
 
01:07:46:21 - 01:07:56:19 
Club object for the applicant? No. The position is as per the statement of common ground. Four 
DEADLINE. Three discussions are ongoing with East Riding of Yorkshire.  
 
01:07:58:11 - 01:08:13:11 
Thank you. Can I ask then that in terms of these two two issues, specifically, what's what are the 
outstanding issues that that ought to be resolved in your view? And then I will go to to the local 
authority and ask the same question.  
 
01:08:17:09 - 01:08:51:23 
Thomas. What's from the applicants? The two outstanding positions in the landscape visual table are 
in reference to the photo montages and also to the outline landscape management plan. The latter of 
those two points I think we'll cover in another point, but its relation to the maintenance of the the 
landscaping for the operational lifetime of the project, which we did have additional submissions at 
deadline three of deferred to each riding of Yorkshire Council for the other point on photo montages 
and any timeframes for seeking agreements on that one.  
 
01:08:53:01 - 01:08:58:02 
Thank you. Yes. If I can go to East Riding of Yorkshire Kasper now, please stand.  
 
01:08:59:06 - 01:09:06:04 
Evidence featuring some of the actual counsel. It wasn't agreed because we saw it was a matter on the 
agenda for discussion.  
 
01:09:06:06 - 01:09:06:28 
Today and.  
 
01:09:07:00 - 01:09:07:25 
We would prefer to see the.  
 



01:09:07:27 - 01:09:08:18 
Outcomes.  
 
01:09:08:20 - 01:09:10:20 
From best before we agreed.  
 
01:09:12:10 - 01:09:20:18 
I see. Okay. So on that basis, do you have a timescale for four agreements at this stage?  
 
01:09:22:11 - 01:09:27:21 
I think we would want to see the response that's provided at deadline for.  
 
01:09:28:07 - 01:09:30:28 
As much just discussed about checking. Is that modeling.  
 
01:09:31:00 - 01:09:35:13 
Correct? We were taught to respond as quickly as possible after that.  
 
01:09:36:18 - 01:09:42:02 
Thank you. Thank you. Mr. Chance and I will come back to the applicants for a final word on this 
matter.  
 
01:09:43:26 - 01:09:45:21 
If you have anything that you'd like to add.  
 
01:09:48:09 - 01:09:52:11 
Clapper check the applicant and no, nothing further to add on on that point.  
 
01:09:53:05 - 01:09:57:00 
Thank you, Ms.. Project. I will come on and touch on 3.2  
 
01:09:58:29 - 01:10:03:06 
related to the revised landscape management plan.  
 
01:10:05:12 - 01:10:37:25 
The outcome to try to involve the council first. In this case, the wording of the of the revised outline 
landscape management plan, specifically paragraph 4.1.1.3 has has been updated to include text which 
relates to local or UK provenance and terms in response to the Environment Agency, which is 
examination library reference RR 010.  
 
01:10:39:16 - 01:10:58:17 
The additional text reads that this will include a requirement for the appointing, planting, planting 
contractors to consider the source on plant stock where feasible and subject to supply chain. Now, the 
question I have for for authority in the first instance is.  
 
01:11:00:05 - 01:11:05:18 
Do you believe that this is strong enough to ensure that appropriate hedgerow species are are actually 
sourced?  
 
01:11:10:06 - 01:11:14:07 
Jasper Jones Local Planning Authority. Yes, we're satisfied.  
 



01:11:14:09 - 01:11:14:24 
That this would.  
 
01:11:14:26 - 01:11:16:08 
Allow us to make a decision on that.  
 
01:11:17:12 - 01:11:21:29 
Thank you. And I will ask the same question to the Environment Agency, please.  
 
01:11:27:10 - 01:11:31:23 
Lizzie Griffiths Environment Agency. Yes, that's that's science from upstate.  
 
01:11:34:02 - 01:12:09:09 
Thank you, Miss. Miss cricket's coming. Coming to have to contend with hurts. What's the what 
interested parties have to say? The comment I suppose I would make is that reading, reading that text, 
it seems a little loose. There's no apparent requirements. Contractor, appointed contractor to 
proactively manage the process to ensure that local or native species are procured. It seems that 
they're only required to consider where feasible that option which which appears to leave the option 
available of.  
 
01:12:11:06 - 01:12:16:18 
Of them not managing the process well enough and therefore not not planting appropriate species.  
 
01:12:18:05 - 01:12:24:26 
The do you think the wording is strong enough to secure the appropriate sourcing of hedgerow 
species?  
 
01:12:33:27 - 01:13:00:27 
Claire it to the applicant? Yes, we are confident that the wording is suitable to ensure that an 
appropriate hierarchy is in place such that local species will be sought first and then looking at wider 
UK species before then looking further afield. But the important NI need for flexibility is to ensure 
that this project is deliverable within the timescales  
 
01:13:02:16 - 01:13:10:25 
required. So then it does need to be some flexibility to source species outside of the local area in order 
to meet the timescales for the project.  
 
01:13:12:05 - 01:13:44:09 
That's it. Thank you. I will. Come on. So it's in 3.3 then, which is an overview of the assessment 
process and likely timeframes for potential decision on the designation of the Yorkshire roads as an 
area of outstanding natural beauty. I'm coming first to the Environment Agency and can I ask if you're 
able at this stage to provide any further updates on developments in this process? Particularly 
particularly, are you able to clarify how long the process of determining this designation has left to 
run?  
 
01:13:48:23 - 01:13:50:15 
Lizzy because this environment agency.  
 
01:13:51:03 - 01:13:54:10 
If it's okay with you, I'd like to provide that as a written response.  
 
01:13:56:02 - 01:13:58:27 
That's fine. Can you. Can you provide that I went for, please.  



 
01:13:59:11 - 01:13:59:26 
Yes.  
 
01:14:00:20 - 01:14:01:05 
Thank you.  
 
01:14:01:24 - 01:14:11:22 
That's what you're actually up. Can I. I just would note that it's the process is a natural England 
process. So it's a question that needs to be directed at natural. Yes.  
 
01:14:12:18 - 01:14:25:01 
That's it. And I was I was going to come to you after coming to to the local authority, whether they 
had any further and that they could they could get on the process at this stage.  
 
01:14:26:15 - 01:14:32:23 
General James Richardson of Yorkshire Council. We understand that the process of evidence based 
gathering.  
 
01:14:33:13 - 01:14:34:13 
Is beginning.  
 
01:14:34:19 - 01:14:42:14 
To be ongoing over the summer. But as we've said, it is a matter for natural England to confirm that 
timetable.  
 
01:14:44:23 - 01:15:12:10 
Thank you. And then coming to back to you in this project and the timescales are noted and the 
designating the relevant designating bodies is also noted that if the actual area is designated as an area 
of outstanding natural beauty during the course of the examination, how confident are you that 
relevant sections of the environmental statement can be adjusted to fully take account of such a 
change in designation?  
 
01:15:19:28 - 01:15:38:00 
Claire Pacheco, the applicant, we would refer to you our response to your written question of 8.1.14, 
which sets out why the applicant considers that its assessment would remain adequate even if the 
designation happened before a decision was made.  
 
01:15:39:00 - 01:15:54:18 
But that's that's helpful and is noted, but it doesn't necessarily address the need to change the potential 
need to change. Parts of the environmental statement. Are you saying that actually you don't think the 
environmental statement would need to change?  
 
01:16:05:12 - 01:16:40:16 
Claire budget the applicant. Our understanding is that it's only the sensitivity that would change, but 
the siting in the mitigation proposed and the conclusions of the environmental assessment would 
remain the same. So, I mean, if it was something that we would need to provide written confirmation 
of before the Secretary of State made a decision, then we obviously would do so as part of the further 
information process that that happens after the close of examination and before a decision is made. 
But we don't believe any changes to the scheme would be required or the mitigation proposed as a 
result of that designation.  
 
01:16:41:09 - 01:16:48:16 



Thank you. So in summary, the impact on the environmental statements of of the change in 
designation would be would be minor and.  
 
01:16:50:01 - 01:16:53:00 
Straightforward to address within the examination period.  
 
01:16:54:26 - 01:16:56:14 
Can I put it up? Yes, that's correct.  
 
01:16:56:27 - 01:17:11:12 
Thank you very much for coming on then to item 3.4 on the effectiveness of landscape cleansing 
around the onshore substation and mitigating the visual effects of the onshore substation and and 
insurance infrastructure buildings.  
 
01:17:13:04 - 01:17:14:11 
Time coming back to the  
 
01:17:15:27 - 01:17:31:25 
desk and takes the view, does it not, that the landscape mitigation that is proposed is sufficient to 
reduce the impacts on the onshore substation and then issue balancing infrastructure buildings to to an 
acceptable level? Would that be a reasonable summary?  
 
01:17:38:21 - 01:17:40:17 
Claire Hopkins. Yes, that's correct.  
 
01:17:41:13 - 01:17:42:09 
Thank you. This project.  
 
01:17:44:04 - 01:18:17:12 
In reality, how does the applicant's response to the Examining Authority's written question 1.5 and the 
updated illustrative views presented in the revised outline landscape management plan latest 
examination like the reference of that which is read 3-009 deleted, particularly the updated illustrative 
viewpoints. Do they not demonstrate quite clearly that the proposed buildings are of such a scale that 
they cannot be effectively mitigated by only landscaping boundary treatments within their projected 
lifespan?  
 
01:18:22:25 - 01:18:37:21 
Claire Hopkins. I will refer the question to you, Mr. Macrae, who can explain the significance of the 
impacts that the various for the various different receptors. Those that can be mitigated over the 
lifetime of the development. And those that can't.  
 
01:18:38:10 - 01:18:38:25 
Thank you.  
 
01:18:41:28 - 01:18:45:03 
The palm tree for the applicant. So.  
 
01:18:48:03 - 01:19:21:03 
The well, the updated views or viewpoints you referred to within the design vision or are there are 
diagrammatic sections through the. Proposed mitigation showing the the scale, the relative scale of the 
buildings. As you said, they're not visualizations in the same way that the facts montages are. So just 
wants to clarify that they're not they're not a depiction of what's the water somebody using the 
footpath would see.  



 
01:19:21:05 - 01:19:41:19 
It's a it's a technical illustration. And coming to the point about the mitigation. Yes. You're I mean, 
you're right. There are it's a fair point there. The structures are very large and it's not possible to to 
hide them with landscape planting or other form of visual screening,  
 
01:19:43:25 - 01:19:52:29 
which is why we've looked at other forms of mitigation through design, as was discussed earlier in the 
session.  
 
01:19:54:27 - 01:20:10:14 
Thank you. That that's that brings me neatly to the point that I was I was also going to make, which I 
think it reinforces the importance of the the quality, the design quality and of the expression of the 
external envelope and the necessity for.  
 
01:20:12:08 - 01:20:24:27 
For that work to be done at the earliest possible stage, I will come come on. To be striding into the 
council just to ask whether they have any further comments on this topic. I mean.  
 
01:20:28:02 - 01:20:31:03 
We addressed this in our local impact report.  
 
01:20:33:06 - 01:20:38:13 
Paragraph 4.2.4 sets out our conclusion on that.  
 
01:20:39:25 - 01:20:41:16 
Thank you. Thank you. Stance.  
 
01:20:43:06 - 01:20:47:15 
Coming back to the opinion before I move on, is there anything that you would like to add?  
 
01:20:52:16 - 01:20:55:00 
Clap the napkin. No, nothing further to add on this point.  
 
01:20:55:02 - 01:21:39:03 
Thank you. Thank you, Miss Buffet. Coming on then to item 3.5, landscape monitoring, maintenance, 
remedial actions on appropriate time scales for management of planting. Coming to look for 30 years 
trying to counsel first, please, the applicant submitted further detail at deadline three in response to the 
local authority's response to the examinations examining authority's written question L.V 1.17. Are 
you satisfied that the amended wording proposed to the draft DCO submitted at deadlines for you, 
which is Examination Library Reference Report 3.006 and amendments to its outline Landscape 
Management Plan secures the retention, management and maintenance of the landscaping scheme for 
the lifetime of the project.  
 
01:21:41:02 - 01:21:43:22 
But Jennifer, don't you think you should counsel?  
 
01:21:43:24 - 01:21:45:21 
We'd like to respond to.  
 
01:21:45:23 - 01:21:49:06 
That in writing later, once all the relevant officers have had a chance to.  



 
01:21:49:08 - 01:21:49:23 
Review.  
 
01:21:50:15 - 01:21:58:13 
Thank you. I appreciate that. It only came that I'm sorry and that, as I said earlier, it was not a very 
long time ago. You will respond to deadline for. Did you say.  
 
01:21:59:00 - 01:21:59:21 
Yes, we will.  
 
01:22:00:07 - 01:22:35:07 
Thank you. Thank you very much. Coming back to the applicants. Is there excuse me one question I 
think that is mentioned within within the updated wording that you provided of an outline version of a 
landscape management and maintenance plan, which I take to be different to the outline landscape 
management plan. If I misunderstood that, please correct me. But also, if I haven't, is it the intention 
of the applicant to submit at least an outline version of the landscape management and maintenance 
plan into the examination?  
 
01:22:40:03 - 01:22:46:22 
Clap the Atkins and no. There's no proposed outline and.  
 
01:22:48:08 - 01:23:27:03 
Ment Management and Maintenance Plan for work. Number seven f proposed to be submitted on the 
basis that the detail of that plan is entirely dependent on the nature of the landscaping that is actually 
been planted pursuant to the the main landscape management plan. So we didn't feel that any outline 
document at this stage in the process which would aid the local authority because it wouldn't have 
sufficient detail. So that document will be produced once the landscaping for work number seven F 
has actually been approved itself.  
 
01:23:27:05 - 01:24:18:08 
So there is a two stage two stage approach here. Just to clarify, the all of the landscaping for the 
onshore substation will need to be approved by east riding and by the submission of the landscape 
management plan. That landscape management plan must be in accordance with the outline landscape 
management plan that's currently part of the DCO application. And then once that planting has been 
installed, the intention is that the further landscape management and maintenance plan that will deal 
with maintenance obligations from the five year point onwards would be submitted and approved by 
East Riding, and that is to deal with East ridings concerns about the longer term maintenance of the 
the planting that has been put in place.  
 
01:24:18:10 - 01:24:28:21 
So everything from five years onwards would be part of that secondary plan and it would be tailored 
to the exact planting that has been approved and planted at that point.  
 
01:24:29:12 - 01:24:40:24 
I actually think that that is that is helpful. I, I will just quickly just check whether anybody else has 
anything that they would wish to add at this stage.  
 
01:24:43:28 - 01:24:47:10 
So we move on. And again, I'm seeing no hands, so.  
 
01:24:49:19 - 01:24:50:04 
I think.  



 
01:24:52:05 - 01:25:17:23 
I think 111 final is your apologies, Ms.. Patrick. Can you clarify then how how the various different 
stages and various different documents, outlines that you refer to and how everything is secured 
ultimately within that? Is that all proposed to be secured within the revised wording of the draft? DCO 
submitted a timeline of three years and further  
 
01:25:19:13 - 01:25:20:12 
wording to come.  
 
01:25:21:18 - 01:25:56:05 
Clapper check the accent. We consider that the wording that we've put in requirement nine at the 
deadline three version of the DCO deals with the points the East Riding had supplied to East Riding 
had provided some suggested drafting to cover and we have used that as the basis for the drafting that 
is found in the updated version of the DCO at deadline three. So we don't. We considered the wording 
to be sufficient, but obviously its writing need to have a chance to review that and comment on it.  
 
01:25:56:07 - 01:26:06:26 
So there could be potentially some further amendments or additions if requested by East Riding, but 
the principle of it, we believe, is already contained within the deadline three version.  
 
01:26:07:20 - 01:26:14:12 
Thank you, Mr. Broderick. That's helpful. And as you said, we will await Israeli Yorkshire Council's 
response, a deadline for  
 
01:26:15:28 - 01:26:27:00 
that. That concludes my item two and three of the agenda. I will not pass back over to Ms.. Dowling, 
and I think we will take a short break.  
 
01:26:31:17 - 01:26:58:07 
Thank you very much, Mr. MacArthur. Yes. I was going to suggest we all take a brief break before 
we move on to item five on the agenda, which is traffic and transport and IP rights of way. The time is 
1056, so we have got quite a lot to get through this morning. So I'm going to just suggest a ten minute 
comfort break. So I'm going to adjourn the hearing and we will recommence at 1106. Thank you.  
 


