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Natural England has created this Risk and Issues Log to track progress through the SEP and DEP examination process.
The Risks and Issues Log will be submitted at each deadline and mark issues with a colour from our RAG scale depending on the level of significance of the issue. It should be noted that the colour scale is
different from that used in the Statement of Common Ground provided by The Applicant.

The Risk and Issues Log is spli of our Repr
A. DCO DML

B - Offshore Ornithology

C- Ornithology Compensation

D - Marine Mammals

nto multiple tabs in line with the

E - Marine Processes

F - All Other Marine Matters

G - Cromer MCZ

H - Seascape and Landscape Visual Impact Assessment (SLVIA)
1 - Onshore Ecology

The Risk and Issues Log will be submitted alongside our written response at each deadline. This will reflect our position following a review of documents that we have considered in forming our position at
each deadline.

Any issues added to the log during ination (not included in Reps) are highli d in Red in column C and then coded according to RAG status.

[New Text is in red]@

Risks and Issues have been pr ona by d basis for all except G (Cromer MCZ) and H (SLVIA) which have been presented as a hybrid of broad themes, which may
stretch across several d and a di by d basis d on the point(s) being addressed. For all tabs except tabs G and H, the blue header row at the top of each section refers to
the document that the comments are addressing. For Tabs G and H, the blue header row either addresses the broadscale theme that cover the comments below with relevant documents referenced within
individual comments where appropriate or in the same document by document manner which has been adopted for all other tabs.

Purple

Note for Examiners and/or competent authority. May relate to DCO/DML

Red

Natural England considers that unless these issues are resolved it will have to advise that (in relation to any one of them, and as appropriate) it is not possible to

ascertain beyond reasonable scientific doubt that the project will not affect the integrity of an SAC/SPA/Ramsar and/or significantly hinder the conservation objectives
of an MCZ and/or damage or destroy the interest features of a SSSI and/or comply fully with the Environmental Impact Assessment requirements.
Addressing these concerns may require the following:
new baseline or survey data; and/or
significant revisions to baseline characterisation and/or impact modelling and/or
significant design changes; and/or
significant mitigation
In addition, Natural England may use this category to highlight where there is a significant risk that an issue will not be sufficiently addressed within the Examination
timescales. Consequently, issues that start out as Amber may progress to Red in the latter stages of the examination.
Amber
Natural England does not agree with the applicant’s position or approach and consider that this could make a material difference to the outcome of the decision-
making process for this project.
Natural England considers that these matters may be resolved through:
provision of additional evidence or justification to support conclusions; and/or
revisions to impact assessment methodology and/or assessment conclusions; and/or
minor to moderate revisions to impact modelling; and/or
well-designed mitigation measures that are adequately secured through the draft DCO/dML and/or
amendments to draft plans
If these issues are not addressed or are unlikely to be resolved by the end of the Examination, then they may become a Red risk as set out above.

Yellow

Natural England doesn’t agree with the Applicant’s position or approach. We would ideally have liked this to be addressed prior to the examination but are satisfied
that for this particular project it is unlikely to make a material difference to our advice or the outcome of the decision-making process and would not expect these
matters to be a ongoing focus of the examination. However, we reserve the right to revise our opinion should further evidence be presented.

It should be noted by interested parties that just because these issues/comments are not raised as significant concerns in this instance, it should not be understood or
inferred that Natural England would be of the same view in other cases or circumstances.

Once a Risk or Issue has been categorised as yellow, Natural England will not make further comment on the matter at subsequent deadlines, unless specifically
requested to through ExA Questions. These rows will then be greyed out at subsequent deadlines in order to rationalise the risk and issues log.

Green
Natural England is in broad agreement with the Applicant’s approach and has no significant outstanding concerns.
As above, we reserve the right to revise our opinion should new evidence be presented.

Once a Risk or Issue has been categorised as green, Natural England will not make further comment on the matter at subsequent deadlines, unless specifically
requested to through ExA Questions. These rows will then be shaded grey at subsequent deadlines in order to rationalise the risk and issues log.




Summary Natural England's Risk and Issues Log - Deadline 4

INATURAL |
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Summary Point | Natural England's Relevant Representation ::: \;‘:‘:: - Consultation, actions, progression RAGStatus | ¢ nsultation, actions, progression RAGStatus | ¢, cultation, actions, progression [F5arem
W/ = e o S g A Deadline 2 g s Deadline 3 g A Deadline 4
Appendix A - Development Consent Order, Deemed Marine Licences and related certified
1 Certain and conditions do not include a maximum number of turbines per
N Natural England advises the text should be amended to include consultation of the relevant Statutory Nature Conservation Body (SNCB) in
certain conditions.
S Natural England advises that the Landscape management plan and the Ecological management plan required in Schedule 2 part 1
12 and 14 should be into an outline landscape environmental strategy (OLEMS)
B There is no mention within Schedule 10 Part 2 Condition 13 of a requirement to microsite cables around identified features of conservation
importance.
5 Natural England has concerns about the deployment of scour and cable protection across the entire ifetime of the project
s Natural England does not consider four months an appropriate timeframe to approve all plans and documentation within the deemed -
Marine Licences
7 Condition 6 does not secure a time reauirement o the delivery of the

With regards to Schedule 17 Part 1 and 2, conditions 2 and 11. There is no requirement for consultation with the proposed members of
8 Sandwich Tern Compensation Steering and the Kittiwake Compensation Steering Groups prior to submission. Natural England advises these
conditions are amended to include a requirement to consult the membership of the steering groups prior to approval of the plan of works.

9 Annex D condition 22 - Natural England considers that it is important that measures of benefit are secured prior to works commencing

‘Appendix B - Offshore Ornithology
10 Presentation of selected Collision Risk Mitigation parameters. |

11 Red-throated diver distu Impacts |
e Currently adoted approach to assessing. during

5 Biologically Defined Minimum Population S for Kittiwake and Gannet in the non-breeding Season.

14 Updating Cumulative and In Combination totals to reflect recently examined profects.

Influence of Highly Pathogenic Avian Influenza (HPAI) on calculated existing pressures in the environment and on data used to calculate the
impact of the projects.

‘Appendix C- Offshore Orni

Sandwich Tern - Proposal for Loch Ryan has potential to deliver compensation but is not sufficiently ambitious and lack detail. Natural

16 England disagrees with the use of pontoons over islands and that the intervention at the Farne Islands SPA will deliver meaningful

17 Kittiwak requires proposal requires significant further
v measures for and Razorbill are relatively and require further detail.

-
Appendix D - Marine Mammals
Currently presented mitigation measures for disturbance within the Marine Mammal Mitigation Protocol (MMMP) and the Site Integrity
Plan (SIP).

Natural England does not agree with the in-combination assessment of impacts to the populations of seals within the Wash and North
Norfolk Coast SAC specifically.

19

20

The vessel code of conduct is a key mitigation measure designed to protect marine mammals at important sites. This code of conduct should
2 be a standalone statement and should be conditioned i the DCO/dML s to protect marine mammals throughout the various stages of the
development.

22 An updated assessment of in-combination seasonal disturbance to the Southern North Sea SAC to reflect all noisy activity is required.

23 Further information is needed to that an AEol will not occur on the grey seal feature of the Humber Estuary SAC
Appendix E - Marine and Coastal Processes
Further information should be provided in relation to sandbanks/waves, sediment deposition, sediment transport, and suspended

24
sediments; with particular of impacts to marine protected areas.
Only the Cromer Shoal Chalk Bed (CSCB) MCZ has been identified as a receptor, no other MPAs have been included. All MPAs within the Zol
2 should be identified, even f they are assessed in other chapters. For the reasons stated in our detailed comments, at present we are unable
o agree with the likely significant effect (LSE) conclusions for Inner Dowsing, Race Bank and North Ridge SAC and The Wash and North
Norfolk SAC. We advise that further evidence be provided to support the LSE conclusions, as requested in our detailed comments.
2% We advise monitoring of sandbank and sand wave recovery and migration is secured along with no sand wave levelling in the SEP in isolation

scenario,
Appendix F - All Other Marine Matters

Chemistry sampling: uncertainty remains as to whether or not contaminants fall below acceptable levels. Natural England considers
pre-construction sediment monitoring surveys will be required.

27

We advise the Applicant's commitment to avoid and microsite sensitive benthic features and habitats if identified by pre-construction
28 surveys, such s those protected under Annex 1 and UK priority habitats identified under Section 41 of the NERC, 2006 Act also includes
Annex | stony reef as a precautionary measure. This commitment needs to be secured through condition within the DCO/DML.

29 Natural England seeks clarification as to status of the UK BAP ‘Peat and clay exposures with piddocks’ at Transect S5 21A.
Appendix G - Cromer Shoal M

are greater than predicted or unforeseen.
Appendix H - Seascape and Landscape Visual Impact Assessment (SLVIA) - ‘Offshore’ elements of the project

The Turbines of SEP, in particular, are too big and too close to the coastline of the Norfolk Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
(NCAONB). Natural England consider that the effects of SEP and DEP on the statutory purpose of the NCAONB is a Likely Significant Adverse
effect. The key test is the acceptability of further significant adverse harm to the statutory purpose of the NCAONB, a designation already
compromised by the existing OWFs,

SEP, as presented in WCS2, will further degrade the quality of views out to sea. Their presence, and in particular the contrast in size between
38 existing and proposed turbines, will lead to a further loss of the sense of wilderness and tranquillity which is still a special quality of this
remote coastline.

37

Turbines located in the southern portion of DEP under WCS2 would result in significant adverse effects on the natural beauty quality of the
NCAONB. Here the apparent height of the turbines is the prime cause of significant adverse effects. Although the geographical extent of
these effects covers a smaller area that those of the SEP scheme, they will nevertheless be transformative for those portions of the coastline
effected.
From our experience of previous NSIP examinations, it is unlikely that an agreement between Natural England and the Applicant on the

of the impacts will be reached during the process. We are likely to ‘agree to differ' in our views
‘Appendix H - Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) ~ Terrestrial aspects of the project
Natural England Agrees with the Applicant that direct adverse effects will occur during the construction phase. During the operational phase,

2 Natural England doesn't agree with the Applicant’s conclusion that there will be no significant risk of the activity hindering the achievement
of the conservation objectives for CSCB MCZ

3 Should cable protection be placed in the mixed sediment within the cable corridor, then the conservation objectives to restore/maintain
features will not be achieved.
In order to fully discharge regulatory duties under section 69 (1) of the MCAA, 2009, in combination and cumulative effects must be

3 considered. Natural England considers the O&M phase activities for DEP (and or) SEP combined with DOW, SOW, Hornsea Project Three and
on-going Oil and Gas impacts wil result in lasting habitat change / physical disturbance which will further hinder the conservation objectives
of the CSCB MCZ.

3 Natural England advises that further clarification and/or information is required to ensure that the significance of the impacts have been
appropriately assessed and taken account off to inform the MCZ assessment.
We advise that chalk with sediment veneer should be considered as subtidal chalk feature (HOCI 20) when assessing impacts. Thereby whilst
e may be able to agree with an assessment that indicates that if cables are installed as described within the veneer, chalk will not be

3 physically impacted, this position would change should cable protection be proposed in these areas no matter the current stability of the
sediments within the glacial channel. Natural England therefore advises against locating the horizontal directional drilling exits pits in an area
of chalk
Natural England s supportive of the planting of native oysters as measures of equivalent environmental benefit (MEEB). However, we advise

3 against the placement of clutch and restoration of an oyster bed in the middle of a mixed sediment area. For this to be considered as
additionality, we advise that it would be better to extend/enhance the area of the mixed sediment on the boundary with impoverished
coarse sediment e.g. in the centre of the ‘c’ shaped mixed sediment area or north/south of the blue rectangle.

" Natural England highlights the need for the implementation of adaptive management measures should monitoring demonstrate the impacts

i I

e no landscape effects will occur.
Should both projects be approved, onshore cabling should be installed for the two projects simultaneously and not sequentially. If sequential
2 development s progressed, the frst project must install the infrastructure for both projects. The importance of the AONB justifies the most
effective mitigation being applied.
43 Natural England advises that close attention is made to the advice of the NCAONB partnership and the relevant local authorities.

Appendix | - Terrestrial Ecology

Further clarity is required on some details of the assessment data collection methodology, baseline characterisation and mitigation
24 measures. In addition, further clarity and commitment is required on the level and range of pre-construction surveys that will be carried out
and how these willinform future mitigation decisions and undecided crossing point methods

Habitats Regulations Assessment, further clarity is required as to why the decision was taken to screen out three of the qualifying features of
5 the River Wensum SAC between the initial screening assessment and the subsequent screening matrices and appropriate assessment given
that a potential impact pathway exists.

Natural England require the Outline Ecological Management Plan and the Outline Landscape Management Plan to be combined into one

46

document (Outline Landscape and Ecological plan (OLEMS).

New at Deadline 1. Natural England (NE) has included an area known as Wensum Woodlands on a list for potential notification as a Site of
. Special Scientific Interest (5551) consideration due to the Barbastelle bat colony it contains. Therefore Natural England advises that in order tol

future proof the project, there must be no damage due to construction or operation and maintenance activities that may hinder notification
of the site. Mitigation as highlighted above should be of gold standard given the importance of the site and the presence of Barbastelles.

Page 3 of 12



A -DCO DML Natural England's Risk and Issues Log - Deadline 1
Point Number(s)
from Taken from Natural England's Relevant and Written Representations SEP and DEP Appendix A - Development Consent Order, Deemed |RAG Status Rel

Point Consultation, actions, i RAG Status D2 | Consultation, actions, i RAG Status D3 | Consultation, actions, i RAG Status D4
Appendix A Marine Licences and related certified documentation [RR-063] and WR Rep D1| €"SUtation: actions, progression HELE] UL 0 S [ R e e
[RR-063]

Document Used : [APP-024] 3.1 Consent Order

The interpretations have included a definition of the habitats regulations derogation provision of evidence, Annex 2A which outlines
sandwich ter compensation implementation and monitoring plan. There is no issue on the face of this interpretation, however, the
Applicant refers to a plan that may change during the examination process as discussions regarding the compensation are ongoing.
Therefore, there may be a need to update this definition later. This comment applies to the interpretation related to Annex 3A as well. We
advise there is no action needed now, but once derogations issues have reached their conclusion, this interpretation should be reviewed
to ensure it remains

A2

2,3,11

The following Requirements and conditions do not include a maximum number of turbines per development. Natural England
recommends adding additional text to make the limitation on the maximurm number of turbines clear.

« Schedule 2, Part 1, Requirement 2
« Schedule 10, Part 2, Condition 1

Comments raised on schedule 10 also apply to Schedules 11, 12 and 13 where similar conditions exist.

A3

4,511

Natural England advises the text should be amended to include consultation of the relevant SNCB in each of these conditions.
« Schedule 10 Part 2 Condition 4: Due to the importance of in-combination and cumulative impacts of the development.
« Schedule 10 Part 2 Condition 13 (1): This condition should also include the need to consult the relevant SNCB as appropriate.

Comments raised on schedule 10 also apply to Schedules 11, 12 and 13 where similar conditions exist.

A4

There is no mention within Schedule 10 Part 2 Condition 13 of a requirement to microsite cables around identified features of
conservation importance. This is a standard mitigation measure and is normally secured within the requirements at Condition 13 (1) (a).

Comments raised on schedule 10 also apply to Schedules 11,12 and 13 where similar conditions exist.

Schedule 10 Part 2 Condition 13 (c) (ii) allows for the scour and cable protection plan to be amended after installation. However, Natural
England has concerns about the deployment of scour and cable protection across the entire lifetime of the project. We advise the
Applicant amends the condition to make it clear the plan may only be amended and resubmitted to a maximum period of ten years after
commencement of operation.

Comments raised on schedule 10 also apply to Schedules 11, 12 and 13 where similar conditions exist.

Natural England does not agree with the requirement for this plan to be submitted 4 months prior to construction. Natural England

that the timing is amended to require the Site Implementation Plan (SIP) to be submitted no earlier than 9 months and no
later than 6 months prior to commencement.

Comments raised on schedule 10 also apply to Schedules 11, 12 and 13 where similar conditions exist.

Natural England does not consider 4 months an appropriate timeframe to approve all plans and documentation. Natural England
recommends amending the time period to 6 months or adopt a more document specific timing requirement. We are willing to discuss
with the Applicant and the MMO a more document specific timing requirement.

Comments raised on schedule 10 also apply to Schedules 11, 12 and 13 where similar conditions exist.

10,11

Natural England notes that Schedule 10 Part 2 condition 20 specifies the requirement of monitoring only. This monitoring is required due
ment within the condition for the applicant, or regulatory authority,

given to amending the monitoring requirements to make it clear that, f identified impacts are in excess of those assessed, there is a need
to provide a consideration of appropriate action that could be taken.

Comments raised on schedule 10 also apply to Schedules 11, 12 and 13 where similar conditions exist.

12,13

Natural England notes that Schedule 12 Part 2 Condition 19 does not contain a requirement for post construction monitoring of the
Cromer Shoals Chalk Bed (CSCB) MCZ. Natural England advises that text should be added to this condition to make it clear the need to
monitor the works within the MCZ are secured. The monitoring condition should also secure the requirement to take appropriate
restoration measures or mitigations should the monitoring highlight an impact of concern beyond that predicted in the ES.

Comments raised on Schedule 12 also apply to schedule 13 where similar conditions exist.

14,20

Natural England welcomes the requirements of Schedule 17 Part 1 and 2, conditions 2 and 11 to submit the plan of works to the Sandwich
Tern Compensation Steering Group and the Kittiwake Compensation Steering Group. We are however concerned that there is no
requirement for consultation with the proposed members of the group prior to submission. The plan of works should only be agreed once
the proposed members have been able to voice concerns, as has been the case with other OWF steering groups.

Natural England advises these conditions are amended to include a requirement to consult the membership of the steering groups prior to|
approval of the plans.

15,21

Natural England advises that the Applicant considers amending the wording of Schedule 17 Part 1 and 2 Conditions 3 and 12 to ensure that,
the submission of the monitoring plan is in accordance with the timetable and process approved under the plan of works. We recommend
amending the wording to make it clear the implementation and monitoring plans will be submitted at the appropriate juncture.

When choosing a suitable site to deliver is needed on the potential for changes to
environmental conditions at the location. These should include the potential for nearby developments that might reduce the effectiveness
of the delivered as part of this

17,24

Natural England appreciates that monitoring is secured within conditions Schedule 17 Part 1and 2 Conditions 4 (1) (f) and (2) (f) and 13 (7).
This includes a requirement to implement adaptive management, or alternative compensation where monitoring reveals that impacts
have reached certain thresholds. However, nowhere within the schedule s it secured that adaptive management measures, or alternative
compensation measures must be implemented as approved. Natural England advises that the wording is amended to reflect this

The conditions set out in Schedule 17 Part 1 and 2 Conditions 5 and 14 disapply conditions 6,7 and 8 as well as 15, 16 and 17 of the same
schedule respectively. These provisions depend, at least partially, on a third party delivering the compensation. As this third party would
be outside of the DCO, Natural England queries what would happen should the third party fail to deliver compensation?

A15

19

Condition 6 does not secure  time requirement for the delivery of the compensation. Natural England advises that timing requirement
should be included for both proposals.

Docume

't Used: [APP-083]

7.1 In-Principle Cromer Shoal Chalk Bed Marine Conservation Zone Measures of Equivalent Envi Benefit Plan

See comment on DCO Schedule 17 Part 1 and 2 condition 3 (a) and 12 (a) (Point A11)

Natural England advises that the requirement for a marine licence should also include the timetables for expected issue of a marine
licence and a that licence can be obtained within the timescales of the plan.

‘Annex D condition 22 secures that no works may commence until the plan is approved. However, it does not secure the measures of
benefit being undertaken prior to works. We consider that it is important the plan secures that compensation measures will be in place
and functioning prior to the impact occurring

Docume

t Used: 9.5 SEP an:

DEP Offshore In-Principle Monitoring Plan [APP-289]

N/A

Additional comment. Natural England advises of the importance of securing a mechanism for adaptive management within the DCO.

We advise the bulleted list in Para. 20 of the Offshore IPMP [App-289] omits this key consideration, and that the potential for certain

to trigger the of (with associated monitoring of those measures) should be clearly stated in
relevant tables of the IPMP, and incorporated into the DCO conditions where relevant.

N/A

Additional Comment. As the projects have included a requirement for cable protection within the CSCB MCZ, Natural England advises that
' monitoring plan for any cable protection within the MCZ is included with the IPMP and secured within the DCO.

N/A

‘Additional Comment: In light of potential sediment disposal across the construction area including within the CSCB MCZ, Natural England
advises that pre-construction sediment contaminant monitoring will be required for the purposes of suitability for sediment disposal. We
advise this must be agreed with the MMO/CEFAS and secured within the DCO/DML.

Additional Comment: Natural England is concerned that no monitoring has been outlined which would provide evidence of the impacts of
underwater noise to marine mammals. Please note that if the mitigation measures outlined in the MMMP are found to be insufficient
then the DCO or another named plan must secure the action to be taken to address the identified issues and further monitored

N/A

Additional Comment: Subject to Natural England's final position:
« orni monitoring of subject to (kittiwake, Sandwich tern and potentially guillemots, razorbills
and red-throated diver) should be conducted at the windfarm site as well as at the compensation sites.

« Other species that are close to adverse effect (under HRA) or moderate adverse (under EIA) to be included as targets for monitoring.
« Any other key areas of uncertainty that feed into the impact assessment should be included, for example sandwich tern flight
speed/flight height, survival rates etc.

‘Additional Comments Since

elevant Representation

Additional comment: Natural England advises that the Landscape management plan and the Ecological management plan required in
Schedule 2 part 1 requirements 12 and 14 should be amalgamated into an outline landscape environmental management strategy

A2
N/A (OLEMS). This was identified within App. | of Natural England's Relevant Representation [RR-063] and should have been included in Annex
A [RR-063] as well for clarity. See Onshore Ecology Tab |, Point 113
a25 WA ‘Additional Comment: Natural England wishes to work with the Applicant to secure a condition for strategic pink footed geese mitigation

See tab | - Terrestrial Ecology Point I10.

Page 4 0f 12



8- Offshore Ornithology Natural England's Risk and Issues Log - Deadline 1

Point Number(s) RAG Status

Point Appendix B AAND DEP Appendix L 3] ::I a;: WR Consultation, actions, progression icti i tatic ctic i RAG status D4
IRR-063] i

[APP-097] Chapter 11 Offshore Ornithology 6.1.11. Doc RefC282-RH-2-GA-00031

Collision Risk Management (CRM) Parameters: We would advise that, as a minimum, revised figures based on a subset of variables (i.e. using
mean density CRM m the Natural England’s interim guidance note) are presented for Sandwich
andpoint7 |t 1, kittiwak gull lesser black backed little gull, tion 2 and Appendix B1 of [RR-063]
Natural England.

Natural England's Position: Natural England has identified significant adverse impacts at the EIA scale to gannet, kittiwake, great black-backed
gull, guillemot, razorbill and red-throated diver (RTD) irrespective of whether SEP and DEP are included in the cumulative totals. SEP and DEP
will be making an additional contribution to those totals.

At the end of the Hornsea Project Four Natural England could not rul onth the
Kitiwake, gt asoril and seabird features o te Flamborough ey Coast FFC)SPA, rrespective o whether SEPand DEP were
included in th bi totals. We have be ruled out for sandwich tern
at the North Norfolk Coast SPA. Again, SEP and DEP will make contributions to the in-combination impacts.

In the case of HRA, where SEP and DEP make an additional contribution to the b impact, then a d will be:
required, unless the impact can be substantially mitigated. Where impacts have been deemed to be significant at the EIA scale, the Applicant
should demonstrate that its contribution to those impacts has been duly reduced through mitigation.

2

‘Summary Section 3

Providing there are no further significant changes to the collision and displacement figures provided for SEP and DEP, Natural England is
likely to reach a conclusion of no Adverse Effect on Integrity (AEOI) SPA gannet considering the b impact
including SEP and DEP.

We have I 01 bi for the LBBG feature at Alde-Ore Estuary SPA and RTD feature
at the Outer Thames Estuary SPA. We also have concerns about adverse effects on the Greater Wash SPA RTD feature.

Em\og\cally Defined Minimum Population Size (BDMPS) Apportioning in Natural England d
bresented for aualifvin features within mean max and mean mex olus one standard deviation (D).
sow for Gannetin the Natural England advises that it is not appropriate to correct the
BDMPS apportioning in the non-breeding season for the proportion of adults (or adult types in the case of kittiwakes) observed in the at sea
survey data. The proportion of adults is already corrected for with the BOMPS figures, and applying this correction ‘double corrects’,
reducin the level (albeit to a relativelv
d Filey Coast SPA: i i the FFC SPA seabird assemblage, will need
o part of impacts on the seabird assemblage in the HRA.
Mitigation Hieray for DEP that in in DEP N (a5 opposed to turbines in
both DEP N and DEP S), this scenario ith the mitigation hierarchy, as it increases the impact to key species which are
86| Summary Section 10 [sensitive to collision. Natural England recommends this scenario is not progressed into any DCO that might be granted, as it departs from the
mitigation hierarchy, would increase th concern and raise the proposed
measures. ‘which is inevitably uncertain.

8

Summary Section 4

B4 | Summary Section

B5 | Summary Section 6

Updating Cumulative and In Combination Totals: As the h b din the

submission will need to be updated to reflect v projects Project Four

examinationhas resulted n Ntural Enland advising Aol on a number of qualying features at FFC SPA. Natural England il need toreceve
for can provide our final advice.

87 | summary Section 11

Document Used: [APP-097] Chapter 11 Offshore Ornithology- 1L Doc ReiC:

The Appli nsider i the dif i n length for RTD as presented by the Applicant would impact the assessment

1 (and Summary | 29tcOMe, and consider seasonal estrictons to vessel movements nthe SPA between 15t November and 31st March. Further investigation

88 Sectiond) the Greater Wash SPA (and Outer Thames Estuary SPA) is needed, and the mitigation hierarchy
applled o minimise the potential for SEP and DEP to contrbute to these effects. Residual effects should be considered n tandem with

fr the SEP arrav.

Natural England recommends i i [RR-063] L iting pressures in the wider

i i information on impacts of Highly Path ian Influenza (HPAI)
89 2 to key species/colonies of relevance to the SEP and DEP appli + Sandwich tern, kittiwake, guillemot, razorbill little gull, RTD,
gannet, L8BG), puffin, colonies: Flamborough & Fiey Coast SPA, North Norfolk Coast SPA, Alde-Ore Estuary SPA, Greater Wash SPA). We
advise the HPAI for the update

t uses data from Fleissbech et al (2019). However, Natural England
advises it may make more sense to just extend the predicted operational impact by 1-2 years rather than going through the process of
810 a that, as develops, there are more and more turbines present in the array
site which may (whether operational or not) cause displacement. This is only relevant f there is a need for population modelling (.. the
period of impact is 42 years rather than 40 years),

Natural England recommend: i B for EIA, and notes that for some
species Jation scale is i pop: outline of this issue i point 4 (83) above.

Regarding the assessment of impacts on RTD: please note the latest Statutory Nature Conservation Body (SNCB) advice. -
hub, b

B12 6

Natural England advises that Rampion 2 PEIR was published in Aug 2021
- This should be included in totals where appropriate. We acknowledge that the
Applican lans (o update the assessment with up-to-date Hornsea Project 4 totals,We highlght that a number of OWF PEIRs are anti
in early 2023, and hould be used

B13 8

[APPOS9] 5.4 Report to In: i r T
Itis unclear why Dudgeon Extension Project (DEP) is not being considered for operational phase effects, given that O&M vessels may transit
through the Greater Wash SPA on route to the array.

814 9
Natural England advises the Applicant considers impacts on O&M vessels from DEP as well as Sheringham Extension Project (SEP), or clrify
that O&M vessels from Great Yarmouth will not enter the SPA.

‘s aminimum, the best practice protocol for all vessel movements through the SPA should be adhered to (see EAIN/EA2 pre-determination
submissions regarding the details of the protocol). However, at this stage we are uncertain that this will be sufficient to avoid the project

fr it i rse ef .
a1s 1012 ‘om contributing to potential adverse effects on the Greater Wash SPA.

Natural England recommends that the i i ion on extent of avail inthe SPA d.
the need for a seasonal restriction to cable installation works between 1st November to 31st March inclusive or other mitigation measures.

We note that the gradient approach to RTD displacement, as used in EAIN and EA2 has been presented within the RIAA. This accords with
advice given in the ETG, but please note Natural England has recently provided updated advice on appropriate gradients, please see advice n|
Appendix B Table 3 of [RR-063] Relevant Representation of Natural England. Natural England advises the Applicant amends the tables/results
accordingly.

816 1

22.81% of the Great h SPA already falls within 12km of an OWF. This inevitably raises the
concern that th from to which SEP could add further operational displacement .. an in-
i . This matter will need further discussion during ion. We note in Para. 1 part of the area
impacted ied for species other than RTD. ises this be quantified and
817 13 explored in more detail.

Natural England advises further investigation of the significance of the impacted area to RTD is needed to help better understand the likely

hould

Data Natural England holds from the NNR manager for the colonies in question present some discrepancies, mainly minor. Please see Table

85 of Appendix B [RR-063] Relevant We have already provided

B18 14 the data to the Applicant. The key discrepancy is that there is productivity data for Scolt Head in the Seabird Monitoring Programme in 2019

(where the Table reads no data). Natural England advises the Applicant to update the figures - and explore whether the changes warrant an

uodated PVA.

Natural England accepts there is potential for sandwich tern to be displaced, and while we welcome the review of possible evidence and the

inclusion of this in we do evidence base s v this stage

Avoidance into the collsion risk assessment.

Natural England will base our concl collision alone and together (but not with the inclusion of macro

avldance n the collson assessment). However, we note thtth adised change o the avodance rat orsandichtems from 985 to 5%
ith

Pleaee note Natural England recommends the use of the published mgm speed (Fijn and Gyimesi (2018)) of 103 m/s), as opposed to the

selected flight speed of Filn and Collier (2020) at 8.3 m/s, however we recognise the value in colony specific evidence and will take note of

both outputs when forming our advice. Note also the advised changed AR of 99% - the use of a 50% MA and 98% AR is the equivalent of 0%

MAznd 99% AR.

B19 15

820 16
We advise that the Applicant should refer to the new CRM parameter guidance (see Appendix B1 of [RR-063] Relevant Representation of
Natural England) and present the CRM setoutin the new g 0 |, butlimited to a subset of
mean values only (i the 95% CI/SDs of kev parameters).

We note a number of scenarios have been presented repr g the range of p practical built Natural
England requires that an ‘as-buit’ scenario is 'legally secure' and as such the starting point for assessment will be Scenario A. However, we

will a0 take note of Scenario C (which is as built,
presented, which s allegally secured parameters (for this it would presumably be scenario A but with Dudgeon reflecting the as-built?).

821 18

SEP and DEP are both within mean max foraging range for Lesser Black . vet th ionir inthe
is 0% - this s despite presence o other nearer colonies, some of which are mich smale than Alde-Ore Estuary SPA. Natural
England advises it would be worth reviewing in the Norfolk iguard and EAIN/EA2 projects to see what data
was marshalled regarding non-SPA colonies in Suffolk (e, Lowestoft,as some of those may fall wthin the foraging rane. Natural England

i ht mortality to Alde-Ore SPAin the breeding season, considering

822 19

i the mean max foragine range.

not been calculated ly in the non-breeding season. The BOMPS proportions already take
account of the number of adultslikely to be present in the BOMPS, so it is not appropriate to correct (a second time) for the proportions of
2dults (or adult type in the case of Kittiwake) in the BOMPS. For example, for gannet in the post breeding/autumn migration season the
bea. t4.8%493.45%. Please orovide corrected fiaures.

HPAI appears to have spread rapidly within parts of the gannetry at FFC SPA in the 2022 breeding season. The consequences of this for the
gannet population and its future growth rate are not known, but may have implications for the impact assessment (and indeed for other
affected seabird species). d tokeep the project updated during the Examination.

824 21

We advise the impact assessment may need to be updated in the ight of HPAI impacts, though this cannot be confirmed at this stage (a point
2150 relevant to other seabirds affected by HPAI).

In the case of razorbill, we welcome the pr ion of a range of (30-70%) and mortality (1-10%) and will
rely on a range-based approach to form our position s th thi i i

we do not consi ion of ity (50% and 1%) for
the

B25 2
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D - Marine Mammals

Natural England's Risk and Issues Log - Deadline 1

INATURAL
ENGLAND)
::: RemberC] RAG Status Rel
Point Appendix D Taken from Natural England’s Relevant and Written Rep ions SEP AND DEP lix D - Marine [RR-063] and WR Rep actions, prog RAG Status D2 actions, prog RAG Status D3 actions, prog RAG Status D4
D1
[RR-063]

Document Used: [APP-191] 6.3.10.1 Marine Mammal Consultation Responses, Information and Survey Data.pdf

3457866 Natural England queries the methods used to determine seal abundance, both the reference population and abundance from the aerial
D1 ! ’(R’IA;\)’ surveys. Consequently, we are concerned that the number of harbour seals impacted has been underestimated, and so the impact on the
Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC.

Document used: [APP-192] 6.3.10.2 Underwater Noise Modelling Report

The Applicant should clarify how they will determine ADD duration/deployment for simultaneous piling and ensure the draft MMMP
D2 10 includes this measure. Should this increase the overall area over which ADD disturbance will occur, then this should be featured in the
revised ADD assessment (see point D5).

Document used: [APP-096] 6.1.10 Chapter 10 Marine Mammal Ecology

It is not clear whether simultaneous piling at one site is an option. If it is, the impacts of this scenario should be assessed as it may be the

D3 18, 75 (RIAA) worst case scenario for some impact pathways. For example, it should be assessed whether it would lead to greater overlap with the SNS
SAC.

D4 19 The number of animals impacted after mitigation has been applied should be assessed.

D5 21 An updated assessment of ADD disturbance, based on likely ADD duration, should be presented.

The approach taken may underestimate the seal usage of, and transit through, the site. More information on the movements of seals in

D6 24
the site and surrounding area, based on telemetry data, should be presented.

24,26, 27,28, 29, |The assessment of indirect impact to seals due to changes in prey should be revised following our comments on: seal usage of the site,
30, 31, 32, 42 (CIA [sensitivity of seals, likely responses of key prey, competition, recovery. Should the impact be determined as significant as a result, further

b7 Screening), 79, 80, | mitigation should be considered. Post-consent monitoring could also be considered to validate the assessment.
81 (RIAA) Following this, the impact pathway may also need further assessment in the CIA.
The values used in the cumulative impact assessment should be reviewed and revised where needed:
D8 33,34 - number of vessels during construction
- application of impact areas from SEP and DEP as 'standard' for offshore wind farms
The assessment concludes significant impacts from disturbance for grey seal and harbour porpoise in EIA terms. We do not agree that the
09 22,35,37 mitigation proposed will reduce the impact, therefore the residual impact is still significant. Further mitigation is needed to avoid a

significant disturbance impact. For harbour porpoise, further tools (e.g. DEPONS or iPCOD) could be used to investigate whether the
disturbance impact may be significant.

Document used: [APP-193] 6.3.10.3 Marine Mammals Cumulative Impact Assessment (CIA) Screening

D10 | 40 |The Applicant should provide further rationale as to why certain impacts have been screened out of the CIA.

D11 | 43, 85 (RIAA) |Mobi|e sources (geophysical, seismic surveys) should be assessed as mobile rather than point sources in the CIA.

Document used: [APP-288] 9.4 Draft Marine Mammal Mitigation Protocol

Natural England advises the Applicant provides information in the draft Marine Mammal Mitigation Protocol (MMMP) on the principles

D12 57,58 . ! N . . ™
that will guide the acoustic deterrent devices (ADD) duration for unexploded ordnance (UXO) clearance and piling.

Clarify whether variation in strike rate will be included as a mitigation measures. Ensure this is reflected in the draft MMMP and the
assessment.

D13 58

Document used: [APP-059] 5.4 Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment

The pathway of physical and permanent auditory injury should be taken through to Stage 2 of the HRA, so that mitigation is taken into

D14 65,70 .

account at the appropriate stage.
D15 67 The Applicant must undertake an in-combination assessment of impacts to the Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC population specifically.
D16 68 The assessment of impacts to seal SACs should include impacts to functionally connected habitat in the wider environment that is used by

the seal features. Taking this into account, LSE may not be able to be excluded for this pathway.

D17 75 The Applicant should consider committing to a maximum separation distance between piling that occurs on the same day.

The Applicant has identified the risk of a significant impact on harbour porpoise, in both EIA and HRA terms.

The Applicant should update their assessment of in-combination seasonal disturbance to the Southern North Sea SAC to reflect all noisy
activity that could occur through the season. Following this the area disturbed over a season may increase further.

D18 83, 84, 86 The Applicant should consider committing to additional mitigation at this stage to minimise the risk of AEol on the SNS SAC from noise
disturbance. Natural England has significant concerns over the effectiveness of multiple SIPs to reduce the risk. In particular the SIP has
limited measures to mitigate exceedence of the seasonal threshold. Further mitigation should also be considered to reduce the risk of a
significant effect on the harbour porpoise North Sea management unit population.

The Applicant has identified the risk of a significant impact on the grey seal feature of the Humber Estuary SAC. They have stated that it is
D19 90,93 not significant for several reasons that Natural England does not agree with. Further information is needed to demonstrate that an AEol
will not occur. And/or, the Applicant should commit to further mitigation to reduce the risk of significant disturbance.

The Applicant should update their assessment of barrier effects with information on movements (from telemetry data) and area lost due

D20 91
to the effects.

The Applicant should present an assessment of disturbance to harbour seals from the The Wash and North Norfolk Coast (WNNC) SAC

D21 94,95 . - "
during piling based on the 25km disturbance range from Russell et al. (2016).

Document used: [APP-289] 9.5 Offshore In Principle Monitoring Plan

D22 | N/A |New issue raised at deadline 1, see issues A21-A23 on the DCO/DML tab
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F - All Other Marine Matters

Natural England's Risk and Issues Log - Deadline 1

Point

Point Number(s)
from

Appendix F
[RR-063]

Taken from Natural England’s Relevant and Written Repr ions SEP AND DEP Appendix F - All Other Marine Matters
[RR-063]

RAG Status Rel
and WR Rep

Consultation, actions, progression

RAG Status D2

Consultation,
actions,
progression

RAG Status D3

Consultation,
actions,
progression

RAG Status D4

Document Used: [APP-093] 6.1.7 Chapter 7 Marine Water and Sediment Quality

F1

486

In light of sediment disposal potentially across the construction area including Cromer Shoal MCZ, we consider pre-construction sediment
contaminant monitoring will be required for the purposes of suitability for sediment disposal. We advise this must be agreed with the
MMO/CEFAS and secured within the DCO/DML.

F2

Document Used: [APP-094] 6.

1.8 Chapter 8 Benthic Ecology

Whilst Natural England welcomes the Applicant’s commitment to decommission cable protection within the MCZ we advise that an Outline
Decommissioning Plan should be provided at the consenting phase to secure and assess decommissioning activities in one location.
However, regarding the decision to leave in-situ scour protection, surface laid cables and external cable and crossing protection outside the
Cromer MCZ, we continue to advise that regardless of legislation, decommissioning should aim to remove infrastructure to avoid
irreversible (permanent) habitat loss, thus returning the seabed habitat to its pre-developed baseline status as required by OSPAR.

F3

10

Natural England welcomes the commitment to microsite around sensitive benthic features and habitats if identified by preconstruction
surveys, such as those protected under Annex 1 and UK priority habitats identified under Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006. However,
Natural England advises this commitment needs to be secured through a condition within the DCO/DML or within an outline named plan.
Natural England agrees any Annex | habitat such as Sabellaria spinulosa reef habitat identified would be outside of a site designated for
benthic features. However, with regard to footnote 6, we advise if Annex | habitat is identified the Applicant recognises their value to be
equivalent to if they were within an MPA. This forms part of the UK government strategy of achieving the UK Marine Strategy of achieving
Good Environmental Status (GES) of the UK wider seas regardless of whether sensitive species and habitats are located within an MPA
network. We advise the Applicant to be fully committed to the protected status of protected sensitive habitats and species, regardless of
whether they are located within a MPA.

F4

11

Natural England welcomes the Applicant's consideration of the guidance documents as outlined. However, when developing outlined
named plans, we advise that the Applicant also uses guidance developed by Natural England for “Environmental Considerations for
Offshore Wind and Cable Projects”. This includes “Offshore Wind Marine Environmental Assessments: Best Practice Advice for Evidence
and Data Standards” for baseline characterisation, pre-application, data and evidence expectations at examination and for post-consent
monitoring. In addition, advice is also provided on “Nature considerations and environmental best practice for subsea cables in English
inshore and UK offshore waters”.

F5

13

Natural England welcomes the characterisation of the out-cropping chalk feature observed from seabed video imagery at Station EC-26
adjacent to landfall using guidance within NERRO80 Natural England Marine Chalk characterisation Project.

However, Natural England continues to advise that across much of Cromer Shoal MCZ there are areas of subtidal chalk lying underneath a
thin veneer of sand/sediment which we also consider should be protected as outcropping chalk/subtidal Chalk Feature of Conservation
Importance (FOCI). This is in accordance with our advice on fishing activities and would ensure consistency with MCZ assessments
undertaken for other industries.

F6

14

We acknowledge the assessments for stony reef at Stations EC_03 and EC_24 were classed as ‘low ‘resemblance to stony reef according to
Irving (2009 and Golding (2020) and therefore at these locations where seabed imagery was acquired there was insufficient evidence to
classify as Annex | Reef Habitat. However we advise that the habitat classification for Station EC_03 of sublittoral coarse sediment (SS.SCS)
and Station EC_24 of circalittoral mixed sediment (55.SMx.CMx) are among the biotopes listed in Golding (2020) as biotopes where reef
may be found. As such we continue to advise that the potential for stony reef Annex | habitat is not entirely ruled out from pre-
construction survey assessment. We advise the Applicants commitment to avoid and microsite for Annex 1 habitats continues to include
Annex | stony reef as a precautionary measure and as such is secured in DCO/dML named outline plans.

F7

15,18

Itis stated "A section of transect SS_21A in the SEP wind farm site represented the biotope A4.231 ‘Piddocks with a sparse associated
fauna in sublittoral very soft chalk or clay™. This biotope is classed as illustrative of the UK BAP priority habitat ‘peat and clay exposures
with piddocks”. We request that the Applicant provides clarification on the classification of this habitat and as a precautionary measure
commitments to avoiding impacts to this feature if identified.

F8

16

Please be advised that, Sabellaria spinulosa reef of all quality is protected under Section 40 and 41 of the Natural Environmental and Rural
Communities (NERC) Act 2006. Therefore, outline DCO/dML named plans must be updated to demonstrate that due regard will be given to
the conservation of this habitat where it forms di ble reef.

F9

19,21,23

In the context of the conservation objectives for the features /habitats within the Cromer MCZ, Natural England advises that the sensitivity
of these habitats within the site should be considered high in recognition of their representative protection ‘value’ through the MCZ and
not medium as classified by MarESA. We advise that the impact significance of ‘moderate adverse’ is applied to both the assessment of the
habitats and biotopes within the MCZ and the WCS for Annex | / UK BAP priority habitat S. spinulosa reefs and the UK BAP priority habitat
‘peat and clay exposures with piddocks’. The assessments should be updated to inform the HRA/MCZ Assessments.

F10

20

We advise that a commitment is required to mitigate potential operational impacts during any operational and maintenance (0&M)
activities to ensure that every effort is made to avoid impacts to Annex | / UK BAP habitats if naturally present on the surrounding seabed.

F11

22

Impact 3: Long Term Habitat Loss. Natural England welcomes the commitment, as also outlined in the Outline CSCB MCZ CSIMP, to the use
of removable rock bags as cable protection, thus minimising permanent habitat loss within the MCZ. However, every effort should be made
to minimise the need for cable protection within the MCZ. Natural England advises that commitment to undertaking a stepwise approach
through the mitigation hierarchy.

F12

Document Used: [APP-188] Appendix 6.3. enthic Habitat Mapping

24

Figs. 22 and 23 provides best available evidence of sediment most likely to support herring spawning and sand eel habitats. We advise that
this highlights the importance of DEP N to sand eels and thereby Annex | Sandwich terns. We advise further consideration is given to
removal of turbines from DEP N

Document Used: [APP-190] Appendix 6.3.9.1 — Fish and Shellfish Ecology Baseline Technical Report

F13

25,26

Natural England note that data from otter trawl surveys in 2005 and 2008 showed that herring was the most abundant species caught.
Additionally, pre and post-construction herring spawning surveys were conducted in 2009 and 2010. Both data sets support herring being a
key prey resource for Annex | Sandwich terns in the second part of the breeding season. However, in both instances, Natural England
acknowledges the age of the data. And, while we defer to CEFAS for recommendations of further data sources to complement this data
and potential requirement for pre-construction surveys, we highlight the wider ecosystem benefits in terms of management measures for
Annex | birds from further data collection. Natural England will continue to discuss this with the Applicant and other interested parties.

F14

Document Used: [APP-192] A

endix 6.3.10.2 — Underwater Noise Modelling Report

27

Natural England advise further underwater noise assessment is undertaken which includes concurrent piling from SEP and DEP. However,
Natural England defers to CEFAS to assess the outcomes from this iti for fish species.

't Used: [APP-296] 9

.9 Offshore Operation and Mai Plan (OOMP)

F15

28,29,30,31, 21

Natural England advises that because O&M activities are only mentioned and not clearly defined we do not believe that they have been
assessed and therefore further information is required to undertake any HRA/MCZ assessment.

Natural England advises more information is required on what is considered to be ‘corrective work’ and if that is permitted on the DML.
The following information is required to assess the impacts from O&M activities:
sBumber of vessel transits per activity per day/month

#liming of planned maintenance work

*Bgree what are emergency works

*Beparate out inside MCZ with outside MCZ and other designated sites

*Blonitoring to be undertaken to inform 5 yearly review

*How often will a sub-bottom profiler be used and how will the noise be taken account of
*Bolume of additional scour prevention around the turbines over the project lifetime

*H scour/cable protection in new location — where, how much etc.

*Bonfirm bird scarers are not noisy scarers which can disturb Annex | birds

*Blore detail on the use of drones for offshore inspections

Page 9 of 12



G- Cromer Mz Natural England's Risk and Issues Log - Deadline 1

Point Number(s) RAG Status el
Point | Appendix 6 MCZ [RR-063) and WR Rep | Consultation, actions, progression SASSES | Consultation,actons,progression RASSES | consultation,actons,progression
RR.0631 1
Broadscale theme
‘tagree with th [ tin relation to impacts
o | an s or
bjectives for the site will be hindered. Please see Annex 1 of [RR-063] Natural England's Relevant and Written Representations SEP
|AND DEP Aooendix G - Cromer MCZ for fu on bosition
Whilst M tsof Teatures akin to Annex | habitats
th thatare FOCI or have function wit ic
e 2 be avoided. Unless th , reduce or mitigate imp: ots
Stase
Para. 193 [APP-077). Natural England advises that calculating impacts as  percentage of the whole MCZ s misleading given the size of
= 3 the site. The impactsfrom SEP and DEP combined are stil sizeable at 0.19ha from cable protection. Natural England queries ffurther
th t o
2 hange/l
Natural England welcomes consideration of remova of cable protection at the time of decommissioning. If emoval could be achieved,
lfetime of (40 vears) and p e
e B thisimpact s lasting/lon term and site /t be assured, Natural England':
lkely remain regarding the impact o the proposals on the canservation objectives for the site. Accordingly, we advise that a more
pproach s required when P designated alone and
offset th 4
Broadscale th I v
‘Cagree with th 2 in Para. 268 of (APP-077) that there will be no signfficant risk of the
- e activity hindering the achievement of the conservation objectives for Cromer Shoal Chalk Beds (CSC8) MCZ. Of particular concern i the
g area of which hould cable protection be placed in ths
location then o to features will not be achieved
Broadscale TiEs)
whis, he Marineand provide an
cumulative when assessing the impacts of lcensable actviies upon an MCZ; we
w e agree with orderto under section 69 (1) of the MCAA, in combination
g dered. We acknowedge tht Para. 31 ofthe Stge 1 MCZ Assesment (APP-07]considrs TIER 0
Informcha s, Howevr, e i thtthe 2013 gdance n TIER as b pcate i NturalErlands st Pt
Guidance of IRR-0631
" :
ey o s Seelprt - ompremb . o e st 1 ot Comrtaion e 80 1o ot oA
spring 2023
" (and or) SEP combined with and
Oiland /
6 | 010,112 |t CSCBMEE Theisofand observed,recuction i designated h < andforis et o rise o
tn fy I be taken
future. e MCa e s, netrol o g
the sk the ifetime of projects.
we that Applicant’s p ' the MCZ will need to of the mitigation hierarchy to avold,
reduce and mitga aise.
hall
Whilst of have been it does not
agree with the Applicant's asessment that CSCB MCZ Subtidal Chalk FOCI s are restricted to these areas. Across much of the ite there
= 3 are areas of subtidal chalk lying underneath a thin We
eneer shtd b coniderd s bt hak feture H0C1 20) when asesing mpacs T sinscordance ith ou dvce an
we aduse tht 5
We note that th biotope mapping (IAPP-075] dix 2) s based on the veneer within the glacial channel
rather than h tgn with our may be able to agree with an
assessment that ndicates that if cables e installed as described within the veneer, chalk will ot be physically mpacted, ths position
o 4 would e proposed in th matter the current tabilty of the sediments within th glacial
channel
Tocating the HDD exitpits in any area of
10 * the this can't be secured in the DCO/AML
Reduce e of gt ales houghuse of VO st o cnrted
Section 5.1 (Para. 47) notes the g windfarms
61 160 i option du to th ecaogicl benefs bt for marineand tresta eceptos. Otherwise, we would rongly encourage
an integrated proe HDD ducts for both SEP and DEP being installed when the
first 1o reduce the imoacts.
Wicrositng cables around reef and other features. England notes that this I referred to n the various
o . SePand MCZ, but equally th 25 2 condition on the face of the DCO/dML. Natural England would
elcome this being seeured 3 coniion. Seetm A of he DCO/OME e
Sandwave q externalcable protection: Natural England notes that
o et there is no rea ez, this mitigation
‘Adoption of the reburia herarchy with external cable protection bein o
cu 160 el erarchy . An utineof e process for rburl shold s i wit e MCZCoble Spticaton natton
Pre consent undertake a cable burial rsk
are ikely to b 0 apply for -case scenario: Whilt, the Applicant has
a5 16h ndartsen s sl bt sy 7.1 1172 (PP 252 0 58] the 1ol e and r elan o being undted poe
consent. Therefore, there i no indication of the areas most likely to require cable protection. We advise that more information is
required
England notes plastic
protection covers have been included as an option to reduce the footprint of any cable protection. But thisstill has similar impacts to
e o concrete mattresses, Therefc the ury cables have not
We a further by the Apol rt of
o - Nous f jack-up barges aang exprtcble rotes hroughberic MPA: NaturlEnland acvises urthr corsdratin f s
1492061
avoid g oting stil go through
these areas: has been the byelaw areas and potentia to hinder
o8 tom a Zthat igned to achieve. We would
this.
function of geogs Due to the req remove the cable
Broadscale ther i
Natural England would welcome more information on how, if equired (based on the instalation techniquel, sediment will be removed
= 7 at the exitpi(s), stored and redistributed. An We advise that Section 8
of the 1APP-0771 MCZ Stase | this aspect.
rosdscle Theme 7 SecondaryScou
@ s [ consideration in the [APP-077] Stage | MCZ assessment (para. 192, 197 ‘ | ‘ | ‘ |
[APP-080] Sea Bed Disturbance Impacts from Unexploded Ordinance (UX0) Clearance
of ORDTER (2018)
However, we advise that further nformation is required in relation to the depth of any crater and the impacts this may have on any
a2 19 tand clay. In p . P likely to destroyed as part of
Limited function in additon, we advise
that imoacts Three
[APP-081] P e e . Native Oster Beds
Natural England advises that the dea behind the MEEB option issound .. the recreation of mixed sedimen/reef epifauna
iigh within the Cromer Shoal
MCZ. The Cromer d sediment In I subfeatures to that of there s no
23 | 20,21,22,23 | curTentrequirement to restore/enhance these habitats. NaturalEnglan therefore advses agaist the placement o clutch and
restoration of an Oyster bed in the middle of a mixed
be better to extend/enhance the area of the mixed sediment on the boundary with impoverished coarse sediment .g. n the centre of
the ‘¢ shaped mixed sediment area or north/south of the blue rectangle
[APP-083] 5.7.1 Appendix 1 - In-Principle Cromer Shoal Chalk Beds (CSCB] M: i T n & [App084] i ion and Measures of Equi Benefit
Natural England advises that regardless of the potential project progression scenarios the size/scale of oyster bed is dependent on
o 225 |ScoloBcal functionlly and theefore wil not change. required ito occur
prior ut may not be
(para, 531
625 2 <ould form part of ap h s with our advice o the Secretary
o State (daed 20 anuary 022)on Horsea reet Thee, 15 challengin t demonstate ot this option wiloffsct haitat s
s been done on 31
had » o400 031 would e could be made to this end
[APP-182] - Sedimentary Processes in the Cromer Shoal Chalk Beds MCZ & [APP-183] 6.3.64 4~ Sheringham Shoal Nearshore Cable Route.
Natural England notes the age of the data presented in APP-182 and advises that consideration of more recent data included within
= 30 other the site. Ofp is the use of the stable
nature of
Natural England notes that, in some places, sediment veneer i likely to be less than 1m, with 0.3 - 25m stated at Section 5.1.2 [APP-
18] through installation or further external cable protection
=3 332 |asper 15 GB, 69 and G10, d (Hocl
20). Natural England advises that impacts to peat and clay should also be aveided from cable instalation and potential cable
orotection.
[APP-283]8.1.C:
Natural England would welcome the adoption of an ntegrated system and 1fthe projects are taken|
o0 . forward sep Applcant to commit to for both projects when the first
prjct s st pesvel o) mr dewsloment s Nt Engnd s 3t houl i pproch v
adopted then many of the impsets wil
157 Outl hoal Chalk Beds (C5CB) e Installation and (csimp)
= 4 o offof be required in the relevant SNCB.
o - dvises that where veneer there should
Natural England notes that the nformation included i Fig. 2 and 3.1 para 12) doesn't
=3 3 3.8.5 (APP-188) Fig. 14 dvises the CSIMPis the more detailed Information provided in
highlights plan wil need
633 kY ies. For exampl,potental distrbance/dislacement Impact o Annex | Red Thoated Oiver and possible mplcations of migating
impacts to the Greater Wash SPA.
Natural England highlights the need for the adaptive hould
= 8 unforeseen 4 nto the CSIMP. See item A21
of the DCO/OML tab,
o - o reauied yet o be sgreed
Maintenance plan. Natural England in the CSIMP.
tural ngan adises ht ayncess i th aciprin of el protection within he M2 durn the oprains e f e
= 2 proje licence due to the
me
Risk «
o advises that standard st rctice
Howevr, for these d cabl o
7 a1 s ble. We would be collected prior to cable
instalation to inform off d this should be secured in the DCO/dML
or named olan
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[ point/paragrap s Rell
RAG Status RAG Status RAG Status
o [ e s and WR Rep | Consutation, actions, progression by Consultaion, acions, progression by Consuitation, acions, progression b
fRe.0631
Broadscale Theme 1 "Statutory Purpose of the Norfolk NCAONB]"
NaturalEngland agrees with the conclusion drawn in Para. 591 of 6.1.25, [APP-111] that the effects onthe statutory purpose of the
the NCAONB will b of a esser extent compared
" “ 1o those from SEP. 5. SVIA (4PP-111] and
maintains that te effects are signficant and adverse
» v Natural pa
4 ).
justiication Natural i
W 12,1316
the indicative ayouts of the SEP and DEP array. Howener, isal of d do not
NeAON
Nenra rgand 5 ol el Ipac o SE7 3 7o e i purpose o e CAONS il bvr
moderate, ak ot in €A terms Natural and DEP will arm the natural beauty of
the NCAONE because:
+ Heights iala
NCAONB was designated.
+ Closest coastines to SEP and DEP combined are within NCAONS and SEP in iscltion withithe NCAONS and the North Norfolk
Heritage coast (NNHC
. @ progor and DEP and Farms (OWE) will
viewed from the NCAON and NHHC
3 w1 | sep and for
proposed proj
. i
+ Eisting purpos (ChONBS.
We further further Ireac
occurred
Broadsc VA owE
Para. 76 [A0P-111] impl 2 535, GLUAY proides o
threshold of €1 terms; “ a5 stated n Para. 332
Ha | point2, 163, 168 | B
effects of purpos tis subject.
Natural England agrees with Paras. 125 and 128 [APP-111] . We would
merited N
s | Point2, 166, 166, | Whit the concusion made in Para. 531.A (4PP-11.1] that SEP and DEP would no be visibe rom many areasof the AONS' i correct it
16e i NG
Broadsc -
3 NCAONS
question" harm ta the AONB proposed by SEP and
e | 17188, 180,186, [oEP?” &
184,18 P and DEP. Jone and togeth
S0 1 Exper 1 gt (E70) el on 1y 2021, e G s s and DEP
ouroose of the
25 (AeP135 0
) 186 purpos
stting of the NCAON and the NCAONS.
Applicant agreed o supply ext at the ETG meeting on 2nd February 2022 detaling a comparison between SEP and DEP and other
He 188 d arrays visible €5 be
included a¢ pat of the exn
Broadscale Theme 4 Tandscapes - National TR
=
Ho Pointa |purposes fndscapes. tura and DEP il the
NCAONS: sense of remort d wildness' (ON 6),
6 n Para. 509 (APP-111] "OWFS on QN8 6 are iread
Eport Wit the NCAONS Managernt lan. S ad DP wil a ger turine o the sescape SeCtin o he NCAONS, i
o | 1o asc | Willcausea further, and significant oss to QNB 6, The statement however,
g (Pars 522310 531 of e SP 304 OE SLVIA 191 oes o sty et o ofasense of remteness, tranquily, and
SEP and DEP. sroups impacted
s kyglow”
create (Para. 529 [APP-111). Further to this,there s (APP-311] which
D and Para, 529 (APP- m] i et o ks ol
w1 194
003) staes that “Lighting the
orizontal s and and DEPsie s
Natural i
o dear
breaks. For nstance in Figure 25.21 [App-138), Figure 25.24 [APP-141) and Figure 25.26 [APP-143] where the pattern oflights appears
Hi2 19 2.251of ) pread and increased height o ighting
would ‘s an Howeer, "
and how’ this can be adressed.
been
has this been ¢ (Para. 252 of the SEP and DEP SVIA [APP-111]). We acvse that day and
[ 19 | nightviewsare nd leminations ather than
disance, Tattr being ight. Natural
draw thei conclusions
Broadscale Theme 5. 14°P-311] Impacts on the QNG of NCAONS™
N 23
Ha 20 his
affect
e e
115 | bl 102 |compromed he sty parprs o e AOND e o f SE ndGE it tesescae of heNAONDcnal e
al o
a greater spread ans2 e
Natural
HIG | Table 12 ANS3 | poer, it suesests be Red 1128 to H32) for rationale
Sense of remoteness, RAG status of Amber,
17| Toble 12 NS |, shouid be fed on 4 (Points 9 to H13) for ationale
Broadscale Theme 6 "Design Objectve 11 stinciive and unique characte 25t AONB and Views out 1o sea”
T althoug
o ronts | MeralE
o e the Section
22 Consultat oersist,
(CAONS ¢ Para
3350fthe, a We would alo ke
20 21 and 0 and 1km
i poi (well beyond 1km wrbines of
S6P and DEP.
Froma s, principle, in section 6.3.4 of the Design
r2 u 611APP312), 1426 to W29,
b2ty from key viewpoints, hythm, spacing: We
woz | T [suerr twould oo have
haneed be the consentine ohas
et oot e bt of drbatos s - et 5 e e onep e S TE
s | Toble 2tovout m for
objective | Dudgeon and 265- oeP il Theref s unclear a5 to
arbines within an array o sgniicant
outlers: We support coastine
voa | T2 avout [ from which G5km).Natural DEP SVIA (49P-111] reports
objective 3 o , or whether ndif
<0, how?
deres, Y
Table. 2 Layout d those
was
objectived |10 achi is (ap-111)
whether th and i s0_ how?
Broadscale Theme 7. 25 NCAONS should process "Worst Case Scenario Options”
purpos west . needs to
Furth 25610 330m, and of 2
an daitonal
W | 23,200 30andss
However, num
3 265m, would stll resut the NCAON.
K Teight of S0m above HAT, at
the coast. Natural
27 24 the N ther, it i unclear o Natural
subtaton wlinhe 9ot res wald b g o gher (anS0m) i he develapmentscnario where s el susain
iRl Treme BTty of Lndsape chracte Tys”
7
Point 8, 252, Norfolk and Natural
W28 abea | england: [R8-063)) and remain
Janificant
Coastal Shef, is
129 295 | nigh or thereasons outined within Table 5 of App. H [RR-063]).
o Jon | Weremain ndsagreement with the DEP and SEP SVIAAPP-L11] judgements regarding the magaitude of effects from SEP and OEP on
1 Shel,
Regarcing. Coasta She, isin
S1of 2021, we
e 2o SEP and DEP (265m) is ovr twice the turbine height used to
infor 201
effect The SIVA statesthat effects on
and DEP il be visble, would be ‘at most, small scale effects’ (Para
a2 25biv {303 SEP and DEP SVIA [APP-111]). Thi statement contracicts analyses shown within Table 25-16 (SEP and DEP SVIA [A%P-111]), which
i Natural with.
this within the asessments
Broadscale Theme : "Scale of ffects on SEP and DEP ¥ purpose of the NCAONS 3
T
remains and DEP purpos | ‘
H33_| points, 262,260 |\ &
Broadscale Theme 10" V1 3
A it mitigation measure during the construction phase, should both projects be approved, i for the onshore cablng to be Installed
is for both
aa 2
projects. AoNB is dfor
- " ” s The NCAONS These local
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