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Glossary of Acronyms 

CIA Cumulative Impact Assessment 

DEP Dudgeon Offshore Wind Farm Extension Project 

DOW Dudgeon Offshore Wind Farm 

EC European Commission 

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment 

JNCC Joint Nature Conservation Committee  

OWF Offshore Wind Farm 

RB Race Bank Offshore Wind Farm 

RR Relevant Representation 

SEP Sheringham Offshore Wind Farm Extension Project 

SOW Sheringham Shoal Offshore Wind Farm 

TK Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm 

SEL Scira Extension Limited 

DEL Dudgeon Extension Limited 

ES Environmental Statement 

BDMPS Biologically Defined Minimum Population Size 

CI Confidence interval 

UCI Upper Confidence interval 

LCI Lower Confidence Interval 
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Glossary of Terms 

Dudgeon Offshore Wind Farm 
Extension Project (DEP) 

The Dudgeon Offshore Wind Farm Extension onshore 
and offshore sites including all onshore and offshore 
infrastructure. 

Sheringham Shoal Offshore 
Wind Farm Extension Project 
(SEP) 

The Sheringham Shoal Offshore Wind Farm Extension 
onshore and offshore sites including all onshore and 
offshore infrastructure. 

The Applicant Equinor New Energy Limited. As the owners of SEP 
and DEP, Scira Extension Limited (SEL) and Dudgeon 
Extension Limited (DEL) are the named undertakers 
that have the benefit of the DCO. References in this 
document to obligations on, or commitments by, ‘the 
Applicant’ are given on behalf of SEL and DEL as the 
undertakers of SEP and DEP.   
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1 Introduction 

 This document presents an update to the Collision Risk Modelling (CRM) work 
undertaken as part of the assessment of the Sheringham Shoal Offshore Wind Farm 
Extension Project (SEP) and Dudgeon Offshore Wind Farm Extension Project 
(DEP) on offshore ornithology receptors. This update has been undertaken at the 
suggestion of Natural England, who in a Discretionary Advice Service (DAS) letter 
of 16/09/2022 (and subsequently in the Natural England Relevant Representation 
(RR) [RR-063]), indicated that potential collision estimates should be recalculated 
for the following species to account for Natural England’s draft updated advice on 
CRM parameters, as provided in Appendix B1 of the Natural England RR [RR-063]: 
• Sandwich tern; 
• Gannet; 
• Kittiwake; 
• Great black-backed gull; 
• Lesser black-backed gull; and 
• Little gull. 

 The recalculated annual collision estimates for SEP, DEP, and SEP and DEP 
combined are considered in the context of appropriate background populations and 
published mortality rates (Section 2.2). The updated SEP and DEP CRM outputs 
by month are provided in Appendix 1. Whilst it was agreed with Natural England at 
a meeting on 22 November 2022 to use a correction factor to recalculate collision 
risk mortalities, the Applicant has instead taken the more comprehensive approach 
to re-run the CRM for the above species to enable full transparency of the revised 
assessments. 

 In addition to project-alone collision rates, cumulative collision rates have been 
recalculated and presented for the relevant species (i.e. all except little gull). The 
findings are put into context in a similar manner to the recalculated project-alone 
collision rates. The updated cumulative collision CRM outputs are provided in 
Appendix 2 for all species except Sandwich tern. Sandwich tern cumulative 
collision rates are provided in Section 3.1 with further details on the approach 
provided within Section 2.3. 

1.1 Consultation on this document 
 Natural England was consulted on a draft of this document in December 2022. 

Table 1-1 provides a summary of comments received from Natural England in 
February 2023. There has been insufficient time to address these comments prior 
to the submission of this document at Deadline 1. Information has therefore been 
included in Table 1-1 to indicate how it is proposed these comments will be 
addressed in an update submitted at Deadline 2 or 3. 
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