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Glossary and Acronyms
Term

Definition

AC

Alternating Current

AIS

Air Insulated Switchgear

AOD

Above Ordnance Datum

AONB

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

BBC

Boston Borough Council

CS

Consultation Statement

DC

Direct Current

DCO

Development Consent Order

DCLG

Department for Communities and Local Government

Design
Considerations
Document

A precursor to this document issued with the PEI and s42/s47
consultations

EIA

Environmental Impact Assessment

EIFCA

Eastern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority

ELDC

East Lindsey District Council

ES

Environmental Statement

FLO

Fisheries Liaison Officer

GIS

Gas Insulated Switchgear

HGV

Heavy goods vehicle

HVAC

High Voltage Alternating Current

IDB

Internal Drainage Board (specifically Lindsey Marsh Drainage
Board, Witham Fourth District Drainage Board and Black
Sluice Drainage Board)

IEC

Intermediate Electrical Compound

IFCA

Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority
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Term

Definition

ISAR

Interface Selection Assessment Report (Application Document
8.18)

km

Kilometre

kV

Kilovolt

LCC

Lincolnshire County Council

LGV

Light goods vehicle

LPA

Local Planning Authority

LSEMP

Landscape Strategy and Ecology Management Plan

LVIA

Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment

m

Metre

NEIFCA

North Eastern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority

NGET

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc

NPS

National Policy Statement

NSIP

Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project

Onshore Interface
Point

The location where TKOWFL will connect with the national
grid, i.e. at the existing National Grid Bicker Fen substation

PEI

Preliminary Environmental Information

PINS

Planning Inspectorate

Unlicensed Works

The electrical works needed to connect Triton Knoll to the
National Grid substation at Bicker Fen that National Grid is not
required pursuant to its transmission licence to carry out itself

S42 consultation

Consultation carried out under section 42 of The Planning Act
2008

S47 consultation

Consultation carried out under section 47 of The Planning Act
2008

SoS

Secretary of State

SS&DR

Site Selection and Design Report (Application Document 8.17)

Substation

The proposed TKOWF Substation
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Term

Definition

TCC

Temporary Construction Compound

2008 Act

The Planning Act 2008

TKES

Triton Knoll Electrical System

TKOWF

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm

TKOWFL

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
A list of organisations and individuals at a particular point in
time made up of:

TKOWFL Email List

-

Individuals and organisations who expressed an
interest in being on the email list

-

Local authority councillors

-

Parish Council representatives

The email list was updated on a regular basis as more
individuals requested to be added to the list.
TK OFTO

Triton Knoll Offshore Transmission Operator

TMP

Traffic Management Plan
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Summary
Introduction
1

This report sets out a summary of the consultations that have taken place on
the Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES) application for development
consent, with particular reference to statutory consultations under the
Planning Act 2008 (the 2008 Act) that took place from September 2014 to
April 2015 in advance of the application for development consent made in
April 2015.

2

This consultation has included non-statutory consultation undertaken by
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) since 2012 as well as
statutory consultation under s42 and s47 of the 2008 Act.

Non Statutory Consultation
3

Consultation undertaken by TKOWFL before the statutory consultation under
the 2008 Act included:


Commercial Fisheries Consultation since 2012;



The Wash Offshore Cable Route Feasibility Study in 2012;



Alternatives Consultation in 2013;



Cable Route Consultation in 2014;



Landowner Consultation in 2014; and



Evidence Plan Consultation in 2014-2015.

4

The Commercial Fisheries Consultation undertaken since 2012 has
principally been undertaken by TKOWFL’s fisheries liaison officer (FLO) with
commercial fisheries operators operating from a number of locations on the
East Yorkshire, Lincolnshire and North Norfolk coasts. The FLO has provided
regular updates on the TKES project to fishermen and fish processors by
phone and in face to face meetings and though the circulation of project
newsletters.
Consultation with commercial fisheries stakeholders will
continue through the examination phase of the project.

5

As part of the route identification work for the offshore cables, TKOWFL
investigated the feasibility of laying cables from the wind farm through The
Wash with a landfall further south towards Boston. Engineering and
environmental constraints were assessed and consultation was undertaken
with Natural England (NE), the Marine Management Organisation (MMO), the
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust (LWT), the Eastern Inshore Fisheries and
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Conservation Authority (EIFCA), the local fishing industry and local ports.
The results and conclusions of the assessment and consultation were
described in The Wash Offshore Cable Route Feasibility Study in 2012, which
is appended to the Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR)
(Application Document 8.17). The study found that there were significant
environmental, technical and engineering challenges to routing offshore
cables through The Wash and that this was therefore not a feasible option for
TKOWFL compared to a landfall in Lincolnshire.
6

The Alternatives Consultation carried out in February – April 2013 focussed
on potential locations for the intermediate electrical compound (IEC), the new
substation and broad onshore cable corridors. Seven public exhibitions were
held and newsletters were issued to local residents and relevant
organisations. A questionnaire was also issued to allow the public to
feedback their views on the alternatives proposed by TKOWFL. 364
responses were received from members of the public and from 24
organisations, including local authorities, parish councils, NE and the
Environment Agency (EA).

7

The initial outcome of the Alternatives Consultation was that TKOWFL
selected the Blue Zone as the preferred location for the Substation and the
Brown Zone for the IEC. Comments were received from local residents that
vehicular access to a Substation in the Blue Zone or the Green Zone should
not create traffic impacts on the village of Bicker and on residences along
Cowbridge Lane and that a new access route, traffic management measures
and enforcement would be needed. TKOWFL subsequently designed a new
access track from the A17.

8

Subsequent changes to consultee preferences and further analysis resulting
from planning decisions and project refinement resulted in a change to the
preferred location for the IEC adjacent to the Red Zone.

9

A Cable Route Consultation with local residents and landowners was carried
out in February - March 2014. A newsletter was issued to local residents and
identified landowners that set out the preferred locations of the landfall, IEC
and Substation and the route of a 60m-wide cable corridor between these.
The newsletter also set out how questionnaires could be obtained from the
TKOWFL website or by post. Identified landowners were also issued with an
information pack on the TKES project. Parish Councils on the cable route
and locally elected representatives were invited to presentations on the
project by TKOWFL to provide them with further information.

10

A further landowner-specific consultation on the cable route was held in in
July 2014 to give landowners an opportunity to obtain more information on the
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proposed cable route, how it could be constructed and how it could affect
their land. Two exhibitions were held in July specifically for relevant
landowners and parish councils and local authority councillors were invited to
attend pre-exhibition updates in advance of each of the exhibitions.
11

The various non-statutory consultations with landowners and the Parish
Councils in 2014 provided TKOWFL with information to consider alongside
advice from statutory and non-statutory bodies, specialist local advisors and
technical requirements for the TKES project resulting in changes to the
design of the scheme. These changes are set out in the SS&DR (Application
Document 8.17). A particular commitment made by TKOWFL at this time was
not use Marsh Lane, near Orby, for any Heavy Goods Vehicle (HGV) traffic
during the construction phase of the IEC.

12

TKOWFL also carried out an EIA Evidence Plan to enable and document
agreement of the evidence and data to support the Habitat Regulations
Assessment (HRA) and EIA for the TKES project. The EIA Evidence Plan
process included local authorities and other key stakeholders including NE,
the internal drainage boards (IDBs), local authorities and the MMO and
resulted in the development and agreement of a baseline environment,
survey and assessment methodologies and mitigation for project. The final
agreed EIA Evidence Plan is included in the application for development
consent (Application Document 8.16).

Statutory Consultation
13

Statutory consultation carried out under the 2008 Act was:


Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC);



Section 47 Community Consultation as set out in the SoCC;



Section 42 Consultation, including local authorities; and



Section 42 Landowner Consultation.

14

TKOWFL consulted with the relevant local authorities; Lincolnshire County
Council (LCC), East Lindsey District Council (ELDC) and Boston Borough
Council (BBC) and the MMO in June-July 2014 with regard the content of the
SoCC as required by the 2008 Act. Comments received on the draft SoCC
were considered by TKOWFL in the final version of the SoCC which was
advertised on 14-18 September 2014 in local newspapers and national
maritime publications.

15

The SoCC set out what was being consulted on and how local communities
could comment on the application for development consent in accordance
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with the Planning Act and guidance. TKOWFL carried out the statutory
consultation under the 2008 Act in accordance with the proposals set out in
the SoCC.
16

TKOWFL published s48 notices advertising the proposed application in local
and national publications on 8-10 October 2014 and again in local
publications on 15 October 2014. The s48 notice included the information
required under regulation 4 of The Infrastructure Planning (Applications:
Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009. Copies of the s48
notice were sent to prescribed consultees and a press release was issued by
TKOWFL relating to the s48 notice and statutory consultation on the
application to local media outlets.

17

TKOWFL consulted the local community in compliance with the final
advertised SoCC from 15 October to 19 November 2014. Technical issues
with an online consultation questionnaire resulted in TKOWFL extending the
consultation period within which online questionnaire responses would be
accepted until 22 December 2014.

18

Six public exhibitions during the s47 consultation period were attended by a
total of 293 people. 38 consultation questionnaires were returned to
TKOWFL and 27 other responses were received by TKOWFL, primarily
consisting of letters, emails and exhibition comments.

19

Community preferences for landscaping and design have been noted in
TKOWFL’s application documents and will be considered during the detailed
design of landscaping and above ground infrastructure.

20

Other s47 consultation responses about traffic, drainage and other issues are
addressed in the TKOWFL application documents including the Outline Traffic
Management Plan (TMP) (Application Document 8.9) and the Outline Code of
Construction Practice (CoCP) (Application Document 8.7) and supporting
documentation.

21

Consultation carried out for prescribed statutory bodies (including those
bodies treated as prescribed bodies by TKOWFL) under s42 of the 2008 Act
took place from 15 October to 19 November 2014. Consultation materials
included the Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI), a PEI NonTechnical Summary, a draft Order Limits Plan, a Consultation Signpost
Document and a Consultation Questionnaire. Forty one responses were
received, thirty two principally concerned with onshore matters and nine with
offshore.

22

A number of changes have been made to the proposed application as a result
of these s42 responses including
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Additional detail has been added to the Offshore Project Description ES
Chapter and within ES chapters regarding beach works and offshore
cable installation works;



Clarification on the distribution on peat habitat and chalk plumes has
been added to the Benthic Ecology ES Chapter;



Clarification of spawning and nursery habitats has been added to the
Commercial Fisheries ES Chapter;



The mitigation section of the Marine and Coastal Archaeology ES
Chapter has been updated;



An Outline Code of Construction Practice and supporting appendices
which set out outline proposals for how the onshore works will be
managed are included in the application; and



Amendments have been made to the standard timings when
construction activities that generate potentially significant noise levels at
the nearby noise sensitive receptors can be carried out.

440 landowners were contacted under five phases of s42 consultation for
landowners as landowner details became available and as a result of
refinements to the TKES proposed development boundary. Landowners
were issued with a CD containing the PEI and the latest version of the Order
Limits plans. A total of 21 responses were received from landowners under
s42 of the 2008 Act. Discussions with landowners are also took place outside
the statutory consultation process. A number of changes to the proposed
development boundary have occurred as a result of the landowner s42
consultation.

Post Statutory Consultation
24

Consultation since the completion of the s42/47 consultation under the 2008
Act was:


Draft Development Consent Order (DCO) consultation with key
stakeholders



Community Investment Fund Consultation

25

TKOWFL has carried out consultations on the draft DCO to provide TKOWFL
with agreed positions with many of the affected parties on the text of the draft
DCO submitted with the application.

26

TKOWFL has also consulted with local residents and local authorities and
parish councils on a proposed Community Investment Fund. This has given
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TKOWFL an understanding of the local communities preference for a future
Community Investment Fund when construction on the project commences.

Conclusion
27

Sections 2 and 8 and supporting appendices 2A-2E and 8A-8C set out a
summary of the non statuary consultation carried out by TKOWFL for the
TKES application for development consent.

28

Section 3 and Appendices 3A-3G of this report sets out how TKOWFL has
had regard to s47 of the 2008 Act with regard to preparing a Statement of
Community Consultation (SoCC), including consulting with the relevant local
authorities on the content of the SoCC.

29

Section 4 and Appendices 4A-B of this report set out the advertising carried
out by TKOWFL under s48 of the 2008 Act to publicise the pre-application
consultation for TKES.

30

Section 5 and Appendices 5A-5G of this report set out the responses
received by TKOWFL during the consultation carried out under s47 of the
2008 Act.

31

Section 6 and Appendices 6A-6E of this report set out the responses received
by TKOWFL during the consultation carried out for prescribed consultees and
those treated as prescribed consultees by TKOWFL under s42 of the 2008
Act.

32

Section 7 and Appendices 7A-7E of this report set out the responses received
by TKOWFL during the consultation carried out for those with an interest in
the land as set out under s42 of the 2008 Act.

33

In conclusion, TKOWFL has undertaken extensive pre-application
consultation in accordance with the published SoCC for the TKES project and
in accordance with sections 42 and 47 of the 2008 Act. Furthermore
TKOWFL has undertaken extensive consultation outside of, but in line with,
the requirements of the 2008 Act to prepare and submit an application for
development consent which has considered and had regard to the views of
the local community, prescribed consultees and landowners.
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Introduction
Overview

1.1

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) is submitting an
application to the Planning Inspectorate (PINS), on behalf of the Secretary of
State for Energy and Climate Change, for a Development Consent Order
(DCO) for the Triton Knoll Electrical System (the proposed development)
under the Planning Act 2008. The Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES)
would connect the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF)
offshore array to the National Grid substation at Bicker Fen, Boston, and
would comprise offshore and onshore export cable circuits, landfall
infrastructure, an onshore electrical compound and an onshore substation.

1.2

The TKOWF is located approximately 33km (20.5 miles) east of the
Lincolnshire coast. The Secretary of State granted a DCO for the TKOWF on
12th July 2013.

1.3

All terms, acronyms and abbreviations used within this report are explained
on first use and set out within the Glossary appearing in this document or in
the Glossary set out in the Environmental Statement.

The Applicant
1.4

TKOWFL is a joint venture between two leading international energy
companies; RWE Innogy UK Limited and Statkraft UK Limited. RWE Innogy
UK is the UK subsidiary of the German renewable energy company RWE
Innogy (part of RWE AG), a company with a strong and diversified position in
renewable energy development. Statkraft UK Limited is the UK subsidiary of
Statkraft Group, Europe’s largest generator of renewable energy and the
leading power company in Norway.

Project Overview
1.5

The components of the TKES, which are needed to connect TKOWF to the
National Grid, comprise:


Up to six offshore export cable circuits – to transmit the high voltage
alternating current (HVAC) electricity from the offshore substations to
the transition joint bays at the landfall;
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Landfall infrastructure just north of Anderby Creek, Lincolnshire –
including transition joint bays which house the connection between the
offshore cables and the onshore cables;



Up to six onshore export cable circuits – to transmit the HVAC electricity
from the transition joint bays at the landfall to the proposed Triton Knoll
Substation via the Intermediate Electrical Compound;



An Intermediate Electrical Compound near to Orby Marsh – to provide
compensation for reactive power to allow more efficient transmission to
minimise losses;



A substation near the existing Bicker Fen National Grid Substation – to
step-up the voltage to the voltage used by the National Grid and provide
additional compensation for reactive power built up over the export
transmission;



Up to four onshore export cable circuits (400 kiloVolts (kV)) – to transmit
the electricity from the proposed Triton Knoll Substation to the existing
National Grid substation at Bicker Fen, Boston; and



Unlicensed Works1 within the existing National Grid Bicker Fen
substation compound comprising up to two bays each accommodating
electrical equipment.

1.6

The area over which TKOWFL is seeking rights to develop the Triton Knoll
Electrical System are shown on the Works Plans (Application Document 2.2)
and in the Onshore Project Description Chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 1) and
the Offshore Project Description chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 1)

1.7

The other works at the existing National Grid Bicker Fen substation that are
required to connect the power produced by the TKOWF offshore array into
the National Grid (the ‘Enabling Works’) will be constructed and operated by
National Grid. National Grid has not yet completed the engineering studies
necessary to define the Enabling Works required at its existing Bicker Fen
substation.
However, it is anticipated that these works will involve
modifications to the existing infrastructure and additional infrastructure within
the existing site boundary.

1

“Unlicenced works” are electrical works needed to connect Triton Knoll to the National Grid substation
at Bicker Fen that National Grid is not required pursuant to its transmission licence to carry out itself.

17

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System

Purpose of this Report
1.8

Under s37(3)(c) of the Planning Act 2008 (the 2008 Act) an application for an
order granting development consent must be accompanied by a consultation
report. This document is the Consultation Report and forms part of the
application for a Development Consent Order (DCO) for the TKES.

1.9

The purpose of this report is to comply with s37(3) and, as advised under
PINS Advice note fourteen (PINS 2012c), this report sets out:

1.10



An account of the statutory consultation, publicity, deadlines set, and
community consultation activities undertaken by the applicant at the
pre-application stage under s42, s47 and s48;



A summary of the relevant responses to the separate strands of
consultation; and



The account taken of responses in developing the application from
proposed to final form, as required by s49(2).

As advised by PINS in Advice Note 14 this document also sets out a
summary of the non-statutory consultation undertaken by TKOWFL in
developing the application for development consent for the TKES.

Scope of this Report
1.11

This report relates to both the onshore and offshore elements of the TKES
from 2012 up to the point of the submission of the TKES application for
development consent in April 2015, with particular focus on statutory
consultation carried out under the 2008 Act.

Background to Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Consultation
1.12

Through the life of the TKOWF project the relevant consenting framework for
the project has changed as a result of the introduction of the 2008 Act. The
scope of the project has also changed through it being split into separate
packages.

1.13

Consultation on the TKES commenced with discussions with East Lindsey
District Council (ELDC) in 2008. At that time the discussions related to the
entire project, both the offshore array and the TKES.

1.14

At that time in 2008 TKOWF comprised the offshore array with an installed
capacity of up to 1,200 megawatts (MW) and the electrical system (offshore
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and onshore) which included an onshore grid connection interface point with
the National Grid transmission network (hereafter referred to as the “Onshore
Interface Point”), at an unspecified location near the village of Mumby in East
Lindsey.
1.15

TKOWFL carried out non-statutory consultation on potential locations for the
TKOWF onshore substation in the vicinity of the Onshore Interface Point.
This included written consultation with statutory consultees in March 2010 on
thirteen potential zones for the new onshore substation. Onshore substation
zone reports were prepared for each of the thirteen zones. These set out the
location, parameters and key environmental constraints that were identified
within each zone. Consultees were asked for their views on the suitability of
individual sites, to answer questions posed in the report and to specify
additional factors that should be taken into consideration in the siting of an
onshore substation. As a result of this consultation the number of potential
locations for the substation site was reduced from thirteen to a final four.

1.16

In summer 2010 the local community was consulted on the four shortlisted
locations for the new substation site. This involved asking the local
community to complete a questionnaire on the potential zones. Over 1,000
addresses were sent questionnaires including those living within 1.5 km of the
each of the zones and within 200 m of potential access routes. The outcome
of this consultation with the local community was to reduce the number of
potential substation sites from four to three

1.17

In December 2010, National Grid informed TKOWFL that a strategic review of
options would be undertaken. Following this, new, alternative options for the
Onshore Interface Point were identified as part of the strategic review. As a
result, work to identify a location for the new TKOWF onshore substation
close to the originally proposed Onshore Interface Point near Mumby was put
on hold by TKOWFL until a new Onshore Interface Point was confirmed.

1.18

Given the uncertainty surrounding the Onshore Interface Point while the
strategic review of options was being conducted, TKOWFL made the decision
to split the TKOWF development into two separate parts: one for the offshore
array and one for the electrical system and an announcement and press
release were made in May 2011.

1.19

A consultation newsletter (May 2011) was issued as part of the statutory
consultation on the TKOWF array DCO application. The newsletter included
an article noting that the TKOWF development had been separated into two
separate parts. Details of the statutory and non-statutory consultation
outlined above, including the newsletter circulation, are included in the
TKOWF array Consultation Report (RWE npower renewables 2012).
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1.20

The newsletter explained the change of project scope and the reasons behind
the decision to split the project into two applications. Statutory consultation
under s42 and 47 of the 2008 Act was carried out from 1 June to 12 July 2011
and an application for development consent for the TKOWF array was
submitted on 31 January 2012. A Development Consent Order for the array
was issued by the Secretary of State on 11 July 2013.

1.21

From early 2011, TKOWFL and NGET undertook a joint study to identify the
most appropriate Onshore Interface Point for TKOWF. The potential change
to the Onshore Interface Point and the potential for longer cable routes gave
rise to new technical and commercial issues The study concluded that the
most appropriate location for the Onshore Interface Point is the existing
National Grid substation at Bicker Fen. Details of the work undertaken to
identify this new Onshore Interface Point are set out in the Interface Selection
Assessment Report (ISAR) (Application Document 8.18).
When the
connection point offered by National Grid was confirmed as Bicker Fen,
Boston Borough Council (BBC), as the local authority for Bicker Fen, was
informed.

1.22

TKOWFL continued to provide updates regarding the onshore infrastructure
to organisations and local communities, including a newsletter in September
2012 explaining that Bicker Fen had been chosen as the Onshore Interface
Point.

1.23

This Consultation Report provides information on consultation and information
carried out by TKOWFL from 2012 up to the point of the submission of the
TKES application for development consent in April 2015, with particular focus
on statutory consultation carried out under the 2008 Act.

1.24

Although it was not confirmed until November 20132 that the TKES was a
project under the 2008 Act, TKOWFL recognised this was a possibility from
the outset. TKOWFL was therefore mindful that all consultations, including
that undertaken on Alternatives in early 2013, were designed as far as
practicable to follow the 2008 Act consultation guidance.

1.25

A summary of the major project events and consultation that have taken place
on TKOWF array and TKES are set out in Figure 1.1 against a high level
timeline. Where further information on the consultations is included in this

2

Section 35 (Planning Act 2008) Direction issued by the Secretary of State in
November 2013.
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report the relevant sections are referenced in brackets. The TKES statutory
consultation events are shown in bold in grey boxes. For further information
on the TKOWF array consultations see the TKOWF array Consultation Report
(RWE npower renewables 2012).
1.26

The non-statutory pre-application consultation has helped to refine the
location of the onshore infrastructure and develop mitigation measures that
were carried into the s42/s47 statutory consultation. The changes that were
made as a result of the s42/s47 consultations are summarised in this report.
Subsequent to the statutory s42/47 consultation further discussions and
consultation have taken place with various stakeholders to develop a draft
DCO (Application Document 3.1), finalise the EIA Evidence Plan (Application
Document 8.16) and to inform a community investment fund which TKOWFL
plans to initiate when construction of the project is underway.
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Figure 1.1 – TKES project events and consultation timeline
Project Event
National Grid and TKOWFL commence
review of TKOWF Onshore Interface
Point
TKOWFL decides to split the
development of the TKOWF array and
TKES

Consultation
2010

2011

Statutory consultation for TKOWF
array DCO application

Bicker Fen confirmed as the Onshore
Interface Point
TKWOFL Array Application submitted
to PINS
Newsletter confirming Bicker Fen as
the location of the Onshore Interface
Point issued to public
TKOWF array DCO examination
started

2012

Bicker Fen confirmed as TKOWF
Onshore Interface Point

The Wash Offshore Cable Route
Feasibility Study (see section 2)
Alternatives Consultation on
Substation, IEC and broad cable routes
(see section 2)

Landfall in Anderby Creek area
announced
Landfall at Anderby Creek North
confirmed
TKOWF DCO awarded
Project capacity re-assessments
DECC Secretary of State confirms
TKES as an application under the 2008
Act

2013
Ongoing discussions with landowners
and stakeholders (see section 2)

Project capacity reduction announced
from up to 1,200 MW to 900 MW

Evidence Plan first draft issued
(see section 2)
Cable Route, Parish Council and
Landowner consultations (see section 2)

TKES Scoping Opinion issued by PINS
2014
S48 adverts published (see section4)

SoCC (see section 3)
Statutory consultation under the
Planning Act (see sections 5-7)

Final amendments to TKES application
TKES application submitted
(April 2015)

TKES Fishing Community
(see section 2)

2015

Draft DCO (see section 8)
Community Investment Fund
Consultation (see section 8)
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DCLG and PINS Guidance on the Consultation Report
1.27

Appendix 1A sets out how this Consultation Report complies with DCLG
(2014) and PINS (2012) Advice Note Fourteen: compiling the consultation
report.

1.28

It should be noted that the TKES consultation (both statutory and nonstatutory), and the compilation of this Consultation Report were undertaken in
advance of the publication of the revised guidance Planning Act 2008:
Guidance on the pre-application process (DCLG March 2015) that replaces
the 2014 version set out above. As a result, and in accordance with
paragraph 11 of the revised guidance, this report considers the 2014
guidance and how the consultation carried out by TKOWFL has complied
with, or differed from, that guidance.
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Non Statutory Consultation commencing prior to s42/s47
consultation
Summary


TKOWFL carried out a number of non-statutory pre-application
consultations with local authorities, residents, landowners and other
stakeholders.



The potential for routing the offshore cables through The Wash to allow
for a much shorter onshore cable route to Bicker Fen was discounted
and agreed with stakeholders in 2013.



Potential locations for the intermediate electrical compound, new
substation and broad onshore cable corridors were consulted on in the
Alternatives Consultation of 2013.



A refined cable route and locations of other onshore infrastructure were
consulted on with landowners, residents and other stakeholders in
2014.



Ongoing consultations shaped the final scheme and resulted in changes
to the location of the project infrastructure and mitigation measures.



The TKES EIA Evidence Plan process with local authorities and other
key stakeholders was used to develop and agree the baseline
environment and agree methodologies, and mitigation for the
environmental impact assessment of the project.

Statutory requirements and guidance
2.1

PINS Advice note fourteen (PINS 2012c) sets out that a brief description of
any historic consultation activity including any information available about the
scale and nature of the response at that time is relevant. The historic
consultations are set out in brief in this chapter of the report.

Introduction
2.2

A full account of the reasoning, including environment, physical, commercial
and engineering considerations, for the selection of the Bicker Fen National
Grid Substation as the Onshore Interface Point is set out in the Interface
Selection Assessment Report (Application Document 8.18) and its appendix
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the ‘Interface Selection Report’ (National Grid 2014). A summary is set out in
the following paragraphs.
2.3

National Grid offered TKOWFL an Onshore Interface Point at its existing
Bicker Fen Substation (the National Grid Substation) in December 2011
following work undertaken with TKOWFL to identify the most appropriate
interface connection point. With the offer of an Onshore Interface Point at the
existing Bicker Fen National Grid Substation. TKOWFL was then able to
make technical assessments of the requirements for and potential locations of
onshore infrastructure, including the locations of the landfall, IEC, Substation
and cable route.

2.4

TKOWFL informed the local community and other stakeholders of the
Onshore Interface Point offer in a newsletter issued in January 2012 (see
Appendix 2A Winter 2012 newsletter). This noted that further studies would
be carried out to inform the location of the onshore infrastructure and that
consultation on the onshore infrastructure would take place after the studies
had been carried out.

2.5

The non-statutory consultations that took place prior to the statutory
consultations undertaken in Autumn 2014 are included in this section of the
report and include:

2.6



Fishing community;



The Wash Offshore Cable Route Feasibility Study;



The Alternatives Consultation;



Cable Route Consultation;



Landowner Consultation; and



Consultation with key stakeholders under the Evidence Plan process.

Details on each of these consultation activities are set out below.

TKES Fishing Community Consultation
Purpose and scope
2.7

TKOWFL has a Fisheries Liaison Officer (FLO) who has maintained contact
with commercial fisheries operators who are active in the area of the
proposed project, operating from a number of locations on the East Yorkshire,
Lincolnshire and North Norfolk coasts. Discussions have been ongoing from
2012 to the present and are planned to continue.
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2.8

Regular updates have been provided by the FLO to fishermen and fish
processors by phone and in face to face meetings. Project newsletters have
also been circulated to fisheries interests by the FLO.

2.9

In addition to contact with individuals the FLO has been in discussion with the
North Eastern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority (NEIFCA) and
Eastern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority (EIFCA) regarding the
project. The IFCAs have provided data to inform the commercial fisheries
baseline considered in the EIA. Contact has also been ongoing with the
following fishing industry associations and groups including:


Boston Fishermen’s Association;



Brancaster Staithe Fishermen’s Association;



Bridlington and Flamborough Fishermen's Association;



Greater Wash Fishing Industries’ Group;



Grimsby Fish Merchants Association;



Heiploeg & Lynn Shrimpers Inc;



Holderness Fishing Industry Group;



North Norfolk Shellfishermen’s Association;



Saltfleet;



Skegness Coastal Fishermen; and



Venture Seafood (Bridlington).

Response and outcomes
2.10

2.11

Meetings with individual fishermen and fishing groups by the FLO resulted in
a number of issues and comments being raised including:


Level of ongoing liaison had been relatively poor to date and it was
hoped with a new FLO in place that this would improve;



Consultation should take into account all potentially affected sectors
and not just static gear fishermen;



Timelines and schedules for survey works should be provided to
fishermen; and



Notice required to move gear varied between 2-4 weeks

Information requested by and issues raised by fishermen were incorporated
within the Commercial Fisheries ES chapter including:
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Details of shrimp and whelk fishing;



The potential for displacement of fishing activities;



The potential for cumulative impacts on fisheries; and



How information on TKOWF construction and other activities which may
affect marine users will be disseminated.

Further detail of the issues and comments raised by fishing groups during the
non-statutory consultations is included in Appendix 2B.

The Wash Offshore Cable Route Feasibility Study
Purpose and scope
2.13

As part of the route identification work for the offshore cables, TKOWFL
investigated the feasibility of laying the cables from the wind farm through The
Wash with a landfall further south towards Boston.

2.14

Engineering and environmental constraints were assessed and consultation
took place with Natural England (NE), the Marine Management Organisation
(MMO), Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust (LWT), EIFCA, the local fishing industry
and local ports.

Response and outcomes
2.15

The study found that there were significant environmental, technical and
engineering challenges to routing offshore cables through The Wash and that
this was therefore not a feasible option for TKOWFL compared to a landfall in
Lincolnshire.

2.16

NE, the MMO, LWT, EIFCA and the Port Authorities of The Wash agreed that
the assessment was comprehensive and generally agreed with the
constraints it highlighted. All the consultees agreed that there were potential
cable exposure and mattressing issues associated with routing the cable
through The Wash.

2.17

As a result of the assessment and the comments received, TKOWFL
determined that routing the offshore cable to a landfall on the Lincolnshire
coast was preferred to routing the offshore cable through The Wash. The full
report (GoBe 2013) which includes feedback from stakeholders that were
consulted can be found in Appendix D of the ISAR (Application Document
8.18).
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The decision that the offshore cable route would not be routed through The
Wash and that landfall would be in the Anderby Creek area of Lincolnshire
was communicated to local residents and the fishing community through the
Feb 2013 newsletter (see Appendix 2A).

The Alternatives Consultation
Purpose and scope
2.19

From 19 February to 5 April 2013 TKOWFL undertook an Alternatives
consultation on the shortlisted sites for both the new onshore substation and
the IEC. Although at that time the TKES had not been confirmed3 as
development for which development consent is required under the 2008 Act,
the consultation was conducted based on the principles of the 2008 Act,
including agreeing a Consultation Statement with the relevant local authorities
(see Appendix 1 of the Alternatives Consultation Report which is appended to
the Site Selection and Design Report (SS&DR) (Application Document 8.17).

2.20

A newsletter was issued in February 2013 (see Appendix 2A) to local
residents in the vicinity of the shortlisted sites and other stakeholders two
weeks before the start of the consultation. This set out the broad details of
the project, namely:


Underground AC (Alternating Current) cables would be used on the
onshore cable route, not overhead lines;



Landfall would be in the Anderby Creek area, although no specific site
had been chosen at the time;



The location of the offshore cable route from TKOWF to the landfall
area, including confirmation that the cables would not be routed through
the Wash;



Three shortlisted zones where the IEC could be located;



Four shortlisted zones where the Substation could be located near to
the Onshore Interface Point at Bicker Fen; and

3

This was confirmed in a direction by the Secretary of State for the Department of
Energy and Climate Change on 14 November 2013, pursuant to Section 35 of the
Planning Act 2008.
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Broad 1 km cable corridors between the landfall and Substation via the
the shortlisted IEC zones within which a refined cable corridor of up to
60m width would be located.

2.21

Copies of the newsletter were also placed in key public outlets to reach the
wider community. Details about the consultation and the consultation
documents were made available on the TKOWFL website and through press
releases and advertisements issued to the local media.

2.22

Questionnaires were sent to all addresses with postcodes within 1500 m of
the four shortlisted onshore substation zones and the three shortlisted IEC
zones and within 200 m of identified potential access routes to these zones
from the nearest A road. Following a number of requests from residents,
BBC and North Kesteven District Council (NKDC), TKOWFL agreed to
expand the areas to which questionnaires were set out to include properties
that were greater than 1500 m from the shortlisted Substation zones.
Questionnaires were also sent to locally elected representatives, libraries,
nearby parish and town councils and local authority access points.

2.23

The consultation presented four shortlisted zones (blue, green, purple and
orange) where the Substation might be located and three shortlisted zones
(brown, red and yellow) for the IEC. An associated 1 km wide cable corridor
option route which included spurs to each of the shortlisted IEC and
substation zones was also included in the consultation. The consultation
gave local people and other consultees the opportunity to influence the
location of key elements of the project. More detail is provided in the SS&DR
(Application Document 8.17).

2.24

People were also able to respond by completing an on-line questionnaire
which was available on the TKOWF website and returning completed
questionnaires by freepost or by e-mail. Questions were asked about a wide
range of issues that could affect the choice of zones such as landscape and
visual impacts, flooding, ecology and cultural heritage. In addition any
general comments about the zones or the cable corridor were requested as
part of the consultation.

2.25

Seven public exhibitions, attended by 888 visitors, were held in the vicinity of
the potential onshore infrastructure so local people could find out more about
the TKES proposals. TKOWFL staff were at the exhibitions to discuss details
with members of the public. Statutory and non-statutory bodies were also
consulted as part of the consultation process. The locations of the exhibitions
and dates held are listed below:


Swineshead Village Hall - Tuesday 5th March 2013;
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Bicker Fen Village Hall - Wednesday 6th March 2013;



Anderby Village Hall - Thursday 7th March 2013;



Stickney Community Hall - Saturday 9th March 2013;



The Royal Hotel, Skegness - Sunday 10th March 2013;



The Royal Hotel, Skegness - Monday 11th March 2013; and



Hale Magna Village Hall, Great Hale - Saturday 13th April 2013.

Response and outcomes
2.26

364 responses were received and logged from members of the public during
the Alternatives consultation. Responses were also received from 24
organisations, including local authorities, parish councils, NE and the
Environment Agency (EA).

2.27

The overall outcome of the consultation was that TKOWFL selected the Blue
Zone as the preferred location for the Substation and the Brown Zone for the
IEC, although it should be noted that subsequent changes to consultee
preferences and further analysis subsequently amended the preferred zone
for the IEC as explained below. The views of the local authorities (BBC for
the Substation and ELDC for the IEC) were a major factor in the selection of
these zones. Comments were received from local residents that access to a
Substation in the Blue Zone or the Green Zone should avoid traffic impacts on
the village of Bicker and on residences along Cowbridge Lane and that a new
access route, traffic management measures and enforcement would be
needed.

2.28

The outcomes of the consultation, including the preferred IEC and Substation
zones and potential mitigation measures particularly relating to traffic
management measures which could be carried out by TKOWFL was
communicated to local residents and other stakeholders in a newsletter
issued in June 2013 (see Appendix 2A).

2.29

Further details on the Alternatives Consultation are included in the Site
Selection & Design Report (document 8.17), particularly Appendix A The
Alternatives Consultation Report.
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2014 public, landowner and Parish Council consultations
Project reassessment and change to IEC preferred zone
2.30

Subsequent to the announcement in June 2013 that the IEC would be located
at the Brown Zone, further information was made available to TKOWFL that a
planning permission had been granted for a leisure development on the
south-western portion of the Brown Zone and that an existing planning
approval for a development on the northwestern part of the Brown Zone was
still valid. In addition, the “Vision for Skegness” was launched in August 2013
which included a new “Western Relief Bypass” located directly on the TKOWF
cable corridor into the Brown Zone. The result of this was that ELDC
withdrew its support for locating the IEC in the Brown Zone and declined to
indicate a preferred replacement zone or site. A reassessment of the
preferred location for the IEC as a result of the loss of ELDC support for the
Brown Zone resulted in a preference for the IEC to be located in the Red
Zone.

2.31

In addition to the above changes to the suitability of the Brown Zone for the
IEC, TKOWFL had been undertaking a review of the offshore wind farm in
2013 which resulted in the maximum intended construction capacity of the
project being reduced from 1200 MW to 900 MW. This reduction in size of
the offshore elements of the project meant that the footprint of the onshore
electrical infrastructure could also be reduced in size with design work
confirming that the maximum footprint of the IEC could be reduced from 3ha
to 1.8ha. This was communicated by TKOWFL in an e-newsletter in January
2014 (see Appendix 2A) to individuals, councillors and organisations that
were on the TKOWFL Email List at that time.

2.32

TKOWFL conducted a review of the preferred locations of the onshore
Substation and IEC in light of the reduction in the footprint required for these
two elements of new onshore infrastructure. The review found that the
general locations of the zones identified as locations for the Substation (the
Blue Zone) and the IEC (the Red Zone) were still preferred over other
options. However, in addition it transpired that there was potential for
additional locations for the IEC infrastructure that could now be considered in
some of the zones due to its reduction in footprint. In particular the IEC was
now of a small enough size to be able to fit between existing development to
the south east of the Red Zone. Given the landscape benefits of locating the
IEC adjacent to existing infrastructure this site was chosen as the preferred
location. The full Alternatives Consultation Report setting out the assessment
process and results is included at Appendix A of the SS&DR (Application
Document 8.17).
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The Blue Zone near Bicker Fen remained the preferred location for the
Substation given its vicinity to existing infrastructure, including the Onshore
Interface Point at the National Grid Substation at Bicker Fen.
Onshore cable route consultation

2.34

Following the selection of the Red Zone for the IEC, an iterative process of
onshore cable route alignment and realignment followed which involved
consultation with statutory bodies (including Internal Drainage Boards (IDB),
NE and the EA), discussions with landowners, internal review and appraisal,
constraint identification (for example from recent survey data) and site visits.
Advice was sought from cable installation specialists, a local land drainage
consultant and the National Farmers Union (NFU), and discussions were held
with landowners regarding cable installation techniques.

2.35

In November and December 2013 detailed micrositing of an initial 60 m-wide
onshore cable route was undertaken by TKOWFL taking into account
ecological, archaeological, landscape and engineering constraints.

2.36

The reduction in nominated capacity and the affect this had on the required
size of the onshore infrastructure was added to the TKOWFL website in
January 2014 and included in an e-newsletter (see Appendix 2A) which could
be downloaded from the website. Further information was communicated to
members of the public and stakeholders in the February 2014 newsletter
issued (see Appendix 2A) as part of the Cable Route Consultation set out in
the next section of this report.

2.37

The newsletter also contained mitigation measures which would be employed
by TKOWFL at the Substation as a result of feedback on the Alternatives
Consultation, including the use of a new dedicated access route to the
Substation which avoided the village of Bicker and houses on Cowbridge
Lane.

2.38

TKOWFL carried out a cable route consultation with local residents and
landowners from 3 February to 16 March 2014. A Consultation Statement
setting out how TKOWFL proposed to consult is included in Appendix 2C.
The Consultation Statement was issued to the relevant local authorities (BBC,
ELDC, LCC and NKDC) for comment on 21 January 2014.

2.39

The consultation was announced by TKOWFL to members of the public
through the publication and issue of a newsletter in February 2014 which set
out the preferred locations of the Substation near to the village of Bicker, the
IEC next to Skegness Stadium to the east of Orby, the preferred landfall
location to the north of Anderby Creek and a 60 m-wide cable route between
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these. It set out how to obtain questionnaires (from the TKOWF website or
on request a paper copy could be sent out).
2.40

The newsletter was issued to all addresses with postcodes within 3 km
around the IEC and the Substation locations, 400 m from the edge of the
cable route and within 200 m of potential access routes (as were known at the
time) from the nearest ‘A’ road. A landowner information pack (see Appendix
2D) and questionnaires accompanied by plans representing the cable route
were also sent to landowners located within 250 m of the proposed route.
Statutory and non-statutory bodies such as utilities were also consulted on
the proposed cable route.

2.41

The questionnaire included six open questions as follows:


Do you know of any properties (residential or commercial), rights of way
or any other rights over the land, or activities carried out on the land,
that could be affected by our proposals or that might make the identified
cable route unsuitable?



Are there any relevant ecological or nature conservation issues, such as
rare plants or animals that you think could be affected by our
proposals?



Are there any cultural heritage features (such as historic buildings,
ancient monuments or other important archaeological features) that you
think could be affected by our proposals?



Do you have any comments about the location or alignment of the
proposed cable route?



Do you have any comments about the location of the proposed landfall?



Are there any other matters that you feel we should be made aware of?

2.42

TKOWFL sent invitations to the 24 parish councils within which the TKES
infrastructure was to be located to attend a presentation about the TKES
proposals. Five presentations were held at Orby, Anderby, Bicker and
Stickney (two presentations were held at Stickney) on 6-7 March 2014. At
each presentation TKOWFL gave a presentation on the project and a
summary of the engagement with local residents and communities that would
be carried out up to the submission of the application for development
consent. Questions and comments from attendees were encouraged by
TKOWFL.

2.43

The presentations were attended by representatives of 15 parish councils
(PCs), including representatives from the parishes in which the landfall
(Anderby PC), IEC (Orby PC) and Substation (Bicker PC) were proposed. An

33

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System

ELDC councillor also attended one of the presentations. A full list of the
parish councils who attended one of the 6-7 March exhibitions is:

2.44



Addlethorpe;



Amber Hill;



Anderby;



Ashby and Scremby;



Bicker;



Firsby Group;



Holland Fen;



Holton Holgate;



Huttoft;



Mumby;



Orby;



Stickney;



Thornton Le Fen;



Thorpe St. Peter; and



West Keal;

As the onshore cable corridor routed through 24 parish council areas,
TKOWFL provided a further opportunity for Parish Councillors to attend a
presentation in Spilsby on 22 April for those who may not have been able to
attend the presentations on 6-7 March. This presentation was attended by
two representatives of Langriville Parish Council.
Landowner Consultations

2.45

In addition to the onshore Cable Route Consultation in March 2014 described
in the previous section, information sharing and discussions with landowners
had been ongoing since the selection of the Onshore Interface Point. This
included an information pack (see Appendix 2E) issued to landowners in June
2013.

2.46

A further landowner specific consultation on the cable route was held in July
2014. This consultation included two further exhibitions targeted specifically
at landowners held on 2 - 3 July 2014 to give landowners an opportunity to
obtain more information on the proposed cable route, how it could be
constructed and how it could affect their land.
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2.47

The exhibitions were held from 12 – 8pm in Frithville and Westville Village
Hall on 2 July and in Franklin Hall, Spilsby on 3 July. Members of the general
public were not invited to these exhibitions.

2.48

Parish councils and local authority councillors were invited to attend preexhibition updates in advance of each of the landowner exhibitions on 2-3
July.
Response and outcomes

2.49

Route alteration requests and suggestions were considered from:


Landowner consultation throughout the cable route development
process;



Statutory and non-statutory bodies;



Specialist local advisors (for example on drainage design and
methodology); and



Responses from the Alternatives and Cable Route Consultations.

2.50

The resulting route alterations made in response to these requests can be
found in Figure 6.4 and Table 6.1 of the SS&DR (Application Document 8.17).

2.51

Where there were conflicting requests or suggestions a judgement was made
on the engineering and design effects, the relative sensitivity of each feature
and the likely success any potential mitigation to determine the route with the
least impact.

2.52

Amendments made as a result of these consultations included:

2.53



Cable corridor alterations to take into account landowner and other
responses; and



A commitment from TKOWFL not to use Marsh Lane, near Orby for any
HGV traffic during construction of the IEC;

An e-newsletter (see Appendix 2A) was issued by TKOWFL to the current
TKOWFL Email List in May 2014 outlining the consultation results and
answering a number of recurring questions from members of the public such
as why the offshore cable was not being routed through The Wash.
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EIA Evidence Plan Consultation
Purpose and scope
2.54

The Evidence Plan process was initially developed by the Major Infrastructure
Environment Unit (MIEU) of Department for the Environment, Food and Rural
Affairs (Defra) to provide a formal mechanism for applicants and statutory
bodies to discuss and agree what environmental information and evidence an
applicant for a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) should
submit in support of an application, with a specific focus on habitats (HRA).
This process can also be used as the basis for the consideration of broader
EIA issues as well as HRA issues. This is how it was used for the
development of the TKES EIA.

2.55

The TKES EIA Evidence Plan was a working document undergoing changes
agreed by the parties up until the point of application.

2.56

The key objective of the TKES EIA Evidence Plan was to enable and
document agreement of the evidence and data to support the HRA and EIA
for the TKES. This should allow the decision maker to have confidence that
the evidence provided as part of the application is sufficient to allow the
determination of the application and to clearly identify any areas of
disagreement. In particular the EIA Evidence Plan process has facilitated
agreement of the EIA and HRA reports prepared in support of the application,
including:

2.57



The study areas for each of the relevant topic-specific assessments;



Sufficiency of the site specific data
held/conducted or any additional proposed;



The receptors that have been addressed;



Key potential issues for each receptor;



Key uncertainties in relation to the HRA and EIA for relevant receptors
and how these have been addressed;



The mitigation and monitoring that is likely to be proposed in the HRA
and EIA to reduce potential effects (if required); and



Information on other projects/plans included in the
combination/cumulative assessment and matters relevant
transboundary issues (where relevant).

and

analysis

currently

into

To this end an Evidence Plan Steering Group was set up comprising
representatives from TKOWFL, the MMO, NE, BBC, ELDC, Lincolnshire
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County Council (LCC), EA, English Heritage (EH), PINS (as Chair of the
Group and observers) and MIEU.
2.58

A number of Review Panels to address specific topic areas in more detail
were also set up. Review Panel meetings were held as and when it was
considered necessary to further the process. The topic areas and review
panel membership are set out in Table 2.1.

Table 2.1 – Evidence Plan Review Panel Membership
Review Panel

Membership

Offshore ecology

Natural England (offshore); MMO and Cefas; Lincolnshire
Wildlife Trust (offshore).

Onshore ecology

Natural England (onshore); Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust
(onshore)

Terrestrial Historic
environment
Marine historic
environment
Hydrology and flood risk
Human environment
issues including
landscape and visual,
noise and air quality,
socio-economics and
traffic and access

English Heritage; Lincs CC archaeologist (on behalf of
ELDC); Heritage Trust for Lincolnshire (on behalf of BBC)
Environment Agency; Lindsey Marsh IDB; Witham Fourth
IDB; Black Sluice IDB; Lincs Flood Authority.
Boston BC, planning officer; East Lindsey DC, planning
officer; Lincs CC, planning officer; Natural England
(AONB issues only)
Sub-groups:
Noise technical and air quality : BBC and ELDC
Environmental Health Officers; Traffic and access
technical: local highways officers

Outcomes
2.59

TKOWFL produced and circulated a first draft of the Evidence Plan to
relevant stakeholders for review in April 2014. A Kick Off meeting was held
the following month to discuss the draft Evidence Plan. Attendees provided
feedback and approaches were agreed including:


Key topic areas and topic-specific Review Panels (as listed in Table
2.1);
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Programme and key milestones;



The scope of key issues to be addressed; and



The next stages of the process.
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2.60

A revised Evidence Plan, taking account of comments received following the
first Evidence Plan meeting was subsequently issued to the all participants in
June 2014. The first Steering Meeting was held in September 2014.

2.61

Topic-specific Review Panel meetings were held throughout the process to
agree the issues which were scoped out of the EIA and to discuss and agree
(where possible) matters such as the sufficiency of the data, key impacts to
be addressed, EIA methods to be employed, scope and approach to the
requirements of the Habitat Regulations.

2.62

A further revision to the Evidence Plan was issued in February 2015 which
incorporated responses to the preliminary environmental information (PEI)
consultation under s42 of the 2008 Act.

2.63

Following the statutory consultations under the Planning Act 2008, further
Steering Group and Review Panel meetings were undertaken to review the
draft ES and HRA report and the conclusions therein and to highlight
remaining key issues, areas of agreement and disagreement. This process
has set the framework for the development of Statements of Common Ground
which will be developed post-submission of the application in the light of
comments made in response to the consultation exercises (ongoing as
required).

2.64

In addition, the final draft Evidence Plan issued in February 2015 was
discussed at a final steering group meeting on 25 February 2015. This final
draft captured the process and all agreements reached to that date on the
various issues discussed during the Review Panel meetings and the areas
where agreement had not yet been reached.

2.65

Two examples of how the Evidence Plan process was useful in developing
the TKES EIA are set out below:
Firstly, in its response to consultation on the Scoping Report Natural
England advised that further consideration should be given to the effects of
vessel disturbance on red-throated divers, due to potential effects on any
future Greater Wash SPA for which red-throated diver might be a
qualifying feature. A clarification note was presented to the Offshore
Ecology Review Panel on 29 May 2014 which provided additional data and
analysis of the distribution of red-throated diver in the area. Agreement
was reached and documented that Natural England believes that the
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Evidence Plan note satisfactorily considers impacts on Outer Thames
Estuary SPA, and agree with its conclusions (i.e. no Likely Significant
Effect).
Secondly, the process facilitated the development of a construction
methodology across internal drainage board drains (in the Hydrology and
Flood Risk Review Panel). Experienced RWE Construction Managers
attended a Review Panel meeting and explained to all the members
(representatives from the three IDBs and the EA) the construction
methodology that is used for trenchless crossing and open cut crossing.
During the process, specific construction methods and parameters
(including minimum depth of cable burial beneath IDB water courses) were
discussed and agreed between all parties and were captured in the
Evidence Plan logs.
2.66

The final agreed EIA Evidence Plan is included in the application for
development consent (Application Document 8.16).
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Statement of Community Consultation
Summary


TKOWFL consulted with the relevant local authorities and MMO with
regard the content of the SoCC and had regard to comments made.



The SoCC set out what was being consulted on and how local
communities could comment on the application for development
consent in accordance with the Planning Act and guidance.



The SoCC was advertised in local and maritime publications on 17/18
September 2014.

Statutory requirements and guidance
3.1

Section 47 of the Act sets out the duties of the applicant with regard to
consulting the local community, including the preparation of a Statement of
Community Consultation (SoCC) setting out how the applicant proposes to
consult people living in the vicinity of the land about the proposed application.

3.2

Before finalising the SoCC, the applicant must consult each local authority in
which the application is located about the content of the SoCC. The applicant
must have regard to any response to the SoCC consultation.

3.3

Once the applicant has prepared the SoCC, the applicant must publish it in a
newspaper circulating in the vicinity of the land, and in such other manner as
may be prescribed.

3.4

The applicant must carry out consultation in accordance with the proposals
set out in the SoCC.

3.5

In accordance with Regulation 10 of the EIA Regulations, the SoCC must
state whether the proposal is an EIA development and how the applicant
proposes to publicise and consult on the PEI.

3.6

PINS Advice Note 16 recommends that the SoCC:


Provides a succinct summary of the PINS role as the examining
authority, and draws attention to the status of the National Policy
Statements;



Highlights the importance of the pre-application consultation in relation
to the examination process after an application is accepted by PINS;
and

40

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System



Provides sufficient detail of the project, including the scale of the
proposal, and refers to both positive benefits to the local community and
issues which could be considered negative elements of the project.



Indicates what information will be provided during the consultation
process on the scope for any associated land restoration, landscaping,
other mitigation or compensation measures.

3.7

PINS Advice Note 1 also states that the SoCC may need to be a concise
document to suit local press publishing requirements. For this reason it may
be advisable in some cases to also make available to the public a separate
document (cross-referenced in the SoCC) setting out in more depth the
factors leading to the view taken on consultation catchment, timing and
methods to be employed.

3.8

DCLG (2014) guidance on pre-application processes sets out that the
applicant:

3.9



Produces a SoCC, in consultation with the relevant local authority or
authorities, which describes how the applicant proposes to consult the
local community about its project and then carries out consultation in
accordance with that Statement; and



Makes the SoCC available for inspection by the public in a way that is
reasonably convenient for people living in the vicinity of the land where
the development is proposed, as required by section 47 of the Planning
Act and Regulations.

How the TKOWFL SoCC was carried out in compliance with the above
regulations and guidance is set out in the remainder of this chapter.

Consultation
Consultation

on

the

draft

Statement

of

Community

3.10

The draft SoCC was issued for comment to LCC, ELDC and BBC. Since
elements of the TKES application are located offshore, the Marine
Management Organisation (MMO) was also consulted on the draft SoCC.

3.11

Discussions regarding the content of the draft SoCC took place at meetings
on 22 April 2014 (ELDC only) and 15 May 2014 (BBC, ELDC and LCC).
Comments from these meetings were considered by TKOWFL and a SoCC
Document, incorporating the draft SoCC, was prepared for formal
consultation with BCC, ELDC, LCC and MMO between 3 June 2014 and 2
July 2014. This complies with the 28 day statutory consultation period
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required under the Act. The draft SoCC document was a longer version of
the SoCC with paragraph numbering to make it easier for the local authorities
and MMO to comment on specific elements of the SoCC. It also included
more background and supporting information which couldn’t be included in
the advertised SoCC (due to lack of space) but which might be useful to the
local authorities as background information. The draft SoCC document is
included as Appendix 3A and the draft SoCC as Appendix 3B to this report.
3.12

BBC did not respond with any comments on the draft SoCC.

3.13

ELDC responded to the draft SoCC consultation stating that it was content
with the draft SoCC (see Appendix 3C).

3.14

LCC responded to the draft SoCC consultation (see Appendix 3C) stating:
‘This is very comprehensive and generally OK. However, I would re-iterate
from LCC's perspective that the scope of the consultation is unsatisfactory
(para. 9.3) in the sense that it does not provide a broader range of alternative
cable routes or substation locations (within and outwith) the county or any
detailed information so far on which reasonable alternatives were discounted
or why.'

3.15

The MMO responded to the consultation stating that it was content with the
draft SoCC (see Appendix 3C).

Regard had to draft SoCC responses
3.16

To address LCC’s comments TKOWFL made available as part of the s42 and
s47 consultations the ISAR (Application Document 8.18) and SS&DR
(Application Document 8.17)4. The ISAR provided information on how the
Onshore Interface Point at Bicker Fen was selected and why other options
were discounted, including why the offshore cable was not being located
through The Wash. The ISAR was made available to LCC in advance of the
s42/s47 consultation.

3.17

The SS&DR provided details about how the broad locations of the individual
elements of the Electrical System were chosen and details of the electrical
technology that would be used. The SS&DR included details and reports of
previous consultations on the location of the Electrical System infrastructure,

4

The SS&DR was updated between the s42/s47 consultation and the application.
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including the Alternatives Consultation Report detailing consultation
undertaken in 2013. The SS&DR was available for the public to view
throughout and following the s42/s47 consultation. The SS&DR has been
updated as part of the application for development consent following further
amendments that have been made to the final scheme since November 2014.
3.18

In order to make it clear in the SoCC Document that the community
consultation was not aimed at obtaining further responses on the broad
locations of the Electrical System infrastructure TKOWFL amended the text in
paragraphs 9.3 and 9.4 of the SoCC document as follows:
9.3: As members of the public, landowners and other stakeholders have
already been consulted on the siting of key elements of the project, this
consultation will focus on issues surrounding the construction methodology
and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts from
arising.
9.4: Key consultation documents will include the Preliminary Environmental
Information (PEI) and details of the principles that could be applied to the
design and construction of TKES. We are also making available the Interface
Selection Assessment Report (ISAR), which explains why we have chosen the
connection point at Bicker Fen. These documents will be available during the
consultation which will give members of the public an opportunity to engage
with us.”

3.19

The text in the advertised SoCC was not amended as a result of LCC’s
comments as TKOWFL considered that the scope of the consultation was
clearly explained in the ‘What we will consult on’ section of the draft SoCC
(and the final advertised SoCC) which stated:
‘The focus of this consultation will be on issues surrounding the construction
methodology and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid
impacts arising from the construction and operation of TKES. As the scheme
requires Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) the consultation documents
will include Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI).’

3.20

TKOWFL made the ISAR and SS&DR available on the Triton Knoll website
and at the exhibitions for local communities to examine.
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Final advertised version of SoCC
3.21

The final version of the advertised SoCC included a number of minor
amendments that were not included in the versions issued to the local
authorities. These were as follows:


In the draft SoCC TKOWFL stated that questionnaires and newsletters
would be sent to people within the consultation boundaries identified in
the draft SoCC and to those people who had previously contacted
TKOWFL. However, as the questionnaire referred to other documents
such as the PEI non-technical summary which would be only be
available at the start of the consultation TKOWFL decided to send the
newsletter out to coincide with the publication of the SoCC so that
people were aware of the consultation and exhibition dates well in
advance.
TKOWFL therefore issued the newsletter without the
questionnaire on 18 September 2014 but clearly advised within the
newsletter how people could take part in the consultation, attend
exhibitions and access questionnaires and further information.



The draft SoCC did not include dates and locations for exhibitions.
These were added to the final SoCC.



TKOWFL suggested in the draft SoCC that it would advertise the
consultation with posters. As TKOWFL planned to send several
thousand newsletters over a wide geographic area it was decided that
posters would not provide any additional benefit. The final SOCC
removed reference to advertising on posters.



The final version of the SoCC document included some minor wording
amendments (e.g. from “must” to “need”).

3.22

An updated final SoCC document and SoCC to be advertised (see Appendix
3D) which included the above amendments was issued to ELDC, BBC, LCC
and the MMO on 3 September 2014. A response was received from ELDC
on 3 September (see Appendix 3E) stating it was happy with the final version
of the SoCC. No responses on the final version of the SoCC document or
SoCC to be advertised were received from BBC, LCC or the MMO.

3.23

Subsequent to sending the final versions of the SoCC document and SoCC to
be advertised to BCC, ELDC, LCC and MMO, TKOWFL received a request
from a councillor to attend one of the planned public exhibitions that formed
part of the statutory consultation. TKOWFL took the view that it could be
advantageous for local councillors and parish councillors to attend the
exhibitions before they were fully open to members of the public to allow
TKOWFL staff to give their undivided attention to them. The timing of four of
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the public exhibitions was therefore amended to commence at 2pm rather
than 1pm, with a closed session for councillors and parish councils arranged
for 1-2pm to afford them that opportunity. TKOWFL emailed BBC, ELDC,
LCC and MMO to inform them of this proposed change to the timings of the
exhibitions. No responses were received from them. A final SoCC to be
advertised (see Appendix 3F) was produced by TKOWFL for publication in
newspapers and on the TKOWF website.
3.24

Details of these sessions with councillors and parish councils is set out in
more detail in section 6 of this report.

Content of the SoCC
3.25

The final version of the advertised SoCC explained the scope of the TKES,
the procedure under which the TKES would be consented, how TKOWFL was
going to obtain the community's views during the statutory consultation
period, and how and when interested persons could make their views known.

3.26

As required by Regulation 10 of The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009, the SoCC also stated that TKES
would require an EIA and that PEI would be available during the community
consultation period.

3.27

Accordingly, the SoCC met these requirements as set out in PINS Advice
note sixteen (PINS 2012e).

Publication of the SoCC
3.28

Section 47(6) of the Act requires that:
Once the applicant has prepared the SoCC, the applicant must publish it:

3.29



in a newspaper circulating in the vicinity of the land, and



in such other manner as may be prescribed.

TKOWFL published the SoCC in the following newspapers on the dates
shown in Table 3.1 below. The adverts were in the form of a single public
notice advertisement. The publications were chosen to advertise the
consultation widely to potentially affected communities, both onshore and
offshore. Copies of the SoCC adverts are included in Appendix 3G.
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Table 3.1 – Publications in which the SoCC was advertised

Publication

Distribution

Date of publication

Boston Standard

Includes areas around Boston
including Bicker, Swineshead
and Heckington

17 September 2014

Louth Leader

Includes areas near Louth
including Anderby

14 September 2014

Skegness Standard and
local editions
-Spilsby Standard
-Sleaford Standard
- Mablethrope Standard

Includes the towns of
Skegness, Louth, Orby,
Spalding, Alford, Spilsby,
Sleaford and Mablethorpe

17 September 2014

East Lindsey Target

To ensure adequate coverage
in towns and villages along the
coast from Boston up to
Mablethorpe and inland across
the Wolds.

17 September 2014

Fairplay

UK and international maritime
businesses

18 September 2014

Fishing News

UK and Ireland fishing industry

18 September 2014

3.30

The SoCC was also made available on RWE Innogy UK’s Triton Knoll web
pages (www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll).

3.31

The applicant must carry out consultation in accordance with the proposals
set out in the SoCC. How TKOWFL achieved this is explained in section 5 of
this report.
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Section 48 Publicity and Media Coverage
Summary


TKOWFL published the s48 notice advertising the proposed application
in local and national publications on 8-10 October 2014.



TKOWFL published a second s48 notice advertising the proposed
application in local publications on 15 October 2014.



The s48 notice included the information required under regulation 4 of
The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and
Procedure) Regulations 2009.



Copies of the s48 notice were sent to prescribed consultees.



TKOWFL issued a press release relating to the s48 notice and statutory
consultation on the application to local media outlets resulting in further
coverage of the consultation.

Statutory requirements and guidance
4.1

Regulation 4 (2) of The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed
Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 requires the applicant publish a
notice (a) for at least two successive weeks in one or more local newspapers
circulating in the vicinity of the proposed development; (b) once in a national
newspaper; (c) once in the London Gazette and (d) once in Lloyd’s List; and
in an appropriate fishing trade journal.

4.2

In accordance with Regulation 4(3) the published notice under s48 included
the following information:


TKOWFL's name and address;



A statement that TKOWFL intended to make an application for a DCO
to the PINS;



A statement that the proposal is EIA development;



A summary of the main proposals (including location of the proposed
development);



A statement that all documents showing the nature and location of the
proposed development could be inspected free of charge at specified
places, and when those documents could be inspected. (At least one
location being an address in the vicinity of the proposed development);
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The latest date the documents were available for inspection (which was
no earlier than 28 days following the date when the notice was first
published);



Whether there was a charge for copies of any documents, plans or
maps (and if so, how much);



Details of how to respond to the publicity; and



A deadline for receipt of those responses by the applicant, being not
less than 28 days following the date when the notice is last published.

PINS Advice Note Fourteen (PINS 2012c) sets out that copies of the s48
notices as they appear in local and national newspapers together with a
description of where the notice was published and confirmation of the time
period given for responses should be included in the consultation report. It
states that Applicants should also provide confirmation that the s48 notice
was sent to the prescribed consultees at the same time as the notice was
published. In addition, a description of the consultation material used and how
the prescribed consultees were able to access is also stated to be useful.

Contents of the notice and publication
4.4

As advised in DCLG guidance (DCLG 2014) the first of the s48 notices
appeared at approximately the same time as the commencement of the
statutory community consultation pursuant to the SoCC, which started on 15
October 2014. The Section 48 notice is included in Appendix 4A.

4.5

The s48 notice stated that the deadline for responses was 19 November
2014. This was more than 28 days after the last notice was published on 15
October 2014.

4.6

A list of the publications in which the Section 48 notice was published is set
out in Table 4.1 with the adverts included in Application Document 1.3 and
Appendix 4B of this report.

4.7

Copies of the s48 notice were sent to the prescribed consultees and others
listed in Appendix 6A as part of the consultation documents.

4.8

TKOWFL included a downloadable version of the s48 notice on the TKOWF
website.
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Table 4.1 – Publication of s48 Notice
Publication

Published Date (wk 1)

Published Date (wk 2)

Boston Standard

10/10/2014

17/10/2014

Louth Leader

08/10/2014

15/10/2014

Skegness Standard (including 08/10/2014
the local edition, the Spilsby
Standard)

15/10/2014

East Lindsey Target

08/10/2014

15/10/2014

Fairplay

09/10/2014

n/a

Fishing News

10/10/2014

n/a

Lloyds List

09/10/2014

n/a

The Times

09/10/2014

n/a

London Gazette

08/10/2014

n/a

Additional publicity
4.9

As part of the publicity for the consultation taking place TKOWFL issued a
press release (see Appendix 4C) to the following media outlets and contacts:


BBC East Yorks and Lincs- Look North (East Yorkshire and
Lincolnshire);



BBC Radio Lincolnshire;



BBC Yorkshire- BBC Lincolnshire;



Boston Standard;



Compass FM 96.4;



Skegness Standard - News Desk;



ITV Yorkshire - ITV News Calendar , Production;



Lincolnshire Echo;



Horncastle News;



Sleaford Standard;
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ReNews;



Louth and Mablethorpe Leaders;



Dereham Times;



BBC East Yorks and Lincs - Look North (East Yorkshire and
Lincolnshire);



Lincolnshire Echo;



Lincolnshire Free Press;



Lincs FM 102.2;



BBC Radio Sheffield – Newsdesk;



Target Series including East Lindsey Target;



David Seymour – freelance;



Skegness Standard;



Spalding Guardian;



Sarah Baker – freelance;



Sleaford Standard;



Boston Standard; and



Spilsby Standard.

4.10

Having discovered an issue with accessing the online questionnaire during
the statutory consultation period, TKOWFL fixed the problem on the website
and made the decision to extend the period in which online questionnaires
would be accepted until 22 December 2014. TKOWFL updated the website
to make this clear and issued a press release (see Appendix 4C) to inform the
wider public about the extension period.

4.11

The coverage of the consultation in local media outlets that TKOWFL is
aware of is set out in Table 4.2.
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Table 4.2 –Media coverage September – November 2014
Publication

Type of
Publication

Date of
publication /
broadcast

Notes

BBC
Radio Regional Radio
Lincolnshire

5 Sep 2014

A piece on the consultation and
why the Bicker Fen connection
was the best option for
connection to the National Grid.
Broadcast at 17.23

BBC
Radio Regional Radio
Humberside

9 Sep 2014

A piece on the consultation and
why the Bicker Fen connection
was the best option for
connection to the National Grid.
Broadcast at 17.09

BBC1
(Yorks
Lincs)

9 Sep 2014

A piece on the consultation was
broadcast at 1830 and a
shorter version at 2229

North Regional
and television

Weekly
print 10 Sep 2014
newspaper and
website

Campaigners’ anger at 40-mile
cable plan.

and Weekly
print 12 Sep 2014
newspapers
and website

Campaigners
outraged
at
Bicker Fen wind farm cable
plans

Boston Target

Boston
Sleaford
Targets

Article on Triton Knoll Cable
Group and landowner concerns
about
the
developments
impacts on their land.

Article on Triton Knoll Cable
Group and landowner concerns
about development.
Article
does
not
mention
the
consultation is taking place
Sleaford
Standard

Weekly
print 15 Sep 2014
newspaper and
website

Report concludes that Bicker
Fen best option
Article on ISAR concluding
Bicker Fen is the best
Substation site. Article does
not mention the consultation is
taking place.
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Type of
Publication

Lincolnshire
Today

Monthly
magazine
website

ReNews

Boston Target

Skegness
Standard

Triton Knoll Electrical System

and

Date of
publication /
broadcast

Notes

17 Sep 2014

Plans for local consultation on
offshore wind farm released
Article
mentions
the
consultation is taking place and
the dates but does not give
locations of exhibitions or how
people can get involved

Monthly
17 Sep 2014
renewables
magazine and
website

RWE talks shop on Triton grid

Weekly
print 17 Sep 2014
newspaper and
website

Restoration claim for Bicker
Fen power plan

Weekly
print 17 Sep 2014
newspaper and
website

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm launches community
consultation process

Mentions
SoCC,
public
consultation dates and that
exhibitions were taking place

Mentions public consultation is
taking place and consultation
dates

Mentions
SoCC,
public
consultation dates and that
exhibitions were taking place
Skegness
Standard

Weekly
print 24 Sep 2014
newspaper and
website

Wind
farm
community
consultation process to begin in
October
Mentions public consultation
dates and that exhibitions were
taking place

Skegness
Standard

Weekly
print 14 Oct 2014
newspaper and
website

Consultation for wind farm
Mentions start, duration and
location
of
the
public
consultations
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Publication

Type of
Publication

Lincolnshire
Echo

Weekly
print 16 Oct 2014
newspaper and
website

Triton Knoll talks

Sleaford Target

Weekly
print 22 Oct 2014
newspaper and
website

Have your say on 40 mile cable
project

Weekly
print 29 Oct 2014
newspaper and
website

Grid signed up for Danish
connection

Weekly
print 26 Nov 2014
newspaper and
website

Opposition
group
voices
concerns over consultation

Weekly
print 26 Nov 2014
newspaper and
website

RWE respond to opposition
groups concern over Triton
Knoll Windfarm consultation

Boston Target

Skegness
Standard

Skegness
Standard

Date of
publication /
broadcast

Notes

Mentions start, duration and
location
of
the
public
consultations

Mentions start, duration and
location of public exhibitions.

National Grid announcement
about the Viking Link and
TKCG reaction. Mention that
TK consultation is ongoing and
includes website link

Extension to 22 December for
submission
of
online
questionnaires.
TKCG
comments
and
TKOWFL
responses

RWE response to TKCG.
Includes reference to end of
consultation period on 14 Nov
but that there is an extension
until 5pm on the December 22
for the online questionnaire
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Publication

Type of
Publication

Date of
publication /
broadcast

Sleaford
Standard

Weekly
print 30 Nov 2014
newspaper and
website

Notes

Extension for online wind farm
comments
Article stating that the deadline
for
online
questionnaire
responses had been extended
until December 22
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Community Consultation under section 47
Summary


TKOWFL consulted the local community in compliance with the final
advertised SoCC from 15 October to 19 November 2014.



Technical issues with an online consultation questionnaire resulted in
TKOWFL extending the consultation period within which online
questionnaire responses would be accepted until 22 December 2014.



Six public exhibitions during the s47 consultation period were attended
by a total of 293 people.



38 consultation questionnaires were returned to TKOWFL.



27 other responses were received by TKOWFL, primarily consisting of
letters, emails and exhibition comments.



Community preferences for landscaping and design have been noted in
TKOWFL’s application documents and will be considered during the
detailed design of landscaping and above ground infrastructure.



These preferences have been included in the Design Principles
Document (Application Document 8.6) and will be taken into account by
TKOWFL when preparing landscaping management plans and detailed
designs of the Substation and IEC.



Other comments about traffic, drainage and other issues are addressed
in the TKOWFL application documents including the Outline Traffic
Management Plan (TMP) (Application Document 8.9) and the Outline
Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) (Application Document 8.7).

Statutory requirements and guidance
5.1

S47(7) of the 2008 Act requires that consultation must be carried out in
accordance with the proposals set out in the SoCC. S49 of the Planning Act
requires the applicant to have regard to any relevant responses to the
consultation in finalising its application.

5.2

PINS Advice note fourteen (2012c) advises that a list of the individual
responses received under s47 (and under s42 and s48) should be provided
and categorised in an appropriate way and advise that applicants group
responses under the three strands of consultation: S42 prescribed consultees
(including s43 and s44), S47 community consultees and S48 responses to
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statutory publicity. The list should sort responses according to whether they
contain comments which have led to changes to matters such as siting, route,
design, form or scale of the scheme itself, or to mitigation or compensatory
measures proposed, or have led to no change. A summary of responses by
appropriate category together with a clear explanation of the reason why
responses have led to no change should also be included, including where
responses have been received after deadlines set by the applicant. Where a
resolution has not been reached on issues, the reasons why should be set
out clearly in the summary.
5.3

DCLG (2014) guidance sets out a number of recommendations for consulting
with members of the local community including:


It is therefore critical that [local people] are engaged with project
proposals at an early stage…local people are particularly well placed to
comment on what the impact of proposals on their local community
might be; or what mitigating measures might be appropriate; or what
other opportunities might exist for meeting the project’s objectives.



In consulting on project proposals, an inclusive approach is needed to
ensure that different groups have the opportunity to participate and are
not disadvantaged in the process…



Applicants must set out clearly what is being consulted on. They must
be careful to make it clear to local communities what is settled and why,
and what remains to be decided, so that expectations of local
communities are properly managed. A short document should be
prepared by applicants specifically for local communities, summarising
the project proposals and outlining the matters on which the view of the
local community is sought. It should also describe the key elements of
the project, and explain what the potential benefits and impacts of the
projects might be. The document should be written in clear, accessible,
and non-technical language…



If the application only changes to a small degree, or if the change only
affects part of the development, then it is not necessary for an applicant
to undertake a full re-consultation. Where a proposed application is
amended in light of consultation responses then, unless those
amendments materially change the application or materially changes its
impacts, the amendments themselves should not trigger a need for
further consultation. Instead, the applicant should ensure that all
affected statutory consultees and local communities are informed of the
changes.
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Timing and Objectives
5.4

The statutory community consultation under s47 of the Planning Act took
place from 15 October to 19 November 2014.

5.5

The objectives of the s47 community consultation on the TKES were to:


Inform local people about the TKES proposals in a clear and concise
way;



To inform people about the infrastructure required for the TKES;



To provide an opportunity for local people to put forward their ideas and
to give an opportunity to influence the proposals;



To provide an opportunity for local people to meet face-to-face with
RWE Innogy UK staff who were involved in the development; and



To explain how TKOWFL would respond to local people.

Consultation Materials and Activities
5.6

A newsletter was issued in September 2014 (see Appendix 2A) to local
residents and organisations as set out in the SoCC and SoCC Document. It
included details of the consultation, what was being consulted about and the
timing of when consultation comments had to be submitted to TKOWFL. It
also included a link to the TKOWF website where further information on the
project could be obtained.

5.7

Consultation materials were available to download on the TKOWF website for
use by the local community and other interested parties. These materials
were as follows:

5.8



Consultation Signpost Document;



Consultation Questionnaire; and



Preliminary Environmental Information, including a non-technical
summary, a draft Environmental Statement, Design Considerations
Document, Outline Traffic Management Plan and Outline Code of
Construction Practice.

As well as being available to download the website noted that the documents
could be requested on CD by contacting TKOWFL and that paper copies
were available at various local Access Points that were listed on the webpage
and at the public exhibitions.
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5.9

The Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) non-technical summary was
a summary of the main elements of the project and preliminary environmental
assessment. The PEI, including the non-technical summary, is available on
the TKOWFL website.

5.10

The Consultation Signpost Document (see Appendix 5A) summarised the
Consultation Documents and provided further information about the
consultation process.

5.11

The Consultation Questionnaire set out a list of questions for members of the
public to respond to and make comments about (see Appendix 5B). The
questionnaire could be printed off and completed and sent to TKOWFL via
freepost by the close of the consultation on 19 November 2014. Large print
or other formats of the Consultation Documents would have been made
available by TKOWFL (and were offered on the front page of the
questionnaire), although none were requested.

5.12

An Online Consultation Questionnaire, identical to the Consultation
Questionnaire, could be downloaded and completed electronically and then
emailed to TKOWFL. Although an online questionnaire was not proposed in
the SoCC TKOWFL felt this might be useful for some respondents and so
offered this on the text of the consultation webpage. As set out in Section 4
of this report, TKOWFL became aware towards the end of the statutory
consultation period that there was a technical problem with the online
consultation questionnaire. In order to ensure that those wishing to complete
and submit the questionnaire online were not adversely affected by this, once
the issue had been resolved the deadline for receipt of online questionnaires
was extended for a further 28 days until 22 December 2014. Online
questionnaires received by 22 December were considered by TKOWFL in
finalising the details of its application. However, this extension did not impact
on the statutory consultation, which closed on 19 November 2014.

5.13

In addition to the above consultation materials, TKOWFL made the following
documents available to download from its website:


Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR);



Site Selection and Design Report (SS&DR);



Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC);



SoCC Published Advert;



Triton Knoll Newsletter – September 2014; and



Section 48 Notice.
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5.14

The Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) was in the form of a draft
Environmental Statement (including the NTS referred to above) which
contained all the results and assessment of various environmental and
technical surveys undertaken by TKOWFL which were going to form part of
the application. The PEI was available at the public exhibitions, local
authority access points, on the TKOWFL website and on request (for a fee of
£500 for hard copies) from RWE.

5.15

Newsletters were sent to a s47 mailing list developed by TKOWFL based on
local residents, businesses and organisations located in the vicinity of the
proposed development boundary (as defined in the SOCC).
Further
organisations were added to the mailing list by TKOWFL, particularly users of
the sea. The newsletter was made available to wider communities through a
range of community outlets such as libraries and local authorities buildings in
Lincoln, Alford, Mablethorpe, Horncastle, Spilsby, Skegness, Boston, Sleaford
and Spalding. The newsletter was also available to download from the
TKOWF website and could be requested by telephone from RWE Innogy UK
(although none were).

5.16

The TKOWFL website (www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll), which was an
important means of communication throughout the pre-application stage, was
updated regularly to give the latest news about the project and the
consultation. The website explained what the consultation was about,
advertised the public exhibitions, included electronic copies of the SoCC, the
newsletters, the questionnaire, the consultation documents and had facility to
allow people to seek information and contact TKOWFL on-line via an enquiry
form.

5.17

Public exhibitions were held as interactive events where people were able to
view details of the proposal, talk to the project team and submit their
comments. Exhibition boards (see Appendix 5C) enabled the information to
be displayed in a clear and concise manner and prompt discussions with the
project team. All consultation documents such as the PEI, NTS and
questionnaires were available at these events. Members of staff were
available to make note of any comments made although attendees were
encouraged to complete questionnaires to ensure their comments were
accurately recorded. Part of the questionnaire was designed to provide
feedback on whether the information was well communicated and if people
had enough information.

5.18

The dates and venues of the exhibitions are set out in Table 5.2.
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Table 5.2 – Public exhibitions during s47 consultation
Date / time

Location

Tuesday 21st October, 2-8pm

Bicker Village Hall Cemetery Road, Bicker,
Boston PE20 3BT

Wednesday 22nd October, 2-8pm

Orby, Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane, Orby,
Skegness, PE24 5JA

Thursday 23rd October, 2-8pm

Skegness – North Shore Hotel and Golf Club,
North Shore Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN

Friday 24th October, 2-8pm

Anderby – Anderby Village Hall, Sea Road,
Anderby, Skegness, PE24 5YE

Saturday 25th October, 12-5pm

Stickney – Stickney Community Hall, Hall
Lane, Stickney, Boston, PE22 8BA

Sunday 26th October, 12-5pm

Firthville Village
Frithville, Boston

Hall

-

Church

Corner,

5.19

A dedicated TKOWF free postal address was available for members of the
public to use, including returning questionnaires, along with a TKOWF
telephone number and email address. These were publicised in the
newsletter, website and questionnaire.

5.20

The Fisheries Liaison Officer (FLO) handed out newsletters to fishermen,
industry groups and associations on an informal basis and made it known that
CDs of the PEI were available on request. See section 6 for details of which
fisheries bodies were issued with PEI and the Consultation Documents on a
statutory basis.

5.21

Councillor briefing sessions, in the form of presentations by TKOWFL
followed by a question and answer session were organised by TKOWFL for
elected representatives (parish councils and local authority councillors) in
advance of the public exhibitions at Bicker, Orby, Skegness, Anderby and
Stickney. TKOWFL was advised that Orby Parish Council had not been
informed of the briefing session at Orby and therefore was not able to attend.
However, after discussion with the Parish Clerk, it was confirmed to TKOWFL
that the invite had been received by Orby Parish Council but that one of the
parish councillors had changed their email address and so had not received
the relevant information about the briefing until after the event. TKOWFL
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offered to meet with Orby Parish Council representatives at a later date but
this was declined.

Level of community involvement
5.22

The number of attendees at each exhibition is listed in Table 5.3.

Table 5.3 – Attendance at public exhibitions during s47 consultation
Date

Location

Nos of attendees

21 October 2014

Bicker

60

22 October 2014

Orby

88

23 October 2014

Skegness

16

24 October 2014

Anderby

52

25 October 2014

Stickney

37

26 October 2014

Firthville

40

5.23

The number of community responses and queries received during the
consultation is set out in Table 5.4.

Table 5.4 – Consultations responses by type during s47 consultation
Type of response

Nos of
responses

Further information

Completed
questionnaires received

38

See Appendix 5D for an analysis of the
responses received to the questions and
Appendix 5E for the regard had by TKOWFL to
comments

Comments
exhibitions

made

Letters/Emails

at 14
13

See Appendix 5F for non questionnaire s47
responses and regard had to them
See Appendix 5F
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5.24

The deadline for s47 consultation responses was 19 November 2014,
although as previously noted an extension to 22 December was made for
online questionnaire responses. 25 questionnaires were received within the
consultation period, i.e. by 19 November and a further 12 questionnaires were
received during the online extension period, although seven of these were
paper questionnaires TKOWFL received by post.
The seven paper
questionnaires received after the close of the consultation have nevertheless
been treated by TKOWFL as although they were received within the s47
consultation period and have been given regard by TKOWFL as set out in
Appendix 5E.

5.25

A report on the returned questionnaires was prepared by TKOWFL and
published on the website. It includes an analysis of the quantitative
responses and lists all comments made on the questionnaires and is included
in Appendix 5D. Appendix 5E lists the comments made on the questionnaires
and the regard had to these comments by TKOWFL.

5.26

Appendix 5F lists the comments made by members of the public at the
exhibitions and in letters and emails received during the consultation along
with the regard had to them by TKOWFL.

5.27

There were small number a number of telephone phone calls made to
TKOWFL during the consultation period requesting hard copies of the
Consultation Questionnaire. These were mailed out by TKOWFL within 24
hours of being requested.

5.28

A phone call was also received from a member of the public who could not
download the consultation questionnaire from the TKOWF website and from
another who requested details of the project cost of the TKES project. Both
of these were resolved/answered by TKOWFL during the consultation period.

5.29

A number of comments prompted further correspondence from TKOWFL, in
particular in response to comments from a Boothby Hall trustee and in
response to the Triton Knoll Cable Group. TKOWFL’s responses to these
consultees are included in Appendix 5G.

5.30

No requests to the FLO for PEI CDs were made by fisheries stakeholders.

5.31

A request was made for a copy of the PEI to be made available at Orby
Village Hall. This was provided by TKOWFL.
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Responses received and regard had to those responses
5.32

A report on the results of the questionnaire feedback is included in Appendix
5D of this report and should be referred to for further details. The responses
to open questions on the questionnaire and the regard had to them by
TKOWFL are set out in full in Appendix 5E.
Responses to other
communications from members of the public during the consultation period
and the regard had to them are included in Appendix 5F.

5.33

All respondents who sent a completed questionnaire were sent an
acknowledgement letter from TKOWFL. A report summarising the results of
the Consultation Questionnaire responses was placed on the TKOWF
website on 16 February 2015. In addition a newsletter (see Appendix 2A)
summarising the questionnaire report was sent to all people and
organisations who were included in the s42 and s47 consultation.

5.34

The following section of the report provides a summary of the issues raised
during the s47 consultation and the regard had to them.
Project need and site selection

5.35

Many of the comments received during consultation queried why the specific
sites had been selected for the TKES infrastructure, stated that the project
should be cancelled or that the offshore cables should be routed through the
Wash rather than making landfall at Anderby Creek.

5.36

In terms of project need, the TKES project is needed to connect the already
consented TKOWF array, a nationally significant infrastructure project, into
the national grid. The need for and justification of the TKES is set out in the
Planning Statement (Application Document 8.4).

5.37

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the wind farm into the
national grid at Bicker Fen was based on it being the most efficient, coordinated and economic option; the lowest environmental impact overall; the
least cost in terms of Transmission System works required; having a
significantly reduced risk of conflict with other proposed offshore wind
projects; and not requiring new planning permissions or land acquisition for
the Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set out in the ISAR
(Application Document 8.18).

5.38

The reasons for locating the TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen is set out in
detail in the SS&DR (Application Document 8.17). A summary of the
consultation that took place when TKOWFL was selecting a location for the
Substation and IEC before the statutory consultation under s47 of the
Planning Act is set out in section 2 of this report.
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No changes to the broad locations of the offshore or onshore cable route, the
IEC or the Substation were made as a result of s47 responses on these
points although some changes to the cable route were made as a result of
questionnaire responses made by landowners (see Appendix 5D). Changes
to the cable route that have occurred over the lifetime of the project design
(i.e. not just the s47 consultation) are included in Figure 6.4 and Table 6.1 of
the SS&DR (Application Document 8.17).

Landfall
5.40

A number of principles that could be applied to the management of
construction activities at the landfall works were identified in the
questionnaire, including:


Traffic management of construction vehicles to minimise congestion
and impacts on local roads;



Alternative pedestrian access for beach users; and



Set working hours that minimise impacts on the local community by
limiting evening and weekend working.

5.41

In response to a question in relation to the landfall area asking, “to what
extent do you agree that the construction principles set out above will reduce
the potential impacts?” 18 responses agreed or strongly agreed with the
statement and 16 responses disagreed or strongly disagreed.

5.42

17 comments were received in relation to this question of which the majority
stated the project should be built elsewhere or be cancelled. These
comments are addressed under the Project need and site selection section
above. Other comments related to land use, socio-economic factors,
construction effects or traffic and are addressed in those sections of this
chapter.

5.43

No changes were made to the application as a direct result of these
responses. However, the mitigation measures already proposed are secured
through the draft DCO (Application Document 3.1).
An Outline
Communications Plan (CP) (Application Document 8.7.10) which is part of the
Outline Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) secured by Requirement 14 of
the draft DCO sets out the broad approach to communications that will be
adopted by TKOWFL, including proposals for communicating with members
of the public, e.g. before construction takes place.
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Onshore Cable Installation
5.44

The questionnaire explained that the onshore electrical cables will be buried
underground which avoids the need for overhead pylons. Other mitigation
measures and proposals set out in the questionnaire included:


Where possible, locating the cable route a minimum distance of 70 m
from residential dwellings,



A burial depth below existing identified land drains to reduce impacts on
farming activities,



A dedicated temporary haul road along the cable route to reduce traffic
on local roads, and



Restoration after completion and the land returned to its former use.

5.45

In response to a question asking “to what extent do you agree that the
construction principles set out above will reduce the impacts of cable
installation?” 16 responses agreed or agreed strongly with the statement and
18 responses disagreed or disagreed strongly.

5.46

Twelve comments were received on this question with seven relating to
cancelling or relocating the project or the project having unacceptable
impacts. These comments are dealt with above under the Project need and
site selection element of this chapter.

5.47

Other comments related to land use, traffic and construction effects and are
addressed in those sections of this chapter.

5.48

No changes were made to the application as a direct result of these
responses. However, the mitigation measures already proposed, including
the HGV access route being located on the onshore cable route, are secured
through the draft DCO (Application Document 3.1) and the outline plans
included with the application.
Landscaping and Design

5.49

The questionnaire suggested the following landscaping principles would be
applied to the final design of the IEC and the Substation:


a 50 m area available for landscaping around the IEC and the
Substation;



planting would begin during construction to allow screening to become
established; and



a mixture of slow and fast growing native species were proposed.

65

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System

5.50

In response to the question “which do you think is the most appropriate
screening for the Substation and IEC?” the majority of responses for both the
Substation and the IEC stated that the preferred option was a mixture of slow
and fast growing native species.

5.51

TKOWFL has had regard to these views by stating in the Design Principles
Document (Application Document 8.6) and in the Outline Landscape Strategy
and Ecological Management Plan (LSEMP) (Application Document 8.8) that
the preferred option in the consultation responses was to plant a mix of fast
and slow growing native tree species. These views will be taken into
consideration by TKOWFL in the landscaping management scheme required
under the draft DCO and which must be approved by the relevant planning
authority (BBC or ELDC depending upon the location of the works) before the
above ground construction works for the Substation or IEC can commence.

5.52

The questionnaire asked respondents to indicate what they thought was the
most appropriate design for buildings at the IEC and Substation. The majority
(over 80 per cent) of responses for both sites indicated that there was a
preference for buildings to be constructed from a local vernacular in brick or
stone. In response to a question regarding what colour noise barriers at the
IEC and Substation should be the majority (89 per cent in both cases) stated
that they should be gradated green.

5.53

These preferences for IEC and Substation design are included in the Design
Principles Document (Application Document 8.6) and will be taken into
account by TKOWFL in designing the above ground infrastructure in these
locations. The design will be subject to approval by the relevant planning
authority before work can commence.

5.54

16 of the questionnaire comments were received on the landscaping and
screening principles and 12 on the Substation and IEC design. Those
comments relating to site selection and project need are addressed in other
sections of this chapter. The landscape and design comments received on
the returned questionnaires and the regard had to them are set out in full in
Appendix 5E and summarised below.

5.55

Landscaping and design comments included:


Fantastic to not have pylons in beautiful countryside;



Plant as early as possible to get maximum screening early;



Widen landscape area above 50 m for nearby houses;



The National Grid Substation can still be seen despite screening being
planted;
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Light pollution will affect nearby residences and night sky;



All areas / hedges to be put back in original condition;



Buildings always look untidy in time; and



This is an area which includes coastal country [park] and should not be
disturbed.

5.56

TKOWFL notes the comment that it is “fantastic to not have pylons in
beautiful countryside” and considers that this reinforces TKOWFL’s decision
to underground the entirety of the 60 km onshore cables between the landfall
at Anderby Creek and the existing National Grid Bicker Fen substation.

5.57

The screening strategy is highlighted in the Design Principles Document
(Application Document 8.6) and the Outline LSEMP (Application Document
8.8). Planting proposals will have to have regard to the landscaping strategy
included in the Outline LSEMP, including having regard to the community
preference for a mixture of fast and slow growing native species. A final
landscaping management scheme around the IEC and Substation will need to
be agreed with the relevant planning authority before building on these works
can commence. This will include the timing of planting and the final design
and planting mix.

5.58

The landscaping area has been designed to fit with the existing landscape
and to provide screening of the above ground infrastructure. The exact width
of planting around the IEC and Substation will vary depending on adjacent
and proposed infrastructure. As a general point, it is considered that
increasing the width of screening substantially around the IEC and Substation
would not fit with the existing landscape.

5.59

An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is included in the ES
Landscape and Visual ES Chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 2) with mitigation by
screening secured through the DCO and the Outline LSEMP (Application
Document 8.8).

5.60

Internal operational site lighting on separate lighting columns will be required
in the IEC and Substation although the installation will be designed to
minimise visual intrusion outside the main IEC and Substation periphery. All
lighting will be non-glare low pollution type, suitable for the safety of
personnel and will be in use only when there are workers in attendance at the
IEC and substation. The operational site lighting will be agreed with the
relevant planning authority before the IEC and Substation are brought into
operation. Temporary lighting during civil construction works will also be
required.
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5.61

TKOWFL will reinstate the cable corridor to its original land use after the
cables have been installed.

5.62

With regard to buildings always looking untidy in time, TKOWFL and any
subsequent owners will look after the buildings as part of standard operational
practices.

5.63

The potential impact on users of the Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park was
considered as part of the Landscape and Visual ES chapter. TKOWFL
acknowledges that there will be potential impacts during the construction
phase of the project but that these effects are reversible.

5.64

A response, principally on landscape issues was received from a trustee of
Boothby Hall. TKOWFL visited Boothby Hall to better understand the
comments and sent a letter in response to the comments (see Appendix 5G).
Managing Construction Traffic

5.65

The questionnaire set out that, as a result of previous consultation with local
residents and parish councils, TKOWFL has modified access proposals at the
IEC and Substation to avoid the villages of Orby and Bicker. These changes
are shown in Figure 6.4 and Table 6.1 respectively in the SS&DR (Application
Document 8.17).

5.66

Approximately two-thirds of responses agreed or strongly agreed that the
alternative access proposals will reduce the impacts of construction traffic in
Orby and Bicker.

5.67

The access arrangements are included in the plans and DCO submitted as
part of the application for development consent and are a firm commitment
from TKOWFL.
Further details are available in the Outline Traffic
Management Plan (TMP) (Application Document 8.9).

5.68

The draft DCO includes a requirement for a Traffic Management Plan to be
approved by the relevant planning authority, after consultation with the
highways authority, before any stage of work can commence.

5.69

21 comments on this question were received relating to construction traffic
and can be summarised as follows:


Make all construction traffic use the HGV route / all construction traffic
should avoid country roads and villages / minimise construction traffic;



Will the construction traffic affect the A17 near Bicker?;



Keep roads clear of mud and debris;



Avoid construction during school holidays; and
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Monitor and enforce construction vehicle routes, including putting up
signs for construction traffic / keep large equipment moves outside of
peak traffic flows / bad experiences from previous construction projects.

5.70

A number of similar comments relating to traffic were also made during the
s47 consultation at the exhibitions and via letter. The comments and the
regard had to them by TKOWFL are set out in Appendix 5F.

5.71

TKOWFL has confirmed that all HGVs will follow a separate access route to
the IEC and that lorries will avoid the village of Orby. Light Goods Vehicles
and general construction traffic will be routed through Orby.. A new access
road will be constructed for all construction traffic to the Substation which will
therefore avoid the village of Bicker. An assessment of traffic impacts from all
types of vehicles is included in the Traffic and Access chapter of the ES
(Volume 3, Chapter 9) which highlights that, in environmental terms, HGVs
have a greater impact than cars and LGVs.

5.72

With regard to the impact of construction traffic on the A17 near Bicker, the
ES provides an assessment of impacts from all types of vehicles and notes
that typical construction working hours are outside of the traditional peak
hours and will therefore minimise impacts during the busiest times of the day.

5.73

With regard to construction traffic not causing mud on roads and avoiding
school holidays, this will be considered as part of the Traffic Management
Plans (TMPs) which will be developed by TKOWFL for each stage of the
works before construction commences on the relevant work. An Outline TMP
(Application Document 8.9) has been included with the application.

5.74

The details regarding monitoring and enforcement measures of construction
traffic will be developed through the stage-specific TMPs before construction
commences (Application Document 8.9). TKOWFL understand residents’
concerns regarding construction traffic and will develop communication
protocols which can be used by local residents should concerns arise during
the construction. The Outline CP (Application Document 8.7.10) sets out the
approach of how TKOWFL will communicate with residents.
Terrestrial Ecology

5.75

TKOWFL set out a number of principles by which the impacts on terrestrial
ecology would be managed, including:


Minimising impacts on hedgerows and other sensitive habitats;



Undertaking pre-construction surveys to avoid protected species;



Ensuring best practice construction management techniques are used
to reduce the risk of contamination of watercourses; and
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Project ecologists overseeing environmentally-sensitive activities.

5.76

About half (52 per cent) of respondents agreed that these principles would
reduce ecological impacts.

5.77

These principles are set out in the ES and secured through commitments in
the Outline LSEMP (Application Document 8.8). The draft DCO also includes
a requirement for an Ecological Management Plan to be approved by the
relevant planning authority for each stage of the onshore works before that
stage of work can commence.

5.78

14 comments were received on this question. Those comments relating to
terrestrial ecology are summarised as follows:


Disturbing ground unearths a weed bank that takes many years to
control;



Cancel the project due to unacceptable environmental damage;



Do not believe these principles will be adhered to;



As mentioned earlier we cannot see the logic of digging up a huge
swath of land when it could be positioned much nearer to the coast.
Short term detrimental impact to wild life, fauna & agriculture will be
huge. We are not convinced that long term the environmental
disturbance will be healed;



This is an area which includes coastal country PR [park] & should not
be disturbed;



Whatever is done will have an ecological impact you can only mitigate
damage later; and



Wildlife will adapt/return.

5.79

The onshore works will cause disturbance of the ground that can be colonised
by weeds and other plants either by colonisation or from the seed bank in the
ground. The potential for impacts from weeds or invasive species is
considered in the Land Use chapter of the ES. The ES chapter also sets out
that TKOWFL will mitigate this risk by implementing relevant Defra and
Environment Agency best practice guidance on the control and removal of
invasive weed species. A commitment to this is included in the Outline CoCP
(Application Document 8.7) Following the completion of all cable construction
works, the land within the working width will be fully reinstated as far as
practically possible to its former condition.

5.80

With regard TKES causing damage to wildlife (and the environment
generally), TKOWFL has carried out a full EIA for the project with the results
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set out in the submitted ES. Where potential environmental impacts have
been identified mitigation measures are set out where appropriate and
practicable to do so.
5.81

The ecological principles, and mitigation generally, will be carried out by
TKOWFL. The mitigation agreed as part of the approved DCO is enforceable
by the relevant planning authority.

5.82

The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to existing land use, soils and
agricultural interests arising from the construction, operation and
decommissioning of the proposed development (Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land
Use, Soils and Agriculture). Impacts on agricultural land are addressed in the
assessment section. A Soil Management Plan will be prepared in advance of
construction to ensure protection, conservation and reinstatement of soil
material, its physical and chemical properties and functional capacity for
agricultural use. An Outline Soil Management Plan (Application Document
8.7.5) has been prepared as part of the application.

5.83

The potential impacts on the Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park are
considered in the LVIA Chapter (Volume 3 Chapter 2 of the ES).

5.84

An assessment of impacts is included in the Terrestrial Ecology Chapter
(Volume 3 Chapter 4) of the ES. An Outline LSEMP (Application Document
8.8) has been prepared and submitted as part of the application for
development consent. The LSEMP includes proposed mitigation to reduce
impacts on terrestrial ecology.;

5.85

TKOWFL agrees with the comment that wildlife will adapt and return and
notes that the majority of the onshore works are related to the burial of cables
which are temporary measures.
Offshore Cable Route

5.86

The questionnaire set out some of the key design principles which have
shaped the offshore cable route and asked respondents ‘to what extent do
you agree that we have captured the important offshore elements of the
proposed electrical system’.

5.87

61 per cent of respondents agreed or strongly agreed that TKOWFL had
captured the important offshore elements.

5.88

15 comments were received on this question. Those comments relating to
the offshore elements of the project are summarised below:


The project will damage the seabed and marine ecology;



The project will affect fishermen;
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There needs to be assurances about EMF offshore; and



Sea defences should be put back to original state of beauty.

5.89

Potential impacts upon the sea bed, marine ecology and upon commercial
fisheries are fully assessed within Volume 2 of the ES. The detailed
assessments conclude no significant effects are anticipated.

5.90

Potential effects of electromagnetic fields on marine ecology receptors are
assessed in ES Vol 2, Chapters 3-7. No significant effects are anticipated for
any marine receptor.

5.91

TKOWFL will minimise disruption to the sand dunes by using trenchless
techniques (e.g. directional drilling) as set out in the Other Marine Users
chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 10) and Offshore Project Description chapter
(Volume 2, Chapter 1). No significant effects are concluded and there will no
change to the appearance of the sea defences as a result of these works.

5.92

No comments were received from members of the fishing community during
the statutory s47 consultation.
Land use, soil and drainage

5.93

Comments relating to land use, soil and drainage were received as feedback
to various questions in the questionnaire. TKOWFL notes that ES includes
an assessment of the impacts to existing land use, soils and agricultural
interests arising from the construction, operation and decommissioning of the
proposed development (Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and
Agriculture).

5.94

A Soil Management Plan will be prepared in advance of construction to
ensure protection, conservation and reinstatement of soil material, its physical
and chemical properties and functional capacity for agricultural use. An
Outline Soil Management Plan (SMP) (Application Document 8.7.5) has been
prepared as part of the ES.

5.95

Land use, soils and drainage comments are summarised below:

5.96



Select the correct time of year in regard to soil conditions;



Cables are only 900 m/ 1m deep and won’t be under under land drains;
and



Landowners have been told tracks will be permanent not temporary.

TKOWFL assumes that the first comment relates to the potential for
waterlogged ground conditions during the winter season. This will be one of
the factors taken into account during the detailed design and preparation of
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the construction method statements for the landfall and cable installation
works.
5.97

With regard to the drainage comments, TKOWFL has sought specialist
drainage advice and will continue to do so as the project progresses.
TKOWFL’s cable installation contractors will seek to avoid any long term
effects on the land or to drainage systems. In most cases cable ducts will be
laid at an indicative depth of 975 mm below the top of the subsoil layer in
agricultural land to allow normal farming practices to continue once the
ground is reinstated. In some areas the ducts may be deeper in order for
circuits to be located below identified field drains to allow drainage
maintenance access. In other areas, such as where the route crosses existing
utilities and services, it may be necessary for the ducts to be installed at a
shallower depth. TKOWFL will consult with landowners prior to the installation
of the cables on the design of any pre-construction and post-construction
drainage schemes required and landowners will be provided with records of
the location of the cables after installation.

5.98

With regard the comment about tracks being permanent, TKOWFL can
confirm that permanent accesses during the operational phase of the project
will be created for the IEC (from Marsh Lane) and the Substation (from the
A17). With the exception of those permanent accesses created at the IEC
and Substation, all other access tracks for enabling works, construction,
operations and maintenance will be temporary. No permanent roads will be
created on these temporary accesses.
Land and landowners

5.99

A number of landowners (both on the route and near to it) completed the
questionnaire and made comments at the exhibitions, including both general
and specific comments in relation to land and land negotiations as well as
more generally.
For completeness the questionnaires completed by
landowners have been included in the analysis of the s47 responses and their
comments given regard under this element of the Consultation Report (see
Appendix 5E). Other s47 responses from landowners which were made at
the exhibitions are set out in Appendix 5F. Where discussions/consultation
on distinct pieces of land have taken place these are set out in the s42
landowner section of the report.

5.100

Comments on land and land negotiations can be summarised as follows:


Requests to reroute the cable corridor in specific fields or away from
specific residences;

73

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System



Concern that discussions on compensation had not taken place /
complaints of bullying and the threat of compulsory purchase;



The amount of land required;



The time the cable trench will be left open (3 to 5 years);



The loss of cropping;



Fields becoming awkward shapes while construction is ongoing;



The time required to re-instate the land for farming;



Manhole covers that will need to be avoided by farm machinery; and



TKOWFL’s rights of access could interfere with growing crops resulting
in a loss of income.

5.101

The regard had to these comments is set out in the following paragraphs.

5.102

All requests to realign the cable route were considered against relevant
constraints, including engineering and environmental. TKOWFL has made
strenuous efforts over the course of the last few years to route the cables to
avoid constraints and reduce impacts as shown in the plan of cable route
changes included in the SS&DR (Application Document 8.17) Figure 6.4 and
Table 6.1.

5.103

Concerns about compensation amounts will be addressed as part of the
commercial agreements that TKOWFL will negotiate with landowners.
Landowners were informed that a Heads of Terms agreement setting out the
proposed terms of payment would be issued after the consultation events.
These were issued to identified landowners on 15 December 2014.
TKOWFL's strong preference is to reach mutual commercial agreements with
landowners. However, where this is not possible TKOWFL will apply for
compulsory powers to acquire land or rights over land as part of the DCO
application. It is important that landowners are aware of the potential for
compulsory purchase to be carried out where voluntary agreements cannot
be reached.

5.104

The amount of land required and the construction timescales will be
determined by the engineering requirements of the project. As assessed in
the ES, for some works this may extend to 3-5 years. TKOWFL does not
expect the entirety of the cable route to be left open for this period. However,
given there is potential for this to occur the rights to do so need to be acquired
by TKOWFL and have been assessed within the Land Use Agriculture and
Soils chapter of the ES (Volume 3, Chapter 5). This will be factored into any
payments which are to be made to landowners.
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5.105

Areas of fields which are unviable to farm due to the location of the cable
works during construction can be taken into consideration when calculating
crop loss payments.

5.106

The land will be reinstated after cable installation by TKOWFL's contractors.
Any claims for loss in crop yield during reinstatement will be on an individual
basis.

5.107

The draft Heads of Terms which have been sent to directly affected
landowners explain TKOWFL’s proposals for compensating for the presence
of link box covers.

5.108

Claims for crop loss as a result of operational access will be dealt with on an
individual basis.
Timescales

5.109

A comment was received on one of the questionnaires querying what the
proposed timescale of the project was from start to completion.

5.110

The proposed timescale of the onshore elements of the project are currently
expected to be at most 6 years for elements such as the construction of the
Substation. However, the detailed programme is dependent on many factors,
including when consent is achieved and when contractors can carry out the
work. As the programme develops TKOWFL will inform local communities as
to the locations and timing of construction. An Outline CP is included with the
application (Application Document 8.7.10) which sets out the approach
TKOWFL will take to communicating with local residents during the
construction phase.
Socio –economic

5.111

5.112

There were a number of comments on the completed questionnaires relating
to socio-economic factors, including:


Will local contractors and suppliers be used?, and



The project will disrupt the tourist trade?

With regard using local contractors, TKOWFL will endeavour to make local
firms aware of potential opportunities, either directly through local supplier
events and programmes or through encouraging first tier suppliers to reach
out to local firms. TKOWFL cannot, however, guarantee that local contractors
will be employed on the project.
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An assessment of the potential impacts of TKES on recreation and tourism
was included in the ES Socioeconomic ES Chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 3)
which concluded that effects on tourism and recreation were not significant.
Other infrastructure

5.114

A number of queries were received at the exhibition and on the
questionnaires about the proposed connection of the Viking Link
interconnector at Bicker Fen.

5.115

TKOWFL only became aware of the Viking project during the statutory
consultation in November 2014. TKOWFL has contacted National Grid with
regard to the project and will continue to liaise with them in order to gain a
better understanding of the project and any potential for cumulative impacts
with the electrical system works. At the time of going to print there was no
information available that TKOWFL could use to assess the potential for
cumulative impacts.
Noise and Construction

5.116

5.117

A number of other comments were received in relation to noise and other
potential effects of construction. Lighting and traffic issues have already been
considered under the landscape and visual and traffic sections of this chapter
above. Other comments included:


Don’t build it here…noise pollution;



If your plans are approved we face a minimum 12 months of a
construction site with constant noise of vehicular/mechanical activity for
7/8 hours a day, 7 days a week. The landowners / farmers will receive
compensation for disruption and loss of income, and



Would there be noise? A constant hum?

Potential noise impacts during construction and operation have been
assessed in the ES Noise and Vibration chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 11) with
short term, temporary minor to moderate effects associated with construction
and long term minor effects from the IEC and Substation during operation.
Embedded mitigation measures include restricting construction activities that
generate potentially significant noise levels at the nearest noise sensitive
receptors to the hours of 07:30 to 19:00 on weekdays and 08:00 to 13:00 on
Saturdays unless otherwise agreed with the relevant planning authority.
These restrictions are secured in the Outline Code of Construction Practice
(CoCP) (Application Document 8.7).
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TKOWFL understands local residents’ concerns with regard noise or other
potential effects on them during construction. To ensure that construction
works adhere to best practice and, wherever possible minimise the impact on
local residents, for each stage of the works, a Code of Construction Practice
(CoCP), including a Noise and Vibration Management Plan (NVMP) will be
agreed with the relevant planning authorities for each stage of the works.
Outline versions of these plans are included in the application (Application
Documents 8.7 and 8.7.3 respectively). Liaison by TKOFWL with the public
will be in accordance with the Outline CP (Application Document 8.7.10).
Community Investment Fund

5.119

Comments were received about the proposed Community Investment Fund
although no questions regarding this were asked on during the s47
consultation questionnaire. Comments included the accusation that TKOWFL
was trying to bribe local communities or the local authority and queries about
the longevity of the fund.

5.120

TKOWFL held a consultation on the Community Investment Fund subsequent
to the close of the s47 consultation and expect to publish a report on the
communities’ views in April or May 2015. Although the report was not
available at the time this Consultation Report was written it is anticipated that
the fund will remain in place during the operational life of the offshore wind
farm. The results of consultation will inform a decision on what types of
project can be supported by the fund and the geographic area the fund will
cover. Further details are included in section 8 of this report.
Consultation

5.121

A number of comments were made about the s47 consultation and
questionnaire. A selection of these comments are set out below and are
included in full in Appendices 5E and 5F:


I personally feel that it has been quite underhand. Until recently
Anderby Creek field was not clearly marked out as to where the piping
would commence. It is too close to local residents and would disturb the
wildlife. I feel the residents feelings and views need to be considered.



No large map to show where will live in relation to substation and cable
routes. Councillors and public in Orby were not invited to consultations,
therefore not everyone knew about it.



Totally false consultation and complete waste of time. RWE has
decided exactly what it wants to do and is going through a 'tick box'
routine because it has to. The first and only question should be 'Do you
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accept the environmental disruption and destruction of peoples lives,
which this project will cause - yes or no'. Our MP, MEP, parish borough
and county councillors have all expressed their wish to stop this project.
However, they have all been ignored alongside 99% of local residents.
What has become of green belt protection? What has become of the
localism act? This project is down to greed to get hold of vast quantities
of tax payers and electricity consumers money and nothing else.


I thought the exhibition was well planned & questions were answered
helpfully by the people there. I feel a bit more local advertising may
have been helpful as a lot of people I spoke to afterwards did not know
about it. Good luck with the project. I don’t like the idea of my
Grandchildren living in a cold dark world!



I found the staff at the Bicker exhibition most helpful.



We wonder why all resident in Bicker didn’t receive the questionnaire as
a matter of course, through the post. Feedback has only been limited
since it is to be obtained by people attending the exhibitions. Not all
residents were aware the consultation in October was taking place.



You do not listen to the public.



Thank you for your helpful responses by e-mail.



The visual presentations were very clear and the people who spoke to
me were very helpful.

5.122

As set out in explained in section 2 of this report, TKOWFL has undertaken
an extensive site selection process for the landfall looking at a large number
of factors, including proximity to dwellings and ecological sensitivities. The
selection of Anderby Creek landfall was reported on in the February 2013
newsletter and included in the consultation materials of Feb-Apr 2013 and
exhibitions in Anderby and Stickney in March 2013. Further consultation with
landowners and local communities on the cable route, which included an
indicative plan of the landfall area and cable route, took place in February March 2014. The landfall and proposed cable route was also included in the
materials available during the s47 consultation of October - November 2014.

5.123

TKOWFL included a question within the Consultation Questionnaire (Section
7 Question E) which allowed respondents to provide any other comments on
the consultation or proposals.

5.124

Advertising of the exhibitions was agreed in a Statement of Community
Consultation with the local authorities and the Marine Management
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Organisation. This included advertising in local newspapers and issuing of
newsletters informing local residents of the consultation.
5.125

All PEI documents, including plans, were available to view at the exhibitions
and as downloads from the TKOWF website during the consultation period
and subsequently.

5.126

TKOWFL disagrees with the comment that Orby councillors and residents
were not invited to the exhibitions. All parish councils were informed of and
invited to the exhibitions and newsletters, which included information about
the consultation and exhibitions, were sent to all residences in the vicinity of
the onshore development.

5.127

TKOWFL does not accept that the consultation was false or a waste of time.
The questionnaire, which was one part of the consultation, was designed to
obtain community feedback on specific aspects of the proposals, and in
particular the mitigation proposals for the chosen substation, IEC and landfall
locations. The locations of the substation, IEC and cable corridor have been
subject to previous consultation and the decisions on the locations of the
onshore infrastructure were made by TKOWFL in a systematic and
transparent way, having regard to the responses received in those previous
consultations. The decision-making process is clearly set out in in Appendix
B of the SS&DR (Application Document 8.17).

5.128

Residents of Bicker, and all areas as set out in the SoCC, were posted a copy
of the newsletter which contained details of the exhibitions and consultation.
The newsletters made clear that the questionnaires were available at the
exhibitions or a hard copy could be obtained from TKOWFL and that a
questionnaire was available on the TKOWF website. The exhibitions and
consultation were also advertised as agreed with the local authorities (as
outlined in the SOCC).

5.129

TKOWFL has had regard to consultation responses throughout the nonstatutory and statutory consultations carried out and as reported in this
Consultation Report.

Compliance with the SoCC Activities and materials
5.130

S47(7) of the Act states that the applicant must carry out consultation in
accordance with the proposals set out in the SoCC. The proposals in the
SoCC and how these were complied with are set out in Table 5.1.
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Table 5.1 – Activities and materials used during s47 consultation
Activity referred to in SoCC

Compliance

Report section

The focus of this consultation will be on
issues surrounding the construction
methodology and opportunities for
mitigation which may reduce or avoid
impacts arising from the construction and
operation of TKES. As the scheme
requires
Environmental
Impact
Assessment (EIA) the consultation
documents will include Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI).

The s47 consultation 5.
questionnaire
includes Appendix 5B
questions on design,
construction
and
landscaping.

We will issue newsletters, which will
include information about the onshore,
and offshore elements and updates of
the project, information about how people
can get involved in the consultation
including details of the questionnaires,
locations of the public exhibitions, and
contact details for RWE Innogy UK.

A newsletter was issued 5.
to local residents and Appendix 2A
other stakeholders in
advance of the s47
consultation

The PEI was available on
the TKOWFL website, at
the exhibitions and at
local access points.

Newsletters will be issued by post to The
newsletter
was 5.
people living close to the Electrical issued to local residents Appendix 2A
System (within 3 km (1.86 miles) of the as set out in the SoCC
IEC and the Substation locations, 400 m
(1313 feet) from the proposed Landfall,
transition pits and cable route, and 200 m
(657 feet) from access routes to the
Landfall, transition pits, the IEC and the
Substation), to other organisations and
individuals identified as community
stakeholders and others engaged in the
consultation process (including those
who have contacted us or provided
contact details at previous exhibitions).

80

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System

Activity referred to in SoCC

Compliance

Newsletters will also be sent to:

Newsletters were issued 5
to
local
elected Appendix 5H
representatives;
local
libraries; parish and town
councils; the groups and
organisations set out in
Appendix 5H; BBC and
ELDC access points and
offices;
and
offshore
groups and individuals
listed in Appendix 5H.

– local elected representatives
– local libraries
– parish and town councils

Report section

– groups and organisations which are
included on Boston Borough Council’s
and East Lindsey District Council’s list
which it uses for its own consultations,
and some additional organisations
agreed with Boston Borough Council and
Additional
copies
of
East Lindsey District Council
newsletters were made
– Boston Borough Council access points available to libraries and
at Boston Municipal Buildings offices
access points.
– East Lindsey District Council access
points at Spilsby, Alford, Skegness,
Mablethorpe and Horncastle area offices
and
– offshore groups and individuals who
have previously consulted with us or as
identified by the MMO.
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Activity referred to in SoCC

Compliance

Report section

People will be able to respond to the
consultation
by
completing
a
questionnaire
online
at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or by
completing a questionnaire at one of the
exhibitions (details below). Alternatively,
anyone can request a paper copy of the
questionnaire by using the contact details
at the end of this statement. The
questionnaire can be returned to us using
the freepost address provided.

Paper copies of the 5
completed questionnaire Appendix 5D
were
received
by
TKOWFL through the
consultation period.
TKOWFL became aware
of a technical issue
regarding the
Online
Consultation
Questionnaire on the
TKOWFL
website
towards the end of the
statutory
consultation
period.
In order to
ensure that those wishing
to complete and submit
the questionnaire online
were
not
adversely
affected by this, once the
issue had been resolved
the deadline for receipt of
online
questionnaires
was extended for a
further 28 days until 22
December 2014. Online
questionnaires received
by 22 December were
considered by TKOWFL
in finalising the details of
its application.

Public exhibitions will be held so that The six public exhibitions 5
local people can find out more about the listed in the SoCC were
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm carried out by TKOWFL.
Electrical System proposals. RWE
Innogy UK staff will be at the exhibitions
to answer questions that people may
have.
ENGAGEMENT WITH ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES AND PARISHES
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Activity referred to in SoCC

Compliance

Report section

We will keep your regionally and locally
elected politicians informed of our
proposals. We will also offer copies of
documents to parish clerks so they can
decide on the best locations to provide
information to their community.

Consultation Documents 5
were sent to all parish
council clerks and elected
members located along
the cable route

Liaison with marine users – we will Newsletters were issued 5
consult with users of the sea through by the FLO on an
newsletters and direct contact with informal basis
individuals and organisations about the
project.
Details about the consultation will also be
made available on the Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm webpages and
through press releases issued to the
local media. Comment forms will be
available at the exhibitions for people to
give feedback. An email contact list of
other interested parties will be compiled
to ensure up to date information is
regularly distributed.

Details of the consultation 4
and the Consultation Appendix 4C
Documents were placed
on the TKOWFL website
and press releases were
issued
by
TKOWFL
regarding
the
consultation.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS
Legislation requires that we undertake an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
to
identify
any
likely
significant
environmental effects of the project. The
results of the EIA will be presented in an
Environmental
Statement
(ES)
to
accompany the application to the
Planning
Inspectorate.
Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI) setting
out the initial results of the EIA will be
made available as part of the
consultation.

PEI was made available 5
on the TKOWFL website
and provided to council
access points.
Hard
copies were available to
purchase for £500 from
TKOWFL on request (no
requests were received)

EXAMPLE POTENTIAL EFFECTS OF TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM
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Activity referred to in SoCC

Compliance

Report section

We will provide information about the
potential effects of the Triton Knoll
Electrical
System
through
the
consultation.

The potential effects of Appendix 5A
TKES were set out in the Appendix 5C
Consultation Documents,
made available on the
website and at the
exhibitions

RESPONDING TO YOUR COMMENTS
All comments received during the TKOWFL had regard to 5
consultation will be recorded and all responses received Appendix 5E
carefully considered by TKOWFL. The during the consultation.
Consultation Report that accompanies
the final application will explain how your
views have been incorporated into the
project. There may be a large number of
responses so the Consultation Report
may group comments into broad issues
of concern. Please note that all
comments
submitted
and
other
communications will be publicly available.

Conclusions
5.131

The consultation under s47 was fully in compliance (see Table 5.1) with the
final advertised SoCC with the exception that due to technical difficulties with
the online consultation questionnaire the date for receipt of these was
extended to the 22 December 2014. Although not required to do so under the
2008 Act, TKOWFL also chose to accept paper copies of the questionnaire
which were received up to 22 December 2015, and included these
questionnaires in the analysis of results and had regard to the comments they
contained.

5.132

Responses to the consultation questionnaire indicated that the community::


Had a preference for landscaping around the IEC and Substation to be
a mixture of slow and fast growing native tree species;



Had a preference for any buildings required in the IEC and Substation
to have a local vernacular design; and
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Had a preference for any required noise barriers in the IEC and
Substation to have a gradated green colouring for to the Design
Principles Document (Application Document 8.6).

5.133

These preferences have been included in the Design Principles Document
and will be taken into account by TKOWFL when preparing landscaping
management plans and detailed designs of the Substation and IEC.

5.134

Other comments such as concerns about traffic impacts and enforcement,
drainage issues and noise are addressed though application documents such
as the Outline TMP (Application Document 8.9) and Outline CoCP
(Application Document 8.7) and underlying documents which will be
developed in more detail as the project progresses toward construction.

5.135

In addition it must be borne in mind that the project has developed as a result
of comments to a number of consultations prior to the statutory s47
consultation. These include:


The locations of the Substation and IEC;



HGV traffic avoiding the villages of Orby and Bicker; and



The onshore cable route being amended as a result of dialogue with
organisations and landowners as set out elsewhere in this report and in
the SS&DR (Application Document 8.17).
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Statutory Body Consultation under s42
Summary


This section of the report sets out the consultation carried out for
prescribed statutory bodies (including those bodies treated as
prescribed bodies by TKOWFL) and local authorities consulted under
s43 of the Act.



Consultation under s42 with those with an interest in the land consulted
under s44 of the 2008 Act is included in section 7 of this report.



Consultation with offshore s44 consultees are included in this section of
the report as these bodies were generally already being consulted
under s42 or treated as such by TKOWFL.



Consultation took place from 15 October to 19 November 2014.



Consultation materials included the Preliminary Environmental
Information, a PEI Non-Technical Summary, a draft Order Limits Plan, a
Consultation Signpost Document and a Consultation Questionnaire.



PINS was notified of the consultation in advance of it being carried out.



Forty one responses were received, thirty two principally concerned with
onshore matters and nine with offshore.



A number of changes have been made to the proposed application as a
result of s42 responses. These include:
-

Additional detail has been added to the Offshore Project
Description ES Chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 1) and ES chapters
including clarification of beach works and offshore cable installation
works;

-

Clarification on the distribution on peat habitat and chalk plumes
has been added to the Benthic Ecology ES Chapter (Volume 2,
Chapter 4) ;

-

Clarification of spawning and nursery habitats has been added to
the Commercial Fisheries ES Chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 8);

-

The mitigation section of the Marine and Coastal Archaeology ES
Chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 11) has been updated;

-

An Outline Code of Construction Practice (Application Document
8.7) and supporting appendices which set out outline proposals for
how the onshore works will be managed are included in the
application; and
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Amendments to the standard timings when construction activities
that generate potentially significant noise levels at the nearby noise
sensitive receptors can be carried out.

Statutory requirements and guidance
6.1

Under s42 of the 2008 Act, the applicant is required to consult such persons
as may be prescribed..

6.2

Section 43 of the 2008 Act, as amended by the Localism Act 2011, sets out
which local authorities are to be consulted under Section 42(b) as follows:
43 Local authorities for purposes of section 42(b)
(1) A local authority is within this section if the land is in the authority’s area.
(2) A local authority (“A”) is within this section if—
(a) the land is in the area of another local authority (“B”),
(aa) B is a unitary council or a lower-tier district council, and
(b) any part of the boundary of A’s area is also a part of the boundary of B’s
area.
(2A) If the land is in the area of an upper-tier county council (“C”), a local
authority (“D”) is within this section if—
(a) D is not a lower-tier district council, and
(b) any part of the boundary of D’s area is also part of the boundary of C’s
area.

6.3

PINS Advice Note Fourteen sets out that advice on consultation with the
prescribed consultees (s42) including prescribed statutory bodies, local
authorities consulted under s43 of the Act and those with an interest in the
land consulted under s44 of the Act. PINS advises that these separate
strands of prescribed consultees should be clearly identified. Consultation
with prescribed statutory bodies and local authorities is set out in this section
of the report. Consultation with those with an interest in the land is set out in
Section 7 of this report.

6.4

Appendix 6A of this report provides a full list of the prescribed consultees
(and those bodies treated as prescribed consultees by TKOWFL). All of the
prescribed consultees set out in PINS (2013) Advice Note Three were
consulted by TKOWFL. Other, non-statutory, consultation that has been
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carried out, including that with prescribed consultees, is described in Section
2 of this report.
6.5

Section 46 of the Act places a duty on an applicant to notify PINS of the
proposed application and supply PINS with such information as would be
provided to them if it was a consultee to the application. PINS must be
notified on or before commencing consultation under Section 42.

6.6

PINS Advice Note Fourteen (DCLG 2014) also sets out that consultation
undertaken as part of the EIA regime is separate to that required under the
2008 Act and that applicants may wish to draw attention to consultation
responses received under the EIA process, but any reference to this
consultation should be kept separate from the statutory consultation carried
out under the provisions of the Planning Act 2008.

Timing and Objectives
6.7

Consultation under s42 for prescribed consultees was undertaken from 15
October 2014 until 19 November 2014, a total of 35 days, thereby complying
with the Act which sets a minimum consultation period of 28 days beginning
from the day after receipt of the consultation documents.

6.8

The objectives of the consultation were for TKOWFL to obtain the formal
views of various interested parties, including consultees prescribed under s42
of the Planning Act 2008, regarding the proposed development.

Activities and materials
6.9

A letter, a copy of the s48 notice and a CD containing the Consultation
Documents was issued by TKOWFL to the prescribed consultees and local
authorities on 13 October 2014. Hard copies of the documents were provided
to those consultees who requested them.

6.10

The information included on each CD was as follows:


PEI Non-Technical Summary



Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) (Volumes 1-4)



PEI Supporting Document (Volume 5) which included:
-

the Design Considerations Document

-

Outline Traffic Management Plan; and

-

Outline Code of Construction Practice
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Draft Order Limits Plan (Volume 6)



Consultation Signpost Document



Consultation Questionnaire
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Subsequent to the issue of the s42 documentation, TKOWFL noticed that the
s42 materials was sent to the wrong address for one of the consultees
(Lindsey Marsh Drainage Board). TKOWFL therefore reissued the s42
consultation materials to Lindsey Marsh Drainage Board who received it on 4
November 2014. TKOWFL extended the s42 consultation period for Lindsey
Marsh Drainage Board until 3 December 2014 to ensure the requirements of
the 2008 Act on consultation periods was met.

Local authorities consulted under s43
6.12

Section 43 of the 2008 Act defines local authorities in relation to an
application for development consent as set out in Table 6.1.

Table 6.1 – Local authorities consulted under s43 of the 2008 Act
Category Definition

A

Relevant local authorities for the
TKES application

Local authority bordering a local North East Lincolnshire Council
authority categorised as B
North Kesteven Council
South Kesteven District Council
South Holland District Council
West Lindsey District Council

B

Unitary authority or lower-tier district Boston District Council
council
within
which
the East Lindsey District Council
development is located

C

Upper-tier county council in which Lincolnshire County Council
the development is located
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Relevant local authorities for the
TKES application

Local authority bordering C which is Cambridgeshire County Council
not a lower-tier district council
City of Lincoln Council
City of Peterborough Council
Leicestershire County Council
North Lincolnshire Council
Northamptonshire County Council
Nottinghamshire County Council
Norfolk County Council
Rutland Council

6.13

A map showing the location of the local authorities consulted under s43 of the
2008 Act is shown in Figure 6.1.
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PINS notification under s46
6.14

PINS was notified on 13 October 2014 of the proposed application under
section 46 of the Act and were supplied with copies of the information to be
provided for consultation under section 42. The PINS acknowledgement letter
issued on 23 October 2014 is included in Appendix 6B.

Responses received and regard to those responses (by issue)
6.15

A total of 41 responses were received from prescribed consultees under s42
of the 2008 Act. Thirty-two of the responses were principally concerned with
onshore matters and nine offshore. Tables setting out the s42 comments
from prescribed bodies are included in Appendix 6C for offshore matters and
in Appendix 6D for onshore matters. The tables include commentary on how
TKOWFL has had regard to them and whether the comment has resulted in a
change to the application. Replies provided by TKOWFL to prescribed
consultees are set out in Appendix 6E. A summary of the s42 consultation is
also included in consultation tables in each ES assessment chapter.

6.16

A summary of the issues raised and comments received from prescribed
consultees and local authorities is included in the following sections of the
report.. The following sections also describe the regard that TKOWFL has
had to the responses received. For ease of reference the comments are split
into topics based on the ES chapter headings although it should be noted that
some comments cross more than one topic area. Where this occurs the
comments are generally dealt with only under one heading.
Site Selection and Alternatives

6.17

Comments on site selection and alternatives were received from NE and the
NFU (although not a prescribed consultee under s42 of the 2008 Act, the
NFU was treated as such by TKOWFL).

6.18

NE welcomed the comprehensive approach that TKOWFL had undertaken in
shortlisting zones for site selection, including the weighting of sites based on
a number of environmental criteria including statutory designations.

6.19

The NFU suggested the TKOWF landfall could be located in North East
Lincolnshire or south of Anderby Creek.
TKOWFL considers that a
comprehensive site selection process has been undertaken for the landfall as
set out in the ISAR (Application Document 8.18) and SS&DR (Application
Document 8.17) resulting in the selection of Anderby North.
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Offshore Project Description
6.20

Comments were made on the Offshore Project Description PEI chapter (now
Volume 2, Chapter 1 of the ES) by the MMO and NE.

6.21

The MMO comments related to the overlap in the jurisdiction of the MMO and
the Local Planning Authority with respect to the inter-tidal area, who would
have responsibility for works and how this would work in practice. This was
discussed further with the MMO, NE, and ELDC and it was agreed that the
LPA has responsibility for works landward of Mean Low Water (MLW). The
MMO cautioned of the need to ensure that it was informed of all works which
fall under its jurisdiction. TKOWFL acknowledges the need to obtain
approvals from both the MMO and the LPA with regards to the landfall works
and recognise that each body will consult with their advisors as appropriate.
To ensure that the process is as streamlined as possible TKOWFL will ensure
that documents, both those which have been submitted with this application
such as the Outline Offshore Written Scheme of Investigation (Application
Document 8.12) and those which will be submitted to discharge requirements
and conditions at later stages, are clear with respect to the areas to which
they relate and therefore the body who is responsible for them.

6.22

NE raised a number of comments requesting clarification of project details, for
example the need for beach excavations to be kept open and whether any
redundant telecommunications offshore cables will need to be removed as
part of the application for development consent. Clarifications to address
these comments have been provided in the Offshore Project Description of
the ES (Volume 2 Chapter 1). Where these comments were also relevant to
a particular technical topic these have been discussed further below.
Physical Processes

6.23

NE and MMO both commented on Physical Processes PEI chapter (now
Volume 2, Chapter 2 of the ES).

6.24

TKOWFL added further detail to the Physical Processes ES chapter (Volume
2, Chapter 2) to address an MMO comment related to how the maximum area
of cable protection was calculated. This included provision of a volume for
cable protection as well as spatial extent.

6.25

As a result of NE comments the Offshore Project Description chapter of the
ES (Volume 2, Chapter 1) was updated to include reference to sea bed
levelling pre- installation and this activity has been appropriately assessed
throughout the ES. The Physical Processes ES chapter updated to reflect
concerns regarding sediment transport.
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Other changes made to the Physical Process ES chapter as a result of NE
comments included:


The addition of text around future beach re-nourishment (ES chapters
Benthic Ecology (Volume 2, Chapter 4) and Fish and Shellfish (Volume
2, Chapter 5) were also updated)



The potential impacts to the designated features of the Inner Dowsing,
Race Bank and North Ridge SCI arising from changes in patterns of
sediment transport have been considered within the impact assessment
section.



The cumulative impact assessment sections (of this and other relevant
ES Chapters) includes consideration of the maintenance requirements
of Lynn and Inner Dowsing (LID) and Lincs Offshore Wind Farms.



Decommissioning effects are covered in more detail in the impact
assessment section.

In response to a comment from NE that the impacts of chalk boulders located
within the export cable corridor should be considered in the ES, TKOWFL has
not included this within the chapter as there are no records of chalk boulders
being located within the corridor. As noted in the baseline section of the
chapter other types of boulders are present in the cable corridor. The
potential for chalk boulders was discussed through the TKES EIA Evidence
Plan process and it was agreed that there was no available evidence for the
presence of chalk boulders.
Marine Ornithology

6.28

NE commented on the Marine Ornithology PEI chapter (now Volume 2,
Chapter 3 of the ES) in relation to disturbance to seabirds by vessels and
anticipated noise levels and the potential for common scoter, red throated
diver and little gull to be present in sufficient numbers for a new Greater
Wash Special Protection Area to come forward in the future. NE also
commented that “it would be helpful if the application clearly notes (as we do)
that the cable route will avoid the areas of greatest density for these species.
The peak periods for these species are also during the winter months, when
working hours are likely to be reduced due to adverse weather conditions.”

6.29

NE also noted it would be helpful to provide further details on standard
practice vessel management including an explanation on how birds will be
detected, how they would be avoided and at what range.

6.30

Further details regarding the distribution of red throated diver were presented
to Natural England through the Evidence Plan process and were included in
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the Baseline Report in the ES (Volume 4, Annex 3.1). Information on noise
levels and an assessment of potential disturbance to seabirds is included in
the ES chapter along with detail on the rationale of which receptors were
assessed and their distribution. Relevant mitigation measures have been
included in the impact assessment section of the chapter.
Benthic Ecology
6.31

Comments on Benthic Ecology PEI chapter (now Volume 2, Chapter 4 of the
ES) were received from the EA, MMO and NE.

6.32

The EA requested that the ES chapter included further information on the
proportion of Peat and Clay Exposures with Piddocks available locally to the
development. TKOWFL has updated the available information regarding
extents of peat habitat within the baseline section of the ES chapter and in the
benthic and intertidal baseline documents agreed within the EIA Evidence
Plan Offshore Ecology Review Panel. In response to this comment and
comments from NE, the ES chapter has now been updated to include
reference to avoiding peat and clay exposures where practicable.

6.33

EA also requested further detail on the distribution of peat habitat and the
impacts of chalk plumes. Further text on these topics has been added to the
Benthic Ecology ES chapter including clarification regarding the differences in
suspended sediment concentration depending on the cable installation
method which is used.

6.34

In response to NE comments on Sabellaria spinulosa reef the baseline
section of the ES chapter (Volume 4, Annex 4-1) has been updated to include
consideration of elevation and patchiness as well as extent. This information
was also included in the Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment (RIAA)
(Application Document 5.3) and the Evidence Plan Offshore Ecology Review
Panel (Application Document 8.16).

6.35

NE also provided comments on benthic monitoring approaches pre and post
construction. A commitment to undertake surveys for biogenic reef to inform
a mitigation plan is included in the draft dML. The scope of this survey will be
agreed with the MMO in consultation with other appropriate bodies.
Fish and Shellfish

6.36

Comments on the Fish and Shellfish PEI chapter (now Volume 2, Volume 5 of
the ES) were received from the Eastern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation
Authority (EIFCA), MMO and NE.
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6.37

EIFCA requested that further consideration should be given to those
spawning and nursery habitats in its district that are likely to be affected by
the installation and operation of the offshore export cables. TKOWFL
considers that appropriate details of spawning and nursery habitats are
presented within the Fish and Shellfish Baseline Report presented in ES
Volume 4, Annex 5.1 and which has been agreed with the TKES EIA
Evidence Plan Review Panel as documented in Application Document 8.16.

6.38

Additional text has been added to the ES chapter to address MMO comments
on herring spawning and larvae and fishing gear.

6.39

Additional text has been added to the ES chapter to reflect NE comments on
the effects of suspended sediments on herring eggs, and a new figure has
been added to better illustrate suspended sediment plumes in relation to
sensitive receptors. A new figure in relation to cumulative effects has also
been added to the chapter.
Marine Mammals

6.40

Comments on the Marine Mammals PEI chapter (now Volume 2, Chapter 6 of
the ES) were received from NE.

6.41

NE pointed out that the PEI text included reference to the fact that no
operational maintenance was expected on the cables and that this was
unlikely. TKOWFL acknowledges that this text was included in error and did
not reflect the Offshore Project Description chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 1).
The text had been amended in the ES Marine Mammals chapter.

6.42

NE advised that its preference was for cables to be left in situ at the end of
their operational lifetime. Further clarification on this point has been added to
the ES chapter, although a decision on whether the cables are to be left in
situ or removed will be made at the time, in consultation with the appropriate
statutory advisory bodies and based on legal and other requirements.

6.43

NE also commented that it was not clear how the figure of 12 maintenance
events has been arrived at. This is based on RWE Innogy’s experience of
working in the marine environment and relates to the Rochdale Envelope
scheme parameters described in ES Volume 2 Chapter 1. No changes were
required to the ES as a result of the comment and further details are provided
in the Outline Offshore Operations and Maintenance Plan (Application
Document 8.14).
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Offshore Conservation
6.44

Comments on the Offshore Conservation PEI chapter (now Volume 2,
Chapter 7 of the ES) were received from NE, including a number which
resulted in TKOWFL adding some clarification text to the chapter or to figures.

6.45

A correction was made with regard to text that should have referred to
harbour porpoise not harbour seal.

6.46

In relation to a comment that red throated diver needs to be considered in the
assessment should the site become a proposed Special Protection Area
(pSPA) or a Special Protection Area (SPA) prior to commencement of
construction, TKOWFL has confirmed with NE, through the TKES EIA
Evidence Plan process that there is no Likely Significant Effect on red
throated diver as a possible feature of a potential Greater Wash SPA. No
changes have therefore been made to the assessment but additional detail
regarding the distribution of this species has been included in ES Volume 4,
Annex 8.1.Commercial Fisheries

6.47

Comments on commercial fisheries were received from EIFCA, MMO and
Norfolk County Council.

6.48

The EIFCA commented on the fact that seed mussel beds and pink and
brown shrimp beds were important local resources and encouraged direct
dialogue between TKOWFL and local fishermen. Further context has been
added to the ES chapter with regards to the importance of the fishery, but the
outcome/assessment has not changed. Regular dialogue has been ongoing
with fishermen and will continue.

6.49

The EIFCA also commented that there was potential for cumulative effects of
displacement of fishermen should the construction of the project be delayed
given that there are a number of other offshore projects due to commence
construction after TKOWF. Consideration has been given to the potential
interaction of projects in the ES through what is considered to be an
appropriate and realistic construction programme.
The cumulative
assessment has considered other proposed developments and activities and
any other reasonably foreseeable projects.

6.50

The Offshore Conservation Chapter text has been updated as a result of
EIFCA comments to explain that spawning and nursery habitats of brown
crab and lobster in inshore areas have not yet been fully quantified. TKOWFL
notes however, that the baseline was agreed by of the Offshore Ecology EIA
Evidence Plan Review Panel as adequate and an accurate reflection of the
spawning and nursery grounds of all species.
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6.51

The ES chapter was also updated to note that the cockle beds at Donna Nook
may be opened in the future.

6.52

Norfolk County Council resubmitted the comments that it had provided during
the s42 consultation for the Triton Knoll array at which time the location of the
offshore cable route and landfall were not determined. NCC’s comments
noted the need for continued dialogue with fishermen; this has been
undertaken and is on-going.
Commercial Fisheries

6.53

Comments on the Commercial Fisheries PEI Chapter (now Volume 2,
Chapter 8 of the ES) were received from EIFCA, MMO, NE and Norfolk
County Council (NCC).

6.54

EIFCA commented that there is potential during construction for (temporary)
loss of access to beam trawling grounds within 3 nm for fisheries targeting
pink and brown shrimp and loss of access to mussel prospecting grounds and
that shrimp and mussel are important fisheries activities in the district.
TKOWFL has shown the available information on mussel bed location in
Figure 8-13 in ES Volume 2 Chapter 8. The baseline section of the same
chapter provides information on shrimp and mussel fishing activities in the
area. Further context has been added with regards to the importance of the
fishery, but the assessment in the ES has not changed.

6.55

EIFCA also commented that there is potential for cumulative effects on
shellfish species, including crab and lobster, as a result of long term habitat
loss from developments in this part of the North Sea. TKOWFL has
addressed this in the cumulative impact assessment section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 5 with the baseline section providing the available information on
shellfish spawning and nursery grounds. This was agreed as appropriate by
the EIA Evidence Plan Offshore Ecology Review Panel.

6.56

NCC noted that the it had no objections to TKOWFL providing suitable
compensation can be achieved for those commercial fishing interests then no
objection is recommended. As noted in section 2 of this report TKOWFL’s
Fisheries Liaison Officer (FLO) has maintained contact with commercial
fisheries operators who are active in the area of the proposed project and
discussions will continue. Specific mitigation measures set out in ES Volume
2 Chapter 8 include the continued appointment of a FLO to ensure
appropriate and proactive communication between the project and fishermen
and a commitment to give advance warning of construction to ensure
sufficient notice for either gear removal and/or avoidance of construction
areas.
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NE noted that commercial fisheries does not fall within its remit and therefore
had no comments on the PEI chapter.
Shipping and Navigation

6.58

Comments on the Shipping and Navigation PEI chapter (now Volume 2,
Chapter 9 of the ES) were received from Marine and Coastguard Authority
(MCA) and NE. The NE comment related to terminology used in the EIA and
has been clarified in the ES chapter.

6.59

The MCA comment related to cable protection works and that the MCA would
accept a maximum of 5 per cent reduction in surrounding depth referenced to
Chart Datum. Further, the MCA advised that it would welcome any mitigation
discussions if 5 per cent is not possible in any sections of the cable route.
TKOWFL responded to the MCA’s comments in a letter of 28 November 2014
in which TKOWFL stated its intention to utilise a risk-based cable burial
strategy. In a subsequent meeting between TKOWFL and the MCA on 6
January 2015 it was agreed that a reduction of up to 10 per cent in water
depth would be acceptable as the surrounding depth is considerably
shallower that that which would result from the deployment of secondary
cable protection across the majority of the site. The natural environment
therefore provides a controlling depth for navigation.

6.60

Potential reduction in depth as a result of cable protection is presented in the
impact assessment section of the ES chapter. TKOWFL has committed to
providing a cable protection plan which will be agreed with the MMO, preconstruction, in consultation with the MCA. This commitment is secured within
the draft dML Condition (7) (f) (ii).
Other Marine Users

6.61

Comments on the Other Marine Users PEI chapter (now Volume 2, Chapter
10 of the ES) were received from Conoco Philips and Westminster Gravels
Ltd.

6.62

Conoco Philipps noted that it would require further information from TKOWFL
in relation to the cable crossing. TKOWFL will continue dialogue with Conoco
Philips which has indicated that it would not expect to finalise any crossing
agreement until after consent had been achieved.

6.63

Westminster Gravels Ltd requested either a buffer of 500 m from the edge of
its dredging area or a commercial mitigation agreement to be in place if the
TKOWF cable was to be located within 500 m of the dredging area. TKOWFL
has subsequently realigned part of the offshore development boundary to
provide for a 250 m buffer from Aggregate Area 515/1. Discussion will
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continue between TKOWFL and Westminster Gravels Ltd. However, no final
decisions on the detailed cable route will be made until after any award of a
DCO has been achieved.
Marine and Coastal Archaeology & Heritage Seascape Character
6.64

Comments on the PEI Marine and Coastal Archaeology and Heritage
Seascape Character PEI chapter (now Volume 2, Chapter 11 of the ES) were
received from EH.

6.65

EH made a number of comments on the embedded mitigation in the PEI
Marine and Coastal Archaeology chapter (including details to be provided in
the Outline Offshore Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI)
(Application Document 8.12) and how this is referred to in the ES. The
embedded mitigation section of the ES chapter was updated to address these
comments.

6.66

EH also commented that the content of any future Offshore Archaeological
WSI should include geo-archaeological assessment method statements, that
the project should have regard to existing archaeological receptors and that
any (Temporary) Exclusion Zone(s) should be detailed within all relevant
project documentation to inform all relevant phases of construction, operation,
maintenance and decommissioning. These factors are addressed in the
Outline Offshore Archaeology WSI (Application Document 8.12) included with
the application.
Onshore Project Description

6.67

Numerous comments were made on the Onshore Project Description PEI
chapter (now Volume 3, Chapter 1 of the ES), including by local authorities,
parish councils, the NFU and statutory bodies, generally requesting further
detail of project works.

6.68

Changes were made to the Onshore Project Description chapter of the ES or
to other application documents that are related to the comments made by s42
consultees, including:


Information with regard the TKOWF Unlicensed Works at the National
Grid Substation has been added to the Onshore Project Description
chapter;



Protective provisions are under negotiation and have been included in
the draft DCO for the protection of statutory undertakers;
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Reference to best practice and guidance relating to working close to
utilities infrastructure is included in the Outline CoCP (Application
Document 8.7);



The onshore Project Description ES Chapter has been amended to
make it clear that there is no requirement for additional backfill material
on the beach; and



The Outline LSEMP (Application Document 8.8) and the Outline
Artificial Light Emissions Plan (Application Document 8.7.6) include
mitigation that states that construction works will be designed to
minimise light scatter and that in areas that require 24 hour working any
lighting of the working corridor will be low level and directed to the
ground.

Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
6.69

Comments on the Landscape and Visual PEI chapter (now Volume 3,
Chapter 2 of the ES) were received from Bicker Parish Council (BPC), ELDC,
LCC, NE and NKDC.

6.70

BPC expressed concerns with regard maintenance of landscape planting and
the dismantling of the haul road after the completion of construction. The
mitigation commitments made by TKOWFL in the ES are secured in the draft
DCO or other supporting application documents such as the Outline CoCP
(Application Document 8.7) and BBC will have enforcement powers which it
can use in the event of non-compliance. One of the proposed haul roads
from the A17 is permanent (for the lifetime of the operation of the offshore
wind farm and substation) so will not be dismantled until the entire site is
decommissioned. The other haul road is temporary and will be removed after
completion of construction.

6.71

LCC commented that the proposed Orby Wind Farm should be taken into
account in the LVIA and a reappraisal undertaken if it gains approval.
TKOWFL’s approach to cumulative impact assessment was agreed by all
parties in the Human Environment Review Panel as part of the EIA Evidence
Plan process, including those projects for which a cumulative assessment has
been undertaken. The proposed onshore Orby Wind Farm is included in this
list, and has been cumulatively assessed in the ES chapter.

6.72

LCC also included a detailed review of the PEI Landscape and Visual ES
Chapter. How TKOWFL has had regard to this review is included in Table 2.2
of the ES LVIA chapter. These included increasing the sensitivity of
Character Area J1 from low to medium increasing the visual sensitivity of
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residential receptors from medium to high, although this did not affect the
assessment of the significance of effects.
6.73

NE welcomed locating the IEC away from the Lincolnshire Wolds Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) and siting it between existing
infrastructure. NE noted that it may be beneficial to seek the views of the
Lincolnshire Wolds Countryside Service on the proposed landscape planting
and that a wireline and proposed view from viewpoint 10 would assist the
interpretation of impact on the AONB.

6.74

TKOWFL has consulted with ELDC and LCC with regard mitigating the
landscape and visual impact of the IEC though the TKES EIA Evidence Plan
process and agreed that the planting of woodland blocks was appropriate.
Given the distance of the IEC from the AONB, TKOWFL does not accept the
need to consult with Lincs Wolds Countryside Service on landscape planting,
particularly in light of the agreement of LCC and ELDC on the approach to
planting. Given the distance from the site (5.0 km) a wireline image was not
considered necessary from Viewpoint 10.

6.75

NKDC noted that the Landscape and Visual ES Chapter should consider
cumulative landscape and visual impacts with the consented s36 Electricity
Act Heckington Fen Wind Park, along with the operational Bicker Fen Wind
Farm and the existing National Grid Bicker Fen substation.

6.76

The proposed Heckington Fen Wind Park Grid Connection project is listed as
a Tier 2 project in in the ES LVIA chapter and is considered as part of the
cumulative assessment. The Heckington Fen Wind Farm itself is located
outside the LVIA study area and therefore is not considered as part of the
cumulative assessment. Bicker Fen Wind Farm is within the LVIA study area
and is operational therefore it is considered part of the baseline and not the
cumulative assessment.
Socio-Economics

6.77

Comments on Socio-economic PEI chapter (now Volume 3, Chapter 3 of the
ES) were received from Public Health England (PHE), NE and Norfolk County
Council (NCC). The NE comments were mainly related to noting (and
welcoming) aspects included in the assessment by TKOWFL. The NCC
comment related to the wind farm array and was not relevant to the TKES.

6.78

A comment from PHE requested that the final submission documentation
should contain a section summarising key information, risk assessments,
proposed mitigation measures, conclusions and residual impacts, relating to
human health. TKOWFL has included a high level summary of potential
impacts on human health as part of the socio-economic assessment in the ES
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chapter which is informed by residual effects of health considerations in the
air quality and noise assessments.
Terrestrial Ecology
6.79

Comments on the Terrestrial Ecology PEI chapter (now Volume 3, Chapter 4
of the ES) were received from LCC, LWT, NE and Norfolk County Council.

6.80

LCC commented that it had concerns relating to impacts on the installation of
cables in the areas covered by the Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park (LCCP)
and Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marshes (LCGM) project target areas. LCC
requested that TKOWFL provide written assurances via planning condition or
a section 106 agreement that cable installation would not compromise the
potential for wetland habitats in these areas in the future. TKOWFL has
included LCGM target areas in the Terrestrial Ecology chapter of the ES by
assigning them ‘county’ level importance in view of their future potential for
coastal grazing marsh creation. TKOWFL will carry out additional specific
mitigation measures within the LCGM target areas, in particular following best
practice agreed with the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh Partnership
(LCGMP). This is set out in Table 4.18 of the ES chapter and included within
the Outline Construction Method Statement (CMS) (Application Document
8.7.1).

6.81

LCC also commented that there was no reference to the Lincolnshire Coastal
Country Park in the Terrestrial Ecology chapter of the PEI and that the tem
Local Wildlife Suites (LWS) should be used in the chapter rather than Site of
Nature Conservation Importance (SNCI) or County Wildlife Site (CWS).
TKOWFL note that the LCCP is more important for its amenity and landscape
and visual qualities than it is for its terrestrial ecology and that an assessment
of the LCCP was included in the Landscape and Visual chapters of the PEI
and ES (Volume 3 Chapter 2). TKOWFL amended references from SNCI and
CWS to LWS in the ES chapter and assigned such receptors a 'medium value
level'.

6.82

LWT commented that it would expect pre-construction surveys to take place
on those parcels of land that were not surveyed for the application. TKOWFL
has included pre-construction surveys as part of the embedded mitigation in
the ES chapter and in the Outline LSEMP (Application Document 8.8).

6.83

LWT comments on potential impacts of proposed cable installation on
wetland habitats and species are addressed in the ES chapter with
techniques to be used for safeguarding soil structure and reinstatement of wet
grassland habitat included in the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh
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Construction Methodologies (part of the Outline CMS (Application Document
8.7.1).
6.84

NE acknowledged the limitations and constraints that have been placed on
TKOWFL and was satisfied with the scope of species survey work carried out
for the ES.

6.85

NE welcomed the embedded design mitigation included in the PEI by
TKOWFL and noted that there was potential for 24 hour working and
illumination of the working corridor disturb bats that may be using features
such as hedgerows and drains for foraging and feeding. NE advised that
areas that require 24 hour working should ensure that any lighting is as much
as possible low level and directed to the ground. TKOWFL has included
embedded mitigation to reduce impacts on bats in the Outline LSEMP
(Application Document 8.8). Lighting design during construction is specified
in the Outline Artificial Light Emissions Plan (Application Document 8.7.6).
Land Use, Agriculture and Soils

6.86

Comments on Land Use, Soils and Agriculture PEI chapter (Volume 3,
Chapter 5 of the ES) were received from NE and the NFU.

6.87

NE advised that as the development proceeds, an appropriately experienced
soil specialist is employed to advise on, and supervise, soil handling as set
out in the Defra (2011) Construction Code of Practice for the Sustainable Use
of Soils on Construction Sites. Reference to soil management principles have
been included by TKOWFL in the Outline SMP (Application Document 8.7.5).

6.88

The NFU commented on land drains, cable burial and TKOWFL infrastructure
such as man hole covers. TKOWFL issued a response to the NFU with
regard to each point (see Appendices 6D and 6E). In summary this includes:


Confirmation that cable burial depths will be an indicative depth of 900
mm below the top of the subsoil layer in agricultural land;



A request for landowners to provide TKOWFL with site specific
information to assist in correctly identifying existing land drains; and



TKOWFL will give landowners the opportunity to inspect the drainage
works as construction work progresses and TKOWFL will keep records
of existing and remedial drainage which will be provided to landowners
when construction is completed.

Geology, Hydrogeology and Ground Conditions
6.89

Comments on the Geology, Hydrogeology and Ground conditions PEI chapter
(now Volume 3, Chapter 6 of the ES) were received from the EA and NE.
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6.90

The EA queried the area covered by the baseline assessment in the chapter
in relation to abstractions. TKOWFL clarified with EA that the Geology,
Hydrogeology and Ground Conditions chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 6)
considers the quality impact on surface water abstractions within the
catchments that are intersected by the order limits of the electrical system
and that these catchment areas extend beyond the 2 km radius advised and
contain more than 600 surface and ground water abstraction licences.

6.91

Natural England’s comments related to welcoming the embedded mitigation
and that there were no impacts from the development on geological Sites of
Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs).
Hydrology and Flood Risk

6.92

Comments on hydrology and flood risk were received from the Canal and
River Trust, Environment Agency and the Internal Drainage Boards.

6.93

The Canal & River Trust (C&RT) advised that it owns and manages a part of
the River Witham and that it considered that the methodologies identified in
the various sections of the PEI appeared to follow accepted guidelines and
advice and represent an appropriate approach to identifying potential
environmental impacts. TKWOFL has amended the chapter in the ES to note
that the C&RT maintains the River Witham.

6.94

The three Internal Drainage Boards (IDB) jointly advised that a statement in
the PEI, that the IDBs managed surface water and ground water levels in
Lincolnshire, was incorrect and that the IDBs manage land drainage. Text in
the Hydrology and Flood Risk ES chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 7) and Flood
Risk Assessment (Annex 7-2) has been amended to reflect the comments.

6.95

The EA made a number of comments on the FRA that accompanied the PEI
that resulted in the following changes in the version of the FRA and other
application documents as follows:


A comparison of pre and post 1999 model in-channel levels has been
added to the FRA;



A requirement for the EA to be consulted on surface water drainage
schemes has been included in the draft DCO; and



A requirement for the EA to be consulted on finished floor levels at the
IEC and Substation has been included in the draft DCO.

105

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System

Historic Environment (onshore)
6.96

Comments on Historic Environment PEI chapter (now Volume 3, Chapter 8 of
the ES) were received from HE, Heritage Trust for Lincolnshire (HTL), LCC,
the National Trust and NKDC.

6.97

EH advised that best technical advice would be to carry out extensive
geophysical survey along the corridor followed by targeted trial trenching in
advance of development consent. However, it acknowledged that the project
can proceed to application (without objection from EH) given the surveys and
route refinements that have already taken place along with commitments to
post consent archaeological surveys and mitigation measures proposed by
TKOWFL. The basis of these measures and further surveys are set out by
TKOWFL in the Outline Onshore Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI)
(Application Document 8.11) for onshore archaeology submitted with the
application.

6.98

EH recommended early investigation of ovoid enclosure 217 (refer to the
Historic Environment Baseline Report at Volume 5, Annex 8-1) if this could
not be avoided. TKOWFL has amended the cable route to avoid this potential
feature.

6.99

LCC commented that it would expect the EIA to include the results of
geophysical and field walking surveys of the route corridor and the results of
this to inform further investigations. TKOWFL acknowledges that this matter
remains an issue of difference between LCC and TKOWFL but that it has not
proven possible to undertake advance site investigations across the
Proposed Development Boundary to supplement the research undertaken to
date.
Further investigations and assessment are proposed postdetermination in the Outline Onshore WSI (Application Document 8.11) which
will be agreed with the relevant local authorities before works start on site.

6.100

HTL commented that land access issues could be reiterated within the
Historic Environment ES chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 8). TKOWFL has
added text to the ES chapter with regard the difficulties gaining access to
land. Further explanation is provided in the Statement of Reasons
(Application Document 4.1).

6.101

NKDC requested clarification of the methodology used and why no
assessment had been made of the impact of development on the setting of
above ground heritage assets. The methodology was based on professional
judgement of TKOWFL’s advisors. The PEI (and ES) included consideration
of all designated assets within the study zone. Further consideration of visual
impact on heritage assets was scoped out of the EIA with the agreement of

106

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System

the Secretary of State, EH and local authority archaeologists as set out in the
methodology section of the ES chapter.
6.102

National Trust commented that it was unclear from the PEI chapter whether
visual impacts on Gunby Hall and other assets were assessed.

6.103

Gunby Hall was visited by TKOWFL during the walk-over survey to establish
whether or not there would be any visual impact from the IEC on the setting of
the Hall. Photos were taken to demonstrate the absence of intervisbility and
lack of impact, and this evidence was reviewed with English Heritage and
local authority archaeologists who agreed that there was no impact requiring
further consideration as noted in the PEI (and ES) chapter.
Traffic and Access

6.104

Comments on the Traffic and Access PEI chapter (now Volume 3, Chapter 9
of the ES) were received from BBC, BPC, ELDC, LCC, NCC, NE and the
National Trust.

6.105

BBC emphasised it wanted to see firm commitments and controls over
access, including encouraging Heckington Fen Wind Farm and National Grid
Interconnector Holdings (for the Viking Interconnector project) to use
TKOWFL's temporary and permanent access routes when possible.
TKOWFL has committed to producing Traffic Management Plans (TMPs) as
set out in the draft DCO which must be agreed with the relevant planning
authority prior to the start of construction for each stage of the development.
An Outline TMP (Application Document 8.9) is included with the application.
Although TKOWFL is unable to control National Grid’s works discussions with
National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET) are ongoing regarding the
potential use of temporary and permanent access routes, to be built for the
purposes of Triton Knoll, for its Bicker Fen substation upgrade works.
TKOWFL will keep BBC informed as to the progress of these discussions.

6.106

With respect to the Viking Link interconnecter TKOWFL is not aware of any
surveys, studies, consultation or design information in the public domain
which could be used in the TKES ES.

6.107

BCC raised concerns regarding access vehicle routes, monitoring and
enforcement. TKOWFL can confirm that access to the TKOWF Substation
site and to the existing National Grid Bicker Fen substation for the Unlicenced
Works will be served from the A17, some 500 m south of Swineshead Bridge.
Using the same site entrance from the A17, and following the same route, a
temporary access road will be constructed to enable mobilisation of the
Substation site, while a permanent access road will be constructed to serve
the Substation during its operational phase. Construction access to the
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NGET substation for TKOWF works is detailed in the ES. Stage-specific
TMPs and Access Management Plans are required before works can start on
site. BBC’s concerns are noted in the Evidence Plan (Application Document
8.16) logs TA017 and TA025.
6.108

The final, stage-specific TMPs will be agreed with the relevant local
authorities prior to construction commencing and will include measures to
mitigate potentially adverse impacts on local roads and communities and how
these will be implemented / controlled. An Outline Access Management Plan
(AMP) (Application Document 8.13) has also been submitted with the
application with a full version to be agreed with the local authorities. The final
stage-specific Access Management Plans will detail each construction access
to serve the relevant compound.

6.109

TKOWFL will continue to liaise with Boston Borough Council and National
Grid regarding the local authority’s concerns around access and construction
traffic movements necessary for National Grid Electricity Transmission
(NGET) to undertake the “enabling work” at the National Grid Bicker Fen
substation. TKOWFL is in discussions with NGET regarding its potential use
of TKOWFL’s new temporary and permanent access routes from the A17, for
its construction traffic associated with the Enabling works at the existing
Bicker Fen National Grid substation. TKOWFL will keep BBC informed as to
the progress of these discussions.

6.110

BPC raised concerns regarding access to the new and existing substations at
Bicker Fen and that residents of Bicker Fen were not happy that further
infrastructure will be located near the village. BPC also noted that on another
construction project the access road was only accessible with a token system
and requested that a similar token system be employed by TKOWFL and
included in planning requirements. BPC also queried if the haulage road was
viable for HGVs due to the bends and camber in the route and the crossing of
the drains and queried if the public footpath would be affected?

6.111

The ES Traffic and Access chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 9) considers potential
traffic impacts and includes the requirement to produce stage-specific Traffic
Management Plans (TMP) and Travel Plans. An Outline TMP (Application
Document 8.9) is included in the application and this incorporates the Outline
Travel Plan. The proposed new access road has been designed specifically
with HGV movements in mind.
Suitable crossings of drains will be
incorporated into the design. The pavement running alongside the A17 will
not be permanently affected, though there may need to be very temporary
and local re-routing of it whilst the new road entrance is being constructed.
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These concerns (as raised by BBC) are included in the EIA Evidence Plan
(Application Document 8.16) logs TA017 and TA025.
6.112

ELDC noted that its members were pleased that no public roads will be
closed as a result of the construction works at the IEC and that HGVs will also
be barred from the village of Orby (Marsh Lane) during this phase. It was
further requested that these aspects as well as a detailed phasing plan will
need to be included in any scheme for conditions or undertakings made under
S106. In addition, ELDC noted that members also raised the issue of haul
routes and impact they may have on local roads (their condition) and
communities (safety near schools etc.) ELDC further advised that liaison with
Parishes and ward members on this issue is advisable and the consultation
steps to be taken in this regard should be included in the DCO.

6.113

New temporary and permanent access tracks, traffic routes and other
management measures are set out in the application documents, including
the plans, draft DCO and the Outline TMP (Application Document 8.9 which
includes an Outline Travel Plan). Final, stage-specific Traffic Management
Plans and Travel Plans will be agreed with the relevant local authorities prior
to the commencement of construction of each stages of the works and will
include measures to mitigate any detrimental impacts on local roads and
communities and how these will be implemented / controlled. An Outline
Access Management Plan (Application Document 8.13) has also been
submitted with the application with a full version to be agreed with the local
authorities. The final, stage-specific Access Management Plan will provide
details of the management and control of the accesses and demonstrate the
suitability of each construction access to serve the relevant compound.
Air Quality

6.114

Natural England commented on air quality by supporting TKOWFL’s
proposed production of a dust management plan. TKOWFL can confirm that
this document is now called an Outline Air Quality Management Plan and has
been included with the application documents (Application Document 8.7.4).
Noise and Vibration

6.115

BBC, ELDC, NE and NKDC commented on noise and vibration.

6.116

BBC confirmed that the position in relation to the noise and vibration
assessment has been agreed by all parties.

6.117

ELDC requested changes to the construction hours and noted that it had
some concerns with regard the background noise level assessment in the
PEI. TKOWFL has set out proposed working hours in the draft DCO which

109

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System

generally restricts work to the hours of 07:30 to 19:00 on weekdays and 08:00
to 13:00 on Saturdays although it may be necessary to undertake nontrenched works (e.g. directional drilling) outside these hours in some
circumstances. Potentially noisy works outside the above will be agreed with
the relevant Local Authority prior to works taking place. An Outline Noise and
Vibration During Construction (NVMP) has been included in the application
(Application Document 8.7.3).
6.118

The background noise assessment has been discussed with ELDC
Environmental Health. TKOWFL considers that the baseline survey is
sufficient for the purposes of the noise assessment. ELDC has subsequently
confirmed that whilst it still has concerns regarding the survey, these
concerns do not affect the operational or construction noise criteria that have
been used in the assessment (see Application Document 8.16 log N 020).

6.119

NKDC agreed that final noise modelling should incorporate noise emission
details of the plant and equipment selected for (or most likely to be used
within) the substation site. NKDC had some concerns with regard low
frequency noise and intended to provide additional comments on the draft
Noise and Vibration ES chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 11), once received from
the Council’s Environmental Health Officer. No additional comments have
been received from NKDC in advance of the application submission.

Conclusions
6.120

A number of changes have been made to the proposed application as a result
of s42 responses These include:


Additional detail has been added to the Offshore Project Description
Chapter (Volume 2, Project 1) and ES chapters including clarification of
beach works and offshore cable installation works;



Clarification on the distribution on peat habitat and chalk plumes has
been added to the Benthic Ecology ES chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 4);



Clarification of spawning and nursery habitats has been added to the
Commercial Fisheries ES chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 8);



Updating the mitigation section of the Marine and Coastal Archaeology
ES chapter (Volume 2, Chapter 11);



The inclusion of an Outline CoCP (Application Document 8.7) and
appendices which set out broad proposals for how the onshore works
will be managed;
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Construction activities that generate potentially significant noise levels
at the nearest noise sensitive receptors are generally restricted to the
hours of 07:30 to 19:00 on weekdays and 08:00 to 13:00 on Saturdays.
Potentially noisy works outside the above times will be agreed with the
relevant Local Authority prior to works taking place; and



Update on the status of other infrastructure projects and how these
were assessed for cumulative impact with TKES, including the proposal
for the Viking Link interconnector to connect to the National Grid
Substation at Bicker Fen.
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Land Interest Consultation (including consultation under s42)
Summary


440 landowners were contacted under s42 of the 2008 Act under five
different phases.



309 landowners were contacted in the first phase of the s42
consultation with the remaining landowners contacted in subsequent
s42 consultation phases as the proposed development boundary of
TKES was amended.



Landowners were issued with a CD containing the PEI and the latest
version of the Order Limits plans.



A total of 21 responses under s42 of the 2008 Act were received
although discussions also took place outside the statutory consultation
process.



A number of changes to cable routes have occurred or are still being
discussed as a result of the landowner s42 consultation.

Statutory requirements and guidance
7.1

Under Section 42 of the Act, the applicant is required to consult all those with
an interest in land to which the application relates including owners, lessees,
tenants, occupiers and those able to sell or release the land.

Introduction
7.2

Consultation with landowners has been ongoing throughout the development
of the TKES project, principally through TKOWFL’s land agent. The
identification of potentially affected parties has been an on-going process
since early 2012. Survey access was sought for a range of option routes
under consideration throughout 2012 and 2013. Landowners and other
interested parties were identified initially through title searches with the Land
Registry. Where ownership could not be determined, site visits were
conducted. The site visits involved identifying and visiting potential landowner
residences and discussions with neighbours and other local residents to try
and identify landowners. Contact was also made with landowners via
telephone, email and letter.
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7.3

The onshore cable route alignment was amended on a number of occasions
prior to statutory consultation under the 2008 Act following requests from
landowners. Where new land was included in the proposals further Land
Registry searches were conducted followed by site visits and door knocking.
In July 2014 two landowner-specific events were held in Lincolnshire where
further land interest details could be confirmed with landowners who
attended. In August 2014 formal land referencing questionnaires were issued
to all identified affected parties. These were followed up with site visits and
discussions with landowners where possible to verify the ownership and
interested party information. Where land owners remained unknown or where
persons with rights of access over affected access ways were unknown, site
notices were erected in a suitable visible location (for example on gateways
or nearby telegraph poles).

7.4

The combination of the above land referencing activities produced a list of
interests for the initial round of statutory consultation under section 44 of the
2008 Act, which commenced in October 2014. Where further interested
parties were subsequently identified by TKOWFL they were provided with the
same information in CD format as previously-identified parties and given an
opportunity to put forward comments and requests in relation to the project
proposals.

7.5

Where significant5 changes in the onshore cable route were made, further
statutory consultation letters and accompanying CDs were issued to those
landowners whose land would be affected by the changes with a response
period of at least 28 days (following the day on which the documents would
have been received). In February 2015 a property watch service was
conducted with the Land Registry to verify the current registered proprietors
and identify any changes in ownership that had occurred to the Land Registry
titles affected by the preferred onshore cable route.

7.6

Four follow up rounds of statutory consultation under the 2008 Act
subsequent to that carried out in October – November 2014 have been
undertaken for those with an interest in the land as the onshore development

5

A significant change was where the cable route alignment changed, resulting in a
new land interest being affected by the project. Where the relevant land interest
would be no worse off as a result of a change, e.g. where part of an access for
surveying, site fencing and maintenance was removed as it was located over an
adopted highway, further s42 consultation was not undertaken.
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Order Limits have been amended as a result of information obtained and
other reasons. The landowners consulted during the October – November
2014 consultation and the subsequent follow up rounds of s42 consultation
are set out in Appendices 7A-7E.
7.7

On each follow up round of s42 consultation, only those parties who had not
been previously identified, or those parties where a change in the project
boundary resulted in an impact on their interest were contacted.

7.8

The dates of the initial and follow up consultations under s42 for land interests
are set out in Table 7.1 along with the number of consultees and the number
of responses received by TKOWFL within the consultation period.

Table 7.1 – s42 Land Interest Consultation

Date of
Consultation
15 Oct 2014 –
19 Nov 2014
12 Jan 2015 –
16 Feb 2015
26 Jan 2015 –
02 Mar 2015
20 Feb 2015 –
20 Mar 2015
13 Mar 2015 –
10 Apr 2015
7.9

Number of land interests
contacted

Nos of responses

309

19

80

0

21

0

27

2

3

0

In addition to the statutory s42 consultation landowners were contacted by
TKOWFL land agents with copies of a proposed commercial agreement
between TKOWFL and the landowners to give TKOWFL the right to build and
maintain the proposed onshore development. These draft agreements were
sent out in December 2014. Where further interests were identified after this
date the relevant parties were provided with copies of the proposed
agreement as well.

Activities and materials
7.10

Under the s42 consultation each party was sent a CD containing the same
information as issued under the s42 consultation for statutory bodies
prescribed under the Act and listed below:
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PEI Non-Technical Summary



Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) Volumes 1-4



PEI Supporting Document (Volume 5) which included:
-

the Design Considerations Document

-

Outline Traffic Management Plan; and

-

Outline Code of Construction Practice



Draft Order Limits Plan (Volume 6)



Consultation Signpost Document



Consultation Questionnaire

The materials issued were the same for each phase of the consultation with
the exception that the plans were changed each time to reflect the
amendments made to the cable route.

S42 Responses from Parties with Land Interests
7.12

Responses received from s42 land interest consultees are set out in Table
7.2.

Table 7.2 – s42 Land Interest Consultation

Land ref

Comment

Source of
Comment

Regard had to comment

224

Triangular field - next to Exhibition
Coldwater Lane. Need to comment
look at re-routing N
closer to the road across
wetland field (diagram
included)

The request to amend the cable
route was considered against
all the relevant constraints
(including engineering &
environmental). The cable
route in the field was re-aligned
to follow field boundaries as far
as reasonably practicable,
whilst maintaining a separation
from residential properties.
Revised Order Limit plans were
sent to landowner as part of
additional statutory consultation
on 5 January 2015.

187, 61

Object to scheme on the Letter

Overhead lines were
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Source of
Comment

Regard had to comment

grounds of
1) insufficient
consideration has been
given to using an
alternative to
underground cables (e.g.
overhead lines).
2) insufficient
consideration given to
impact on land drainage.

discounted by TKOWFL
because the likely potential
landscape and visual impacts
did not outweigh any potential
cost savings that may arise.
Land drainage is considered in
the ES Land Use chapter
(Volume 3, Chapter 5).

86

Landfall location north of Email
Anderby Creek is against
the wishes of the
community

The location of the landfall has
been considered carefully by
TKOWFL as set out in the Site
Selection and Alternatives ES
chapter (Volume 1, Chapter 4),
ISAR (Application Document
8.18) and SS&DR (Application
Document 8.17).

293

Objects to use of private
garden for use for
cables.

The proposed cable route was
realigned as far as reasonably
practicable to minimise the area
of garden affected. In addition,
it is proposed to use trenchless
construction techniques such
as horizontal directional drilling
(HDD) to drill the cables under
the garden. The construction
haul road will be aligned so as
to be outside the garden.

217

Route alteration
Exhibition
requested during
comment
discussion with Paul
Carter at an exhibition.
Previous route
amendment request was
rejected by TKOWFL but
the consultee requested
TKOWFL review this
decision.

Email

The request to amend the cable
route was considered against
all the relevant constraints. The
respondents southern
suggestion could not be
accommodated due to
archaeological constraints. The
northern cable route suggestion
was incorporated as far as
reasonably practicable in light
of existing utilities infrastructure
and crossing constraints.
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Land ref

Comment

Source of
Comment

Regard had to comment

38 & 42

Made a route alteration
suggestion at the
Frithville consultation
event

Exhibition
comment

The request to amend the cable
route was considered against
all the relevant constraints and
resulted in an amendment to
the cable route.

Informed TKOWFL of a
private wind turbine in
field, 180m from the
road, very close to the
cable route

The wind turbine is not
expected to cause any issues
to the cable installation, or vice
versa, and its presence will be
factored into the final design.

23; 1, 1a,
1b;
14b;
35,
35a;
14,
14a,
14b, 14e;
29, 29a.

Seven landowners sent Email
the same email to
TKOWFL: Object to
inclusion of land in
scheme; professional
fees undertaking; impact
on farming; under
drainage; joint pits;
warming effects of
cables; EMF; French
drain effects;
decommissioning;
operational access ways;
share of profits (royalty
rent).

A response was sent to the
consultee explaining why the
land is included in scheme;
when payment of professional
fees would occur;
compensation arrangements;
drainage reinstatements; joint
pits; cable warming; EMF; of
onshore cable construction;
decommissioning proposals;
and operational accesses. The
response rejected the profit
sharing suggestion.

120

Proposals are not
Emailed
sufficiently detailed to
letter
enable full assessment of
potential impacts; land
clearance application
must be approved before
any rights can be
granted; compliance with
engineering and safety
arrangements required;
proposals should be
submitted to Asset
Protection team;
easements will be
required for each
crossing; NR will seek
protection from

Discussions with Network Rail
with regard to crossings are
ongoing as part of Network
Rail’s clearance process.
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Source of
Comment

Regard had to comment

compulsory acquisition;
NR prepared to discuss
protective provisions in
DCO.
138

Provided details of
Emailed
infrastructure in vicinity of letter
proposed Order Limits.
Advised that National
Grid infrastructure is
covered by either
easements or wayleaves;
also provided information
on maintaining electrical
safety and maintaining
safety of existing
pipelines; advised that
protective provisions will
be required in the DCO;
provided requirements
for where diversions of
existing infrastructure are
required.

Location of assets noted;
Working requirements in
proximity to existing
infrastructure noted;
discussions regarding
protective provisions are
ongoing.

NGET

With regard to the above Email
consultation I would like
to refer you to National
Grid’s previous response
dated 18th November
2014. I confirm that we
have no further
comments to add at this
stage as discussions are
continuing with your
project team in relation to
the matters raised.

Discussions between NGET
and TKOWFL are ongoing.

British Rail Requested details of land Email
Pension
to help identification.
Trustee
Company
Limited

TKOWFL issued Land Registry
titles and title plans via email to
help identify the land in
question.
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7.13

Other responses received during the five phases of consultation which are not
included in Table 7.1 were letters from banks querying the location or owner
of the land; from a pension trustee company requesting further details of the
land to help them identify it; and from a previous consultee re-iterating its
earlier comments. In these cases where further information was requested,
TKOWFL responded by sending further information to assist in identification.

7.14

Two temporary construction compounds have been included at the point
where the proposed new access road for the TKOWF substation is adjacent
to the A17 (plots 44/03a and 44/03b on sheet 44 of the Land Plan (Application
Document 2.3)) although only one of these compounds will ultimately be
required. Comments were received from the relevant landowner shortly
before finalisation of the application documents (and outside of the s42
consultation period), requesting that the compound be moved from the
southern location to the northern location. It has not been possible to
determine whether it is technically possible to utilise the northern location for
a temporary construction compound prior to finalisation of the application
documents. Both options have therefore been included, although only one
will be required and one will not be progressed.

7.15

TKOWFL has tried to engage with LCC as owner of land at the landfall
however the LCC land agent has been instructed not to engage with
TKOWFL with regard coming to an agreement on the use of the land. RWE
Innogy’s Head of Offshore Wind offered to meet with LCC to discuss this
issue but this offer was declined by LCC’s Chief Executive. TKOWFL
remains open to discussions with LCC on this matter.

Contractual discussions with landowners
7.16

In addition to the statutory s42 consultation, landowners were contacted by
TKOWFL’s land agents with details of a proposed commercial agreement to
give TKOWFL the right to build and maintain the proposed onshore
development.

7.17

TKOWFL’s land agents have contacted affected landowners to make
reasonable efforts to reach mutual agreement to secure the rights sought
over the land. Initial Heads of Terms (HoTs) for the proposed cable route and
above ground infrastructure were issued to affected landowners or their
agents (where appointed) in December 2014. The HoTs included terms for
the rights required for TKOWFL.
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7.18

Meetings have been held with the land agent representing the landowners of
the proposed Substation site at Bicker Fen, the proposed Intermediate
Electrical Compound (IEC) at Orby and the proposed Landfall location at
Anderby. Discussions are ongoing and TKOWFL remains committed to
securing necessary land by agreement.

7.19

TKOWFL’s land agents have also met with a number of landowners and land
agents with regard the cable route, temporary construction compounds,
operational access routes and access for environmental surveys.

7.20

One of the landowners agents has commented that the planting of trees to
screen the Substation could adversely affect the landowners crops as
pigeons and other vermin will populate the landscaping areas and then graze
on vegetable crops planted on the retained land. TKOWFL will have regard
to these comments in the landscaping schemes that it puts forward to the
relevant planning authority for approval.

7.21

TKOWFL was also contacted by BBC regarding communication between
TKOWFL and landowners, via the NFU. A claim was made that some
landowners had not been consulted on with regard the TKES project. In
particular it was claimed that


The consultation by TKOWFL had been general in nature with only
drop-in events for all sections of the community.



There had been no specific events for farmers and landowners.



TKOWFL or their land agents, Ardent, had not visited farmers and
landowners along the route of the cable and discussed the route of the
cable and the effects on the farm, especially on land drainage. For new
roads and similar infrastructure, all landowners and farmers would have
been listed and met by now to discuss their concerns and whether they
could be dealt with by the constructors or their agents.



TKOWFL or Ardent need to consult properly with landowners and
farmers before going to the next stage of the planning process.

7.22

TKOWFL does not agree with the statements set out above and has since
contacted BBC setting out the discussions that had taken place (see
Appendix 7F).

7.23

TKOWFL will continue to negotiate with landowners and agents although
conclusion of these negotiations was not possible prior to submission of the
application for the Order.
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Discrepancies between s42 landowner consultation and Book
of Reference
7.24

There are no known discrepancies between the s42 landowner consultation
and the Book of Reference (Application Document 4.3).
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Non Statutory Consultation after s42/s47 Consultation
Summary


Since the close of the 2008 Act s42/s47 consultation, TKOWFL has
consulted with bodies on the draft DCO and with the local community
and relevant organisations on a proposed Community Investment Fund.



Two drafts of the draft DCO have been consulted with key consultees
on in advance of the submission of the application.



184 responses were received on the Community Investment Fund
consultation with analysis ongoing at the time of submission of the
application.

Statutory requirements and guidance
8.1

There is no statutory requirement to carry out further consultation before the
submission of the application documents although guidance does advise that
matters raised under the s42 consultation can be discussed further before
submission. A brief summary of some of those ongoing communications are
included in this section of the report.

8.2

PINS Advice Note Thirteen (PINS 2012d) states that the draft order “should
be made available to other parties who may have useful comments on the
operation of the order. For example, the relevant local planning authorities
should have sufficiently early sight of the DCO’s proposed draft
requirements.” The consultation on the draft DCO text to date is set out in
this part of the report.

Ongoing consultation with stakeholders up to submission
8.3

TKOWFL continues to discuss the onshore cable route and landfall area with
the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh Project to agree the measures or
methodologies which could be implemented during the construction of the
TKES to minimise impacts on the LCGM. The goal of those measures would
be to:


Avoid, where reasonably practicable possible long-term impacts on
existing grassland habitats from the construction of the TKES;

122

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Triton Knoll Electrical System



Minimise any impediments caused by the TKES to future creation of
important grassland habitats; and



Ensure that overall environmental impacts are minimised during
construction.

8.4

Consultation with the LCGM Project is being undertaken to agree construction
methodologies and mitigation that TKES will seek to implement to minimise
impacts on existing LCGM habitat and agricultural improved grassland and on
other areas within the LCGM target areas that has future potential for LCGM
habitat creation. This seeks to ensure coexistence between the two projects.
This is subject to pre-construction surveys, cost and technical feasibility and
land rights.

8.5

The Outline LSEMP has been sent to NE for comment. Timescales did not
allow for NE to respond to this prior to submission of the DCO application to
PINS. Discussions on this document will continue following submission.

8.6

TKOWFL continues to engage with National Grid Interconnector Holdings Ltd
with regard the Viking Link project and whether any details of the potential
scheme are available.

8.7

A final EIA Evidence Plan Steering Group meeting was held on 25 February
2015 and an agreed version of the TKES EIA Evidence Plan has been
submitted with the application (Application Document 8.16).

8.8

Detailed discussions have been held with English Heritage regarding the
drafting of the Outline Offshore Written Scheme of Investigation (Application
Document 8.12).

8.9

Detailed discussions have been held with Natural England regarding the
development of the RIAA (Application Document 5.3). Details of this
consultation are included in the Evidence Plan, Application Document 8.16.

8.10

TKOWFL is in discussions with Ecotricity regarding the proposed Heckington
Fen (onshore) Wind Farm to keep up to date on its consenting and, to update
EDF on TKES, including any amendments made to the TKES project details
(both of these projects are relatively close to the TKES substation site).

Draft DCO Consultation
8.11

Following the end of the statutory consultation, in November 2014, TKOWFL
undertook non-statutory consultation with certain bodies on a draft
development consent order (DCO) which included a deemed marine licence.
Given the complexity of the DCO it was felt that separating this consultation
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from the statutory consultation on the PEI would make it more effective and
allow consultees to really focus on the drafting of the DCO.
8.12

TKOWFL has issued two drafts of the DCO to parties including the local
planning authorities and key statutory consultees. A list of those consulted is
included in Appendix 8A. The first (pre-application) draft of the DCO was
issued on 14 November 2014 along with an explanatory note.6 This version
of the draft DCO included proposed text for all elements of the draft Order
except for protective provisions as these were still to be discussed in detail
with stakeholders. To assist consultees understand how the various Works in
the draft DCO would fit together and when Requirements would be
discharged, TKOWFL also issued a Staging of Works and Discharge of Preconstruction Requirements flowchart on 19 November 2014 (see Appendix
8B).

8.13

Comments on the first (pre-application) draft DCO resulted in follow up
meetings and correspondence with various consultees where this was
required for TKOWFL to understand the points made.

8.14

A second (pre-application) draft DCO (which this time included suggested
protective provisions) was then produced having regard to comments
received on the first draft. This second draft DCO was issued by TKOWFL to
consultees in January 2015 along with a delta view draft DCO showing the
changes made between the first and second draft DCOs. At the same time
TKOWFL also issued a table which listed all the comments received on the
first draft DCO and whether the comments had resulted in changes being
made or, if not, the reasons why changes were not made. This version of the
DCO and the accompanying documents was also sent to PINS for comment.

8.15

Consultations with regard protective provisions for specific undertakers
(National Grid Electricity Transmission/National Grid Gas plc, Anglian Water
and Western Power Distribution) have also been initiated by TKOWFL.

8.16

Comments on the second (pre-application) draft DCO were received and
were considered by TKOWFL in the preparation of the final version of the
draft DCO that has been submitted with the application (Application
Document 3.1). Most of these comments, particularly from the Environment
Agency, BBC and ELDC related to amendments to the requirements and to

6

This was not an Explanatory memorandum for the DCO, but was deliberately
simplified into a note form to assist with understanding of the DCO.
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the wording of the dML from the MMO, MCA and Trinity House. A table
setting out the comments received on the draft DCO versions and the regard
had to them in the drafting of the DCO is included in Appendix 8C of this
report.
8.17

Responses on the pre-application consultation versions of the draft DCO
were also received from PINS. Comments from PINS resulted in the
following changes to the draft DCO which were incorporated into the
submitted draft DCO:


Revised drafting to provide clarification regarding the description of the
IEC and substation works and the rights to be sought in relation to
identified survey areas; and



Amendments to the drafting of certain requirements to provide greater
precision and clarity.

8.18

In addition, the Planning Inspectorate highlighted a number of areas for
inclusion in the Explanatory Memorandum where it would be useful to explain
certain elements of the drafting of the DCO.

8.19

A number of final amendments were made to the draft DCO submitted with
the application (Application Document 3.1) that were not included in the draft
DCO issued to consultees for comment.

8.20

One such amendment was a change to the maximum heights of buildings and
electrical equipment allowed under the draft DCO (Application Document 3.1)
to reflect the heights that were assessed in the ES, particularly the Landscape
and Visual Impact Chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 2) and the Hydrology and
Flood Risk Chapter (Volume 3, Chapter 7).

Community Investment Fund public consultation
Background
8.21

TKOWFL has committed to delivering a community investment fund to
communities around the proposed above ground electrical infrastructure for
the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm. During the onshore constructions works
up to £500,000 will be invested into local communities during the onshore
construction works and throughout the operational life-time of the project up
to a further £40,000 annually into areas neighbouring the IEC and Substation.
The annual fund will become available at the start of operations for the
offshore wind farm.
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8.22

Both funds are subject to a successful award of development consent for the
Triton Knoll Electrical System and the final installed capacity of the wind farm.

8.23

The purpose of the consultation was to gather knowledge and experience of
local people to ensure that the funds are delivered in the most effective way
possible to meet the specific needs of the local area. TKOWFL ran the
consultation separately from the statutory consultation on the Triton Knoll
Electrical System proposals to avoid any risk of confusion between the two
consultations.
Approach taken

8.24

In 2014 representatives of TKOWFL met with officers involved in economic
regeneration and communities from ELDC, BBC and NKDC. A telephone
conference was also held with officers from LCC. The intention of these early
meetings was to help TKOWFL better understand the strategic priorities for
the area and how funding from the project could help to address these.
Councils were provided with broad information about the fund and asked to
provide feedback, either at the meeting or in writing afterwards, on the
following topics:


Key themes that funding could be used to address;



How funding could be used to support delivery of strategic priorities and
should this be a consideration;



Specific funding gaps which could be addressed;



Key projects which the funding could be used to support;



Which communities should benefit from the investment;



The proposed questionnaire approach to consulting with local residents;
and



Other groups and / or organisations that TKOWFL should engage with.

8.25

Feedback from these initial meetings was used to help build the questionnaire
which would provide the opportunity for everybody in the community who
wanted to get involved to have their say about how funds could be invested in
the local area. TKOWFL also issued a draft questionnaire to ELDC, BBC,
NKDC and LCC for comment. Their comments were considered to ensure
the questionnaire took into account local priorities.

8.26

Almost 10,000 questionnaires were issued to households located in the
vicinity of the onshore infrastructure. The consultation was open from 27
January until 26 February 2015 with local individuals and organisations able
to complete a paper questionnaire or complete an online version.
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Results
8.27

A total of 184 questionnaires were returned to TKOWFL during the
consultation period.

8.28

The main results of the consultation were as follows:


most respondents (64 per cent) thought that the areas of Boston
Borough Council, East Lindsey District Council and North Kesteven
District Council should benefit from the on-off £500,000 fund;



75 per cent of respondents agreed that the boundary areas indicated by
Triton Knoll, were the appropriate areas to benefit from the annual
£40,000 fund;



the three most popular funding options for the one-off fund £500,000
fund were: improving rural transport, large grants for community
projects and small grants to local community project.;



the three most popular funding options for the £40,000 annual fund
were: small grants to local community projects, support for older people
at risk of social isolation and improving rural transport; and



over half of the respondents (51 per cent) said they would like to see
parish council and local resident representatives involved in the
decision making process for the allocation of the annual fund.

Next steps
8.29

A short results report will be published on the TKOWFL website in April/May
2015 and a summary of the results will be included in an e-newsletter or
newsletter.

8.30

The responses will be taken into account when decisions are made about
how the community investment fund will be administered and what areas and
types of project will be eligible for the fund.

8.31

All contact details provided as part of the consultation will be added to the
TKOWFL newsletter update to ensure local residents and stakeholders
continue to receive updates about the Community Investment Fund and the
TKES project generally.

8.32

The one off fund will be delivered during the construction period of the project.

8.33

The annual fund will become available from the start of operations for the
offshore wind farm.
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9

Changes to application boundary between
consultation and the submitted application

s42/PEI

9.1

A number of minor changes to the Order Limits have taken place since the
s42 consultation of October-November 2014. These changes are:


Amendments to the offshore order limits based on feedback from
aggregate dredging stakeholders;



Amendments to the cable route, temporary construction compounds
and construction access routes and survey, fencing and operational
access routes based on landowner feedback and updated engineering
requirements;



Amendments to a access for use by construction vehicles based on
feedback from the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh Project;



An extension to the cable route, within National Grid land, to the southeast of the existing National Grid Bicker Fen substation to reach a
potential connection ‘bay’ location within the southern end of the
existing National Grid compound, based on discussions with National
Grid;



A small decrease in the land required at the landfall with the selection of
the northern field for siting of transition joint bays and landfall works,
based on updated engineering requirements;



A small increase in land required to the south of the IEC for landscaping
based on Local Authority feedback; and



A decrease in the area required to the south and east of the substation
for landscaping and drainage based on updated engineering
requirements and landowner feedback.

9.2

Where changes to the Order Limits have been made since the statutory
consultation under the 2008 Act in October – November 2014 further
consultation has been undertaken with the relevant landowners as set out in
section 7 of this report. All of these subsequent landowners have been
consulted with in the same way as was done for the PEI consultation.

9.3

With regard the National Grid Bicker Fen Substation changes to the Order
Limits these have arisen as there is a need for two bays as part of the
Unlicensed Works for TKES infrastructure within the existing National Grid
Substation. Both bays may be located in the northern section of the National
Grid Substation or one may be required to the north and one to the south of
the compound. The cable corridor consulted on as part of the PEI showed
the TKES cable corridor entering the existing National Grid Bicker Fen
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Substation at its northeastern boundary. The final Order Limits submitted as
part of the application (Application Document 2.1) have been extended
around the eastern boundary of the National Grid Substation to allow a cable
to be routed outside the compound and enter it to the southeast should a
southern bay be required. Further information on the works required at the
National Grid Bicker Fen substation can be found in Volume 3, Chapter 1
Project Description within the ES.
9.4

Following the changes to the proposed Order Limits, particularly those at
National Grid's Bicker Fen substation, TKOWFL considered whether further
consultation was necessary to communicate the changes to the community in
advance of submission of the TKES application. The Department for
Communities and Local Government (DCLG) guidance on the pre-application
process (DCLG 2014) which TKOWFL has had regard to during the
preparation of the TKES application and this Consultation Report addresses
this and states:
Applicants are not expected to repeat consultation rounds set out in their
Statement of Community Consultation unless the project proposals have
changed very substantially. For example, where proposals change to such a
large degree that what is being taken forward is fundamentally different from
what was consulted on, further consultation may well be needed. This may be
necessary if, for example, new information arises which renders all previous
options unworkable or invalid for some reason. When considering the need for
additional consultation, applicants should use the degree of change, the effect
on the local community and the level of public interest as guiding factors.
Where a proposed application changes to such a large degree that the
proposals could be considered a new application, the legitimacy of the
consultation already carried out could be questioned. In such cases,
applicants should undertake further re-consultation on the new proposals, and
should supply consultees with sufficient information to enable them to fully
understand the nature of the change and any likely significant impacts (but not
necessarily the full suite of consultation documents), and allow at least 28
days for consultees to respond.
If the application only changes to a small degree, or if the change only affects
part of the development, then it is not necessary for an applicant to undertake
a full re-consultation. Where a proposed application is amended in light of
consultation responses then, unless those amendments materially change the
application or materially changes its impacts, the amendments themselves
should not trigger a need for further consultation. Instead, the applicant should
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ensure that all affected statutory consultees and local communities are
informed of the changes.
9.5

The guidance on the circumstances in which re-consultation should be
undertaken has been revised and expanded in paragraphs 73-76 of the 2015
pre-application guidance (DCLG 2015).

9.6

With regard to both the 2014 and the 2015 guidance, TKOWFL determined
that the changes to the Order Limits were not so substantial as to require
further statutory consultation or call into question the legitimacy of the
consultation already undertaken.

9.7

The nature of the change in the Order Limits at National Grid’s Substation
(including the potential for connection bays to be located in both the northern
and southern part of the existing developed Bicker Fen substation and cabling
to be installed outside this area to connect the two bays) are considered to be
small changes that, in the context of both the overall project and the Bicker
Fen works, do not materially change either the application or its impacts.

9.8

TKOWFL is therefore taking the following steps to update the community on
the project prior to submission of the application:


Including an update on the project website confirming the submission of
the DCO application to PINS at the end of April 2015;



Highlighting in that update any changes to the Order Limits that have
been made, including at National Grid’s Bicker Fen substation;



Highlighting that following acceptance the application, and specifically
the Consultation Report will be available to review ; and



Publication of a newsletter following acceptance of the application by
PINS
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10

Conclusions

10.1

This report has set out a summary of the consultations that have taken place
on the Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES) application for development
consent, with particular reference to statutory consultations under the 2008
Act that took place from September 2014 to April 2015 in advance of the
application for development consent made in April 2015.

10.2

Non statutory consultation has been carried out by TKOWFL with local
communities, statutory bodies and other stakeholders since 2012 up to the
submission of the application for development consent.

10.3

Statutory consultation under the 2008 Act included consulting on a Statement
of Community Consultation with the relevant local authorities.

10.4

TKOWFL published s48 notices advertising the proposed application in local
and national publications on 8-10 October 2014 and again in local
publications on 15 October 2014. The s48 notice included the information
required under regulation 4 of The Infrastructure Planning (Applications:
Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009. Copies of the s48
notice were sent to prescribed consultees and a press release was issued by
TKOWFL relating to the s48 notice and statutory consultation on the
application to local media outlets.

10.5

TKOWFL consulted the local community, in compliance with the advertised
SoCC, from 15 October to 19 November 2014.

10.6

Consultation carried out for prescribed statutory bodies (including those
bodies treated as prescribed bodies by TKOWFL) under s42 of the 2008 Act
took place from 15 October to 19 November 2014. Consultation materials
included the Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI), a PEI NonTechnical Summary, a draft Order Limits Plan, a Consultation Signpost
Document and a Consultation Questionnaire.

10.7

Consultation with landowners has also been undertaken since 2012, including
statutory consultation under the 2008 Act between October 2014 and April
2015.

10.8

TKOWFL has made a large number of changes to the proposed development
boundary and included a large number of mitigation measures in the
application which have resulted from requests by the local community,
landowners and organisations.

10.9

These changes have included amendments to the cable corridor as a result of
landowner requests; routing construction traffic HGVs along access tracks in
order to avoid the villages of Bicker and Orby; and setting out the means by
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which mitigation measures will be agreed with the relevant planning
authorities in advance of construction taking place through, including an
Outline Code of Construction Practice and an Outline Landscape Strategy
and Ecological Management Plan.
10.10

In conclusion, TKOWFL has undertaken a robust consultation on the TKES
project in line with the statutory requirements under the 2008 Act and has
made some significant amendments to the scheme following statutory and
non-statutory consultation.
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Appendix 1A: Compliance with DCLG and PINS advice
April 2015

TKES Consultation Report (Application Document 5.1)
Appendix 1A –compliance with DCLG (2014) and PINS (2012c) guidance
Requirements / guidance on
the Consultation Report

Comments (including any
deviation from requirement /
guidance)

Section of
report

The applicant advises the
Secretary of State of the
proposed application (see
Section 46 of the Planning Act)

As set out in section 6 of this
report The Planning Inspectorate
were informed of the proposed
application on 13 October 2014.
An acknowledgement letter from
PINS is included in Appendix 6B.

6, Appendix
6B

Identify whether the project
requires an environmental impact
assessment (EIA). Where it does,
confirm that they will be
submitting an environmental
statement (ES) along with the
application, or that they will be
seeking a screening opinion
ahead
of
submitting
the
application

The project requires EIA and an
ES is submitted with the
application for development
consent. A screening opinion is
available on the PINS website.

n/a

Identify and consult statutory
consultees as required by section
42 of the Planning Act and
Regulations

Statutory consultees were
identified and consulted as set
out in section 6 and 7 of this
report.

6,7

DCLG Guidance

Set a deadline of a minimum of As set out in section 4 of this
28 days by which responses to report the s48 notice states that
consultation must be received
the deadline to respond is 19
November 2014. This was more
than 28 days after the last notice
published on 15 October 2014.

4

Have
regard
responses to
consultation

5,6,7
Appendices
5E-5G and
6C-6D

to
relevant See sections 5, 6 and 7 of this
publicity and report and Appendices 5E-5G
and 6C-6D.

Requirements / guidance on
the Consultation Report

Comments (including any
deviation from requirement /
guidance)

Section of
report

PINS advice note fourteen
An application must be
accompanied by the applicant’s
consultation report prepared
under section 37 of the 2008 Act.

This report (application document All
3.1) is the applicant’s consultation
report under s37.

That report should draw together:

These are set out in sections 3-7
of the report.

3-7

b. A summary of the relevant
responses to the separate
strands of consultation; and

Summaries are set out in
sections 5-7 of this report for s42
prescribed consultees (and those
treated as prescribed by
TKOWFL), landowners and local
communities (s47)

5-7

c. The account taken of
responses in developing the
application from proposed to final
form, as required by s49(2).

The regard had to responses is
included in sections 5-7 with
more detail available in
Appendices 5-7.

5-7,
Appendices
5-7

Where Department for
Communities and Local
Government guidance has not
been followed in terms of the preapplication consultation, then the
consultation report is usually the
most appropriate place to explain
this. It is vital that the Secretary
of State understands the reasons
for not following published
guidance.

The consultation has followed
guidance as set out under the
‘Statutory requirements and
guidance’ parts of sections 3-7 of
this report.

3-7

a. an account of the statutory
consultation, publicity, deadlines
set, and community consultation
activities undertaken by the
applicant at the pre-application
stage under s42, s47 and s48

Requirements / guidance on
the Consultation Report

Comments (including any
deviation from requirement /
guidance)

Section of
report

Explanatory text should set the
scene and provide an overview
and narrative of the whole preapplication stage as it relates to
the particular project.

Sections 1 and 2 of this report set
the scene and provide an
overview of the project and the
pre-application process up to the
statutory consultation period
under s42 and s47 of the Act.

1,2

It would assist if a quick
reference guide in bullet point
form, summarising all the
consultation activity in
chronological order, is included
near the start of the report.

This is provided in Figure 1.1.

Figure 1.1

This [explanatory text] section
This is set out in section 1 of this
should define the whole prereport.
application consultation and
explain the relationship between
any initial strategic options stage,
any subsequent informal
consultation that may have taken
place, and the statutory
consultation carried out under the
2008 Act.

1

It may be useful to set out this
wider historical context. A brief
description of any historic
consultation activity including any
information available about the
scale and nature of the response
at that time would also be of
interest.

1,2

Historical consultation is set out
briefly in section 1 of this report
and expanded on in section 2.
Further information is referenced
in section 2.

Section 6 and Appendix 6A of this 6,7,
report set out non-landowner s42 Appendices
6A,7A-7E
consultees. Section 7 and
This includes prescribed statutory
Appendices 7A-7E set out
bodies, local authorities
landowner consultation under
consulted under s43 of the Act
s42.
and those with an interest in the
land consulted under s44 of the
Act. These separate strands of
prescribed consultees should be
clearly identified.
Consultation with the
prescribed consultees (s42)

Requirements / guidance on
the Consultation Report

Comments (including any
deviation from requirement /
guidance)

Section of
report

The applicant should include a
full list of the prescribed
consultees as part of the
consultation report.

A list of consultees under s42 is
included in Appendix 6A.

Appendix 6A

If the applicant’s list of prescribed
consultees varies in any way
from the list of organisations set
out in schedule 1 of the
Applications: Prescribed Forms
and Procedures Regulations
2009 (APFP) then this should be
robustly justified.

The TKOWFL list of prescribed
consultees includes all
organisations set out in APFP
Regs (as amended).

The list of organisations set out in Appendix 6A is set out
schedule 1 of the APFP should
alphabetically.
be followed in terms of the order
in which the consultees are
presented.

Appendix 6A

A short description of how s43 of
the Act has been applied in order
to identify the relevant local
authorities should be included.

This is included in Section 6 and
shown in Figure 6.1.

6, Fig 6.1

This could be supported by a
map showing the site and
identifying the boundaries of the
relevant local authorities.

A map is included as Figure 6.1.

Fig 6.1

It is important that those with an
interest in the land consulted
under s44 of the Act are
identified as a distinct element of
the wider s42 consultation.

Landowner consultation is set out
in Section 7

7

Where compulsory acquisition
forms part of the draft DCO the
consultees who are also included
in the book of reference for
compulsory acquisition purposes
should be highlighted in the
consolidated list of prescribed
consultees.

There are no known
discrepancies between the s42
landowner consultations carried
out by TKOWFL and the book of
reference.

7,
Appendices
7A-7E

Requirements / guidance on
the Consultation Report

Comments (including any
deviation from requirement /
guidance)

Section of
report

It would be helpful to provide a
summary of the rationale behind
the SoCC methodology.

This is included in Section 3 and
the SoCC Document

3,
Appendices
3A,3D,3F

Evidence should be submitted as
part of the consultation report
which shows which local
authorities were consulted about
the content of the draft SoCC;

This is included in section 3 of
this report and Appendices 3C
and 3E.

3,
Appendices
3C,3E

what the local authorities’
comments were;

This is included in section 3 of
this report and Appendices 3C
and 3E.

3,
Appendices
3C,3E

confirmation that they were given
28 days to provide their
comments.

The consultation was for 29 days
3 June – 2 July 2014.

3

A description about how the
applicant had regard to the local
authorities’ comments.

This is set out in the ‘Regard has
to draft SoCC responses’ part of
section 3

3

Copies of the published SoCC as
it appeared in the local press
should be provided

The final version of the SoCC is
included in Appendix 3F and
copies of the adverts in Appendix
3G.

Appendices
3F,3G

confirmation of which local
newspapers it was published in
and when.

The SoCC was published in the
Boston Standard, Louth Leader,
Skegness Standard (and local
editions) and East Lindsey
Target. It also appeared in the
national maritime publications
Fairplay and Fishing News.

Table 3.1

Where there were any
inconsistencies with the SoCC,
for example where additional
activities took place that were not
included in the SoCC(s), then this
should be clearly explained and
justified.

Table 5.1
Online s47 questionnaire
responses and paper copies were
accepted up to 22 December
2014.

Requirements / guidance on
the Consultation Report

Comments (including any
deviation from requirement /
guidance)

Section of
report

A copy of the s48 notice as it
appeared in the local and
national newspapers,

The s48 notice is included in
Appendix 4A with copies of the
adverts included in Appendix 4B
(and in Application Document
1.3).

Appendix
4A,4B

Together with a description of
where the notice was published
and confirmation of the time
period given for responses
should be included in the report.

Table 4.1 lists the publications
where the notice was published.

4, Table 4.1

Applicants should also provide
confirmation that the s48 notice
was sent to the prescribed
consultees at the same time as
the notice was published.

The s48 notice was included in
the PEI Consultation Documents
issued to s42 consultees.

4

A description of the consultation
material used and how the
prescribed consultees were able
to access it would also be useful.

The consultation material issued
under s42 is set out in the
‘Activities and materials’ parts of
sections 6 and 7

6,7

The s48 publicity is best dealt
with as a separate section within
the report.

S48 publicity is included in a
separate part of the report.

4

Any consultation not carried out
under the provisions of the Act
should be clearly indicated and
identified separately in the report
from the statutory consultation.

Consultation not carried out
under the provisions of the 2008
Act is set out in 2 and 8 of the
report.

2,8

A list of the individual responses
received should be provided and
categorised in an appropriate
way.

Responses received are set out
in Appendices 6C (s42 offshore)
and 6D (s42 onshore – non
landowner), and in Table 7.2.

Table
7.2,
Appendices
6C,6D.

The deadline for responses was
19 November 2014, more than 28
days from the publication of the
last notice on 10 October 2014.

Requirements / guidance on
the Consultation Report

Comments (including any
deviation from requirement /
guidance)

Section of
report

We advise that applicants group
responses under the three
strands of consultation as
follows:

Responses received are set out
in Appendices 6C (s42 offshore),
and 6D (s42 onshore – non
landowner), and in Table 7.2.

Table
7.2,
Appendices
6C,6D.

• S42 prescribed consultees
(including s43 and s44)

No responses were received
under s48 statutory publicity that
were not classified as s42 or s47
responses.

• S47 community consultees
• S48 responses to statutory
publicity.
The list should also make a
further distinction within those
categories by sorting responses
according to whether they
contain comments which have
led to changes to matters such
as siting, route, design, form or
scale of the scheme itself, or to
mitigation or compensatory
measures proposed, or have led
to no change.

The regard had to responses is
set out in Appendices 6C (s42
offshore) and 6D (s42 onshore –
non landowner), and in Table 7.2.

Table
7.2,
Appendices
6C,6D.

A summary of responses by
appropriate category together
with a clear explanation of the
reason why responses have led
to no change should also be
included,

A summary of responses is
included in the ‘Responses
received and regard had to those
responses’ element of sections 5
and 6 for s47 and s42 (nonlandowner) responses. S42
landowner responses and regard
had to them are set out in section
7 of the report in Table 7.2.

6,7,
7.2

Including where responses have
been received after deadlines set
by the applicant.

Black Sluice IDB requested an
extension to the deadline to 21
November 2014 for the combined
drainage board response.
TKOWFL agreed to this request
and has therefore had regard to
this response in this report.

n/a

Table
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A computer generated image showing what part of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm could look like based on 288 125 metre tall turbines.

TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE
WIND FARM SUBMITTED TO IPC
Following our formal consultation which
was held last year, RWE npower
renewables’ application for the proposed
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm has been
submitted to, and accepted by, the
Infrastructure Planning Commission
(IPC)1.
This brings the delivery of this significant
renewable energy project one step closer
to construction and operation. Offshore
wind farms provide economic benefits
during their construction and operation
phases both through direct job creation
and through the wider supply chain. So
far, during assessments for Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm, we have already
placed contracts with vessel operators
around the wind farm site that exceed £3
million and a similar level of investment is
planned this year.
The acceptance of the planning
application for examination by the IPC is
an important stage for local communities
and interested parties, who must now
register with the IPC to take part in the
forthcoming stages of the decision making
process on the offshore wind farm.
The application, known as a “development
consent application”, is for an offshore
wind farm approximately 20.5 miles (33
kilometres) off the coast of Lincolnshire

and 28.5 miles (46 kilometres) off the
coast of north Norfolk.
The exact size of the project is yet to be
determined, but if granted consent to go
ahead, it could produce up to 1,200
megawatts (MW) of renewable energy.
This could provide enough renewable
electricity to meet the average
consumption of the equivalent of
approximately 850,000 homes each year2.
The Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
project is divided into two parts:
• Package 1 which consists of the wind
farm site itself and all elements within its
offshore site boundary; and
• Package 2 which comprises the electrical
system, including the offshore and
onshore power cable routes and the
onshore electrical substation.
The application which has been submitted
is solely for Package 1.

Approximately 80% of people who
completed a feedback form at our
public exhibitions said they were in
support of Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm.

From now on, the IPC becomes the lead
organisation and official comments on
the wind farm application must be
submitted to them, in line with the
timescale set out in the notices. All
“interested parties” that wish to
participate in the examination process
must register with the IPC, to formally
have a say on the development consent
application. Only people who register
with the IPC will be able to take part in
the examination and express their views
to the IPC regarding the development
consent application at the examination
stage. The window to register with the
IPC opens on 21st March and closes on
9th May 2012. Details of how to
register can be found on the IPC’s
website at:
http://infrastructure.independent.gov.
uk/projects/east-midlands/triton-knolloffshore-wind-farm/
- reference EN010005.
You can register with the IPC online or
by completing a paper version of the
registration form. You can also
telephone the IPC helpdesk on 0303 444
5000 and request a registration form.
When you register, you will need to provide your
contact details and a summary of your views of the
proposal. Everyone who has registered will later have
the opportunity to provide more detailed written
views of the proposal, and may request to speak at
the Preliminary Meeting about how the application
should be examined, request that a hearing be held
and request to speak at a hearing.

ANSWERING YOUR QUESTIONS
Jacob Hain, Triton Knoll Project
Manager at RWE npower renewables
answers questions about the
offshore wind farm development
consent application and the next
steps.
What does ‘acceptance’ of your
application mean?
RWE npower renewables submitted its
plans for Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
to the IPC. The IPC has accepted that the
application complies with the
requirements for an application and that
they will now proceed to examine the
application, in consultation with the public
and statutory bodies.
How did you consult the public?
A formal 42 day consultation period with
the public took place from 1 June to 12
July 2011. We consulted on plans and
maps which showed the nature and
location of the proposed offshore wind
farm as well as information and results
from the environmental studies we had
been carrying out for the project.
Information was also provided about the
project components, layout and potential
environmental impacts. In addition to
making this information widely available,
five exhibitions were held along the north

Norfolk, Lincolnshire and East Riding
of Yorkshire coasts during June 2011 to
which 431 people attended.
At the same time, we also consulted with
local planning authorities and statutory
bodies, organisations such as Natural
England and the Marine Management
Organisation.
The feedback received has been
collated and considered as part of our
application. The Consultation Report
which accompanies the application,
summarises the feedback and gives an
overview of how it has been taken on
board.
What has changed as a result of the
consultation?
Comments, views and impacts raised
through the consultation influenced the
application submitted to the IPC. For
example, the maximum number of
offshore wind turbines has been reduced
from 333 to 288 in light of comments
from nature conservation bodies and to
mitigate potential impacts on birds. These
changes are detailed in the Consultation
Report, which can be found on the Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm page of the IPC
website.

CONTACT THE IPC

NEXT STAGES

All comments about the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm application should now be
submitted to the Infrastructure Planning Commission. Please always refer to application
reference no. EN010005.
IPC Web: http://infrastructure.independent.gov.uk
IPC Telephone helpdesk: 0303 444 5000
For more information about RWE npower renewables visit:
www.npower-renewables.com

FOOTNOTES
Changes to the decision making authority
1
The IPC was established by the UK Government on
1 October 2009, under the Planning Act 2008, as an
independent body to assess and determine planning
applications for large scale, nationally significant
infrastructure projects.

Under the Localism Act (2011), the IPC will be
abolished on 1 April 2012 and its functions will
transfer to a new national infrastructure directorate
that has been created within the Planning
Inspectorate. The Planning Inspectorate, among
other things, processes planning and enforcement
appeals. From April 2012, the relevant Secretary
of State will be the decision maker on all national
infrastructure applications for development consent.
Following examination of the application, the
Planning Inspectorate will have three months to make

A computer generated image showing what
part of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
could look like based on 288 125 metre tall
turbines.

a recommendation to the relevant Secretary of State
who will then have a further three months to reach
their decision.
2
Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual
electricity consumption per home of 4700 kWh. This
figure is supported by recent domestic electricity
consumption data available from The Digest of UK
Energy Statistics and household estimates and
projections from the UK Statistics Authority.

Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal
is derived using wind speeds monitored in the local
area and correlating to a modelled reference node.
This enables a calculation to be made to estimate the
average annual energy production for the site based
on 195 turbines each of rated capacity 6.15 MW. The
energy capture predicted and hence derived homes
equivalent or emissions savings figures may change as
further data are gathered.

Now that the application has been
accepted for examination, the
acceptance will be notified by publication
of notices in local and national
newspapers. This will set out the period
within which people can register to be
involved, after which the examination
stage will begin. If you would like to
make any comments to the IPC1 on Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, you must first
register as an interested party during the
notified period. Once registered, you will
then have the opportunity to take part in
the examination process – and the IPC will
keep you up to date with its progress.
The window to register with the IPC
opens on 21st March and closes on 9th
May 2012.

Keeping you informed

WELCOME
Welcome to our newsletter about the
latest developments in the plans to
develop the electrical system for the
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm.
The electrical system will connect
Triton Knoll to the national grid.
Even though the work on the electrical
system is still very much in its infancy
we are aware there is great interest
in our plans so we hope this update
is useful.
As we are still in the early stages of
the project there are many details we
do not yet know and more information
will come in the future.
This image is not intended to represent the appearance of the proposed Triton Knoll Wind Farm

If you would like to provide feedback
on either the project or this newsletter,
we have a contact section on the
back page.

The story so far
RWE npower renewables, one of the
UK’s most experienced wind farm
developers, is proposing to build an
offshore wind farm approximately
20.5 miles (33 kilometres) off the coast of
Lincolnshire and 28.5 miles (46 kilometres)
off the coast of north Norfolk.
The project has been split into two
separate packages:
1. The offshore wind farm
This includes all the parts within the
offshore site boundary:
– wind turbines
– meteorological masts
– offshore substations
–	‘intra-array’ cables linking the wind
turbines with the offshore substation.
We have carried out detailed environmental
assessments in and around the area of
the offshore wind farm and carried out
a consultation with local communities
and key stakeholders.

In January 2012, we submitted a
planning application to the Infrastructure
Planning Commission (whose functions
have now been transferred to the
Planning Inspectorate). The Planning
Inspectorate will now examine this
application, in consultation with the
public and statutory bodies.

We hope you find this update useful
and we will produce further issues as
the project develops.

Jacob Hain
2. The electrical system
This includes:
– onshore substation
–	onshore cable route and electrical
infrastructure
– offshore export cable route.
In April 2009, we had an offer from
National Grid to connect the proposed
Triton Knoll Wind Farm to the existing
electricity network within the District of
East Lindsey, Lincolnshire.
However, in December 2010, National Grid
undertook a strategic review of grid
connections across the east coast, which

included the connection location for
Triton Knoll.
The review resulted in a new National Grid
connection offer for Triton Knoll to the
existing substation at Bicker Fen, south
west of Boston, Lincolnshire. National
Grid’s offer is based on cables that go
under the sea and underground between
Triton Knoll and the Bicker Fen substation.
These would export the power generated
by the offshore wind farm into the existing
national electricity grid.

September

2012

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
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THE ELECTRICAL SYSTEM – OUR OPTIONS
To connect an offshore wind farm
to the electricity network, electrical
infrastructure will be needed both
onshore and offshore. For Triton Knoll,
this is likely to include:
–	offshore cables running from the
offshore wind farm to land on the
Lincolnshire coast and underground
cables running from the landfall to
the connection location at Bicker Fen
–	an electrical substation in the vicinity
of the existing Bicker Fen substation
–	an onshore compound is also
likely to be required along the cable
route depending on the cable
technology used.
CURRENT WORK
To find the best potential sites and
routes for the electrical infrastructure,
we have begun onshore and offshore
environmental and engineering studies
in the area shown in the map below.

These initial studies are helping us to
narrow down the site and route options
and will continue throughout 2012.
We are also consulting with organisations
such as the local planning authorities,
the Marine Management Organisation
and Natural England.
Once we have evaluated the different
options, we will carry out consultation
with public bodies, local communities and
other interested parties. We will then use
the results of this consultation to inform
our final planning application for the
electrical system.
We are currently undertaking technology
studies to understand what the electrical
system will comprise.
We have two options to connect the offshore
wind farm to the existing electricity network
available to us at present which are:

The area of search for the electrical system infrastructure is shown on the map above

Option 1: AC (alternating current)
technology
–	up to 8 electrical circuits offshore
and onshore
–	an onshore underground cable corridor
up to 60m wide for construction
–	substation in the vicinity of Bicker Fen
of up to 20 hectare site footprint
–	single compound at a point along the
cable route which would have a site
footprint of up to 3 hectares.
Option 2: DC (direct current) technology
–	up to 3 electrical circuits
–	an onshore underground cable corridor
up to 40m wide for construction
–	substation in the vicinity of Bicker Fen with
an indicative area of 8 hectare site footprint
–	likely requirement for a converter station
onshore; footprint unknown at this stage
–	likely up to 8 electrical circuits offshore.
Please note these options, above, will be
the subject of further engineering and
design work.
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
Jacob Hain, Project Manager for Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, answers some
recently asked questions on the proposed
cables which could connect the offshore
wind farm to the National Grid connection
at Bicker Fen, just outside of Boston. The
questions and answers are also available
on our website and will be updated as
more questions are asked.
Why can’t you bring the cables offshore
through the Wash?
We have thoroughly investigated the
possibility of laying the offshore cables from
the wind farm through the Wash and onto
the shore. An engineering study has shown
there would be significant construction
and operational challenges in the few
remaining areas not already in use by other
developments due to the changeable
nature of the seabed in that area.
As a responsible developer we have also
undertaken an environmental appraisal
of the Wash area and carried out
consultations with Natural England, the
local fishing industry and local ports.
Following this, it is our opinion that
due to environmental designations, the
cumulative impact on the local fishing
industry and the significant technical
challenges that would need to be
overcome to be sure of successful
installation, routing offshore cables
through the main part of the Wash area
is not a feasible option for the Triton
Knoll project. It has therefore been
discounted from our area of search for
the electrical infrastructure.
How long is the cable route?
The onshore cables, which would run
from the Lincolnshire coast to the
connection location at Bicker Fen, could

North Hoyle Offshore Wind Farm. Image supplied by npower renewables © Norman Childs
Photography. Images in this newsletter are not intended to represent the appearance, size or
scale of the proposed Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm.

be between 50 to 60 kilometres (km)
in length. We are currently working
within an area of search (see map on
page 2) to identify and review options
to ensure we select the best route.
How wide will the cable route be?
We require a cable route which has a
maximum width of 60 metres (m). When
we assess a potential route, we will study
a corridor which is a maximum of 1km wide.
The feedback from landowners, the results
of ecological surveys and engineering
feasibility work in the study area will
inform the selection of the 60m wide
route within this corridor. Therefore the
cable route will not be 1km wide.
Many other criteria will be taken into
account to select the route, such as
distance to houses, cultural heritage
assets, places of archaeological interest
and environmental and landscape
designations. No decision has yet been
made and we have contacted landowners
to enable ecological surveys to take place
to inform the selection process.
Will farmers still be able to farm over the
cable route?
The cables will be buried to a depth that
allows normal farming to continue once
the ground is reinstated. We will ensure
that the contractor undertaking the work
will seek to install the cables in such a
way as to minimise any long term affects
on the land or to drainage systems.
Farmers will receive a one-off
compensation payment for allowing

us to install underground cables on their
land and will continue to be able to farm
the land as before. As with similar
underground infrastructure projects,
there will be restrictions on the use of
land above the cables. For example,
buildings would not be able to be
constructed over the cables, and
deep-rooted plant species will not be
able to be planted within a certain
distance of the installed cables.

BENEFITS OF TRITON KNOLL
–	if constructed, Triton Knoll could
present an exciting opportunity for
UK industry which has the potential
to create opportunities for jobs and
economic benefits
–	every year, Triton Knoll would
prevent the release of hundreds of
thousands of tonnes of polluting
carbon dioxide gas
–	Triton Knoll would generate home
grown energy which would help
the UK become less reliant on
imported energy
–	whilst we follow current legislation
and go through a competitive tender
process, local suppliers and contractors
with appropriate skills are often well
placed to win contracts.
– to date, we have placed survey
contracts with vessel operators in the
Greater Wash that exceed
approximately £5 million in value.
Investment will continue to increase
in the area during the development of
the project.
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FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS continued
Will the cable route affect the local ecology?
Due to the temporary nature of the
disturbance that will be caused by the
installation of the cables, we consider it
highly unlikely that the cable route will
have a significant or long term impact on
the local ecology. There are a number of
designated areas and protected species
to consider both onshore and offshore
which will affect the decisions on where
to route the cables. These are protected
either under European or UK law. We will
be required to assess any potential
effects the electrical infrastructure could
have on these species or habitats.
We are currently undertaking
environmental surveys to identify the
distribution of these species and
habitats and these will continue next
year. The findings will inform the
selection of sites and routes for the
infrastructure.
Will you take local residents into account
when looking at potential options for the
cable route?
The cable route will be located away
from houses wherever reasonably
possible, to minimise disturbance to
local residents during the construction
activities. We would assess any potential
impact on residents and put in place
mitigation measures, if required, during
construction. This could be, for example,
different methods of construction or
noise protection during installation.

Traffic and access assessments could
be carried out once a potential route is
identified to minimise traffic disruption
and impacts on local roads.
It is important to note that the majority
of potential effects from a cable route
are only likely to occur during the
construction process. The construction
process is temporary and will be
managed carefully to ensure that any
disturbance is kept to a minimum as
far as is reasonably possible.

When will you be able to provide more
information on where the infrastructure
could be located and what it will consist of?
We hope to be able to provide more
information on the different options
open to us early next year. We are
currently carrying out environmental,
technical and engineering studies to
identify what the electrical infrastructure
could comprise and where it could be
located. Once these studies are concluded
we will be in a position to give more
information and consult on our findings.

Would other wind farms be able to connect
to Triton Knoll’s cables or substation?
The cables, substation and any other
infrastructure will be designed to
only carry the power generated by
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm and
connect it to the national electricity
network. We have no intention to
oversize equipment and it will be
impossible for other projects such as
onshore wind farms to connect into the
Triton Knoll electrical system.

Will local residents have a chance to comment
on the proposed work before it is finalised?
We will engage with the public through
meetings and exhibitions when our technical
and engineering studies have concluded.
This will give us more certainty on the
options available to us for all components of
the electrical infrastructure. Local residents
will be given the opportunity to comment on
the proposed work and planning
application for the onshore package
before it is finalised.

NEXT STEPS
We will continue to progress our
environmental and engineering studies
to identify suitable sites and routes for
the electrical infrastructure and to select
the technology that will be used to

connect the offshore wind farm to
the electricity network. As this work
progresses, we intend to hold
information days to discuss the
project with local communities.

Contact Us:
Email:
Tritonknoll@npower-renewables.com

Post:
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Npower Renewables Ltd
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
SN5 8ZT

Telephone: 01793 474100
Web:
www.npower-renewables.com/tritonknoll

If you would like this
newsletter in larger
print or in another
format, please contact
us on: 01793 474100
This booklet is printed on paper which is made from
FSC certified pulp.

RWE npower renewables’ North Hoyle Offshore Wind Farm. This photo is not intended to represent the appearance, size or scale of the proposed Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm.

RWE npower renewables has concluded its formal consultation for Triton Knoll Offshore
Wind Farm and is preparing to submit an application for development consent.

Background
RWE npower renewables, one of the
UK’s most experienced wind farm
developers, is proposing to build an
offshore wind farm approximately
20.5 miles (33 kilometres) off the
coast of Lincolnshire and 28.5 miles (46
kilometres) off the coast of north Norfolk.
If the offshore wind farm is granted
consent to go ahead, it could
produce up to 1,200 megawatts (MW)
of renewable energy. This could
provide enough renewable electricity
to meet the average consumption of
approximately 850,000 homes
each year1.
Earlier this year, we announced that
the development of Triton Knoll

Offshore Wind Farm was being split
into two separate packages following
the decision by National Grid to review
the wind farm’s onshore connection
location. The connection location is the
point on land at which the offshore wind
farm is connected to the national
electricity network. The wind farm will
require a new electricity substation to
be constructed in the vicinity of the
connection location.
The two packages are:
> P ackage 1 – the offshore wind farm
site itself and all elements within its
offshore site boundary
> Package 2 – the electrical system
required to connect the offshore wind
farm to the National Grid.

This summer, we consulted local
communities, local authorities,
regulatory bodies and other organisations
on our plans for the offshore elements
of the wind farm (Package 1).
Following this consultation we have
been analysing the responses received
and carrying out additional work as
required. We have also been finalising
our plans and putting together our
planning application for development
consent for Package 1 which we will
shortly submit to the Infrastructure
Planning Commission (IPC).

Winter

2012
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Consultation update
Our formal consultation for the Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm was held from 1 June
to 12 July 2011. The consultation was
carried out in line with our Statement
of Community Consultation (SoCC).
The SoCC explained how we would
consult with local communities and is
available on our website.
During the consultation, we held five
public exhibitions at different locations
along the north Norfolk, Lincolnshire
and East Riding of Yorkshire coasts. These
exhibitions outlined our initial plans for
the offshore elements of the project
(Package 1).
We asked members of the public and
local communities for their feedback.
The findings of the public consultation
are being recorded in a consultation
report which will be submitted alongside
our application for consent to build the
wind farm.
The report will explain how the feedback
we received has been considered in
finalising our plans for the offshore
elements of the wind farm.

A non-technical summary of the
consultation report will be produced
and distributed to local communities
once the application has been submitted
and accepted for examination.
At the same time as consulting with
local communities, we also consulted
on the project with local planning
authorities and statutory bodies,
organisations such as Natural England
and the Marine Management Organisation.
Feedback from this consultation is also
being fed into the application and will be
documented in the consultation report.

Approximately 82% of people who
completed a feedback form at our public
exhibitions said they were in support
of Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm.
More statistics from the consultation
will be presented in the consultation
report which will be available on our
website once the application for
development consent has been
successfully submitted.

RWE npower renewables’ staff talking to members of the public.

Key statistics
Attendance:
431 people attended the five
public exhibitions
Consultation duration:
The consultation ran for 42 days
Feedback received from members
of the public:
177 responses to the consultation were
received from members of the public:
>	163 responses comprised completed
feedback forms
>	23 responses were provided as letters
or emails.
Other feedback received:
Feedback was also received from
elected members, including councillors,
MPs and MEPs; local authorities;
parish councils; and statutory and
non-statutory consultees

Website
www.npower-renewables.com/tritonknoll
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Next steps
We are now are shortly intending to
submit the planning application to the
Infrastructure Planning Commission
(IPC) for development consent to
build all the elements within Package 1.
This will consist of:
>	 c onstruction of up to 333 offshore
wind turbines
>	construction of up to five offshore
monitoring stations. The stations
collect information such as wind
speeds and wind direction
>	construction of up to eight
offshore electricity substations and
cables buried in the sea bed to link
the wind turbines and the offshore
substations.
The feedback we have received on the
project has helped us shape the design
and development of the wind farm.
Once we have submitted our application,
the IPC have 28 days to decide whether or
not to accept it for IPC examination.

We will let you know when this process
has been completed.
Once the application has been accepted,
the IPC will then examine the project in
detail. Following this examination, the
IPC will make a recommendation to the
Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change who will make a final
decision on the application. If permission
is granted for the project, it will be awarded
in the form of a Development Consent
Order (DCO).
How can I be involved from now on?
We will update local communities once the
application has been accepted by the IPC.
Following acceptance, the application will
be available to view on the RWE npower
renewables project website and on the
IPC’s website at http://infrastructure.
independent.gov.uk.
At this time, members of the public will
be able to register with the IPC and give

economIC BENEFITS
During construction and operation,
offshore wind farms create jobs and
support economic activity.
Previously, we have found that local
businesses are often well placed to
secure some of the contracts.
So far, during assessments for Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, we have
already placed contracts with vessel
operators around the wind farm site
that exceed £3 million.

their views about the project to the IPC.
More information on the process can
be found on the IPC’s website.
The IPC will take all relevant feedback
into account when examining the
application and in making its
recommendation on the application.

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm project area

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm site plan. © British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited. All rights reserved. Data Licence 052003.002
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The electrical system
Background
In 2009, National Grid offered us a grid
connection agreement to connect Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm to the
electricity network in East Lindsey,
Lincolnshire. RWE npower renewables
then consulted local communities, nonstatutory groups and statutory bodies
to help identify the most suitable
location for the wind farm substation
within this area.
However, in December 2010, we were
informed by National Grid that they
would be undertaking a strategic review
of grid connections across the east
coast, which included the connection
location for Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm. Given that this could result in a
change to our connection location, all
work on the electrical system was put
on hold until the strategic review had
been completed.
We have worked with National Grid over
the course of the last year on the
strategic review. This review has found
that Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
should be connected to the existing
substation at Bicker Fen, south west
of Boston, Lincolnshire. National Grid
have now issued us with revised offer
for an underground DC connection to
this location.
Next steps
We will work alongside National Grid
and undertake further technical and
design studies to understand what the
electrical system will comprise. It is likely
to include an electrical substation in the
vicinity of Bicker Fen and cables which
link the wind farm to the substation.
We will also commence environmental
and engineering studies to find the
best potential sites and routes for the
electrical infrastructure.

Contact Us:
Email:
Tritonknoll@npower-renewables.com
Telephone: 01793 474173
Web:
www.npower-renewables.com/tritonknoll

Mablethorpe

Chapel St Leonards
Ingoldmells
Skegness

Boston
Bicker Fen National
Grid substation
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm’s proposed onshore connection location. © British Crown and SeaZone
Solutions Limited. All rights reserved. Data Licence 052003.002

We will consult with statutory bodies
such as the Environment Agency,
Natural England and relevant local
authority departments. Our assessments
will consider environmental factors
such as flood risk, noise and landscape
as well as other factors such as land
ownership and existing land use.
It is anticipated that the findings
of these studies will be available by
early summer.
Once we have evaluated the
different options, we will carry out
consultation with public bodies and
local communities. We will then use
the results of this consultation to
inform our final planning application
for the electrical system (Package 2).
This application will be separate to
that of the offshore wind farm
(Package 1).

Post:
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Npower Renewables Ltd
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
SN5 8ZT

footnotes
Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual electricity
consumption per home of 4700 kWh. This figure is supported
by recent domestic electricity consumption data available
from The Digest of UK Energy Statistics and household
estimates and projections from the UK Statistics Authority.
Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is
derived using wind speeds monitored in the local area
and correlating to a modelled reference node. This enables
a calculation to be made to estimate the average annual
energy production for the site based on 195 turbines each
of rated capacity 6.15 MW. The energy capture predicted
and hence derived homes equivalent or emissions savings
figures may change as further data are gathered.
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If you would like this
newsletter in larger
print, or an alternative
format, please contact
us on: 01793 474173

Keeping you informed

WELCOME
Welcome to our latest newsletter.
We have reached the stage in our work
on Triton Knoll’s electrical system
where we have identified some options
for the locations of the onshore
infrastructure and are ready to present
these options in a consultation.
The consultation will begin on
19th February 2013 and will involve
consultees such as local councils,
landowners, environmental groups
and the general public.

PROJECT BACKGROUND
In 2003, RWE npower renewables, one of
the UK’s leading wind farm developers,
was awarded rights to develop an offshore
wind farm of up to 1,200 megawatts at an
offshore site approximately 33 kilometres
(km) (20.5 miles) off the coast of Lincolnshire.
In 2009, National Grid offered us a grid
connection to connect Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm to the electricity
network in East Lindsey, Lincolnshire.
In 2010, we consulted local communities
and key stakeholders to help identify the
most suitable location for a substation
within this area.
However, in December 2010, before we
had selected a preferred substation
location, National Grid advised that they
were undertaking a review of the grid
connection location. To prevent
unnecessary delays to the development
of the offshore wind farm, we decided
to split the project into two – the offshore
wind farm site and the electrical system
and work on them separately.

Offshore wind farm site
In June and July 2011, we formally
consulted on the offshore wind farm site.
As part of the consultation, we held public
exhibition events along the Lincolnshire,
North Norfolk and East Riding of Yorkshire
coasts which were attended by over
400 members of the public.
As a result of the environmental studies
and the consultation responses,
alterations were made to the wind farm
project. For example, the maximum
number of offshore wind turbines was
reduced from 333 to 288.
In early 2012, we submitted a planning
application for the offshore wind farm site.
This is currently being examined by the
Planning Inspectorate and a decision
on the application is expected to be taken
by the Secretary of State towards the
middle of this year.

We will also be holding public
exhibitions which will give everyone
a chance to find out more about
the electrical system and meet
with members of the Triton Knoll
project team.
The exhibitions will run from
5 March to 11 March 2013.
The consultation will run from
19 February to 5 April 2013.
This newsletter will explain the
various options we will be consulting
on, some key decisions we have been
able to take, where and when public
exhibitions will be held and how to
get further information.
We are very keen to get your views
on our proposals as they will help to
shape the project as it develops and
we very much hope you have the
opportunity to visit our exhibitions.
We hope this newsletter is useful.
We will issue further editions as the
project evolves to ensure we keep
you up to date with the project.

(continued on page 2)
Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager

2013

February

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
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THE ELECTRICAL
PROJECT
BACKGROUND
SYSTEMcontinued
– OUR OPTIONS
Electrical system
In order to connect the offshore wind
farm to the electricity network, electrical
infrastructure will be required both
onshore and offshore. This will include
offshore cables running from the offshore
wind farm to a landing point (the landfall)
on the Lincolnshire coast. Underground
cables would then run from the landfall
to the national grid connection location.
Another piece of infrastructure is also
required along the onshore cable route
which is an intermediate electrical compound.

we have carried out onshore and offshore
environmental and engineering studies.
These initial studies have helped us
to narrow down the site and route
options and we are ready to present
these to people to seek their views and
gather information.

The consultation will enable us to find out
views and information on the short listed
sites and therefore make an informed
decision on a preferred site.
We aim to submit our planning application
for the electrical system in 2014.

The conclusion to National Grid’s review
at the beginning of 2012 was the offer
of a new location to connect to the
national grid at Bicker Fen, south west
of Boston, Lincolnshire.
To find the best potential sites and
routes for the electrical infrastructure,

A photo of North Hoyle Offshore Wind Farm where the turbine height measurement from sea
level to blade tip is 107 metres. The height to the tip of the blades at Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm would be a maximum of 220 metres from sea level.

project update
Following a year of carrying out detailed
studies, we are now able to announce
information on the electrical system.
The Triton Knoll electrical infrastructure
includes:
–	offshore cables running from the
offshore wind farm to a point on the
Lincolnshire coast
–	underground cables running from the
shore to an intermediate electrical
compound in East Lindsey
–	underground cables running from the
intermediate electrical compound to
Bicker Fen near the National Grid
connection location
–	a substation in the vicinity of Bicker Fen
near the National Grid connection
location point
–	a short stretch of underground cables
to connect the new substation to the
existing substation at Bicker Fen.
1) Electrical technology
Technical and commercial studies have
shown that AC (Alternating Current)
underground cables are the most viable

technology to transmit the power from
the wind farm to the national grid, with
less impact on the landscape than AC
overhead lines. The alternative option
of using DC (Direct Current) technology
would have required larger above ground
onshore infrastructure and this was one of
the reasons it was found to be unsuitable.
2) Offshore cable route
The electricity generated by the offshore
turbines will be carried from the offshore
substations by cables to shore.
The offshore cables will be buried in the
seabed. The offshore cable route from
the wind farm to shore is approximately
45 – 55 km long and will comprise up to
eight cables in a corridor which is 1600
metres wide. Please see map on page 3.
As part of the route identification work,
we also investigated the feasibility of
laying the offshore cables from the wind
farm through the Wash and onto the shore
further south towards Boston. We examined
the engineering and environmental

constraints and consulted with Natural
England, the Marine Management
Organisation, Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust,
the local fishing industry and local ports.
We found that, due to environmental,
technical and engineering challenges,
routing offshore cables through the Wash
was not a possible option for the Triton
Knoll project. The full report which includes
feedback from consulted stakeholders can
be found on our website.

project update
SUMMARY:
– AC technology selected
– landfall in the Anderby Creek area
– offshore route selected
–	three shortlisted sites for
intermediate electrical compound
in East Lindsey for consultation
–	four shortlisted sites for a
substation near Bicker Fen for
consultation.
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project update continued

A map to show proposed offshore cable corridor route.
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project update continued
3) Where the power will come ashore
(the landfall)
The cables that travel from the offshore
wind farm will come ashore in the
Anderby Creek area. The key reasons as
to why this area has been chosen are:
–	the site requires a minimum amount
of drilling to bring the cables on land
compared with other possible sites
–	there is good access for the point at
which the cables come ashore for
construction and maintenance
–	the area where the cables come ashore
is the furthest away from properties
and should not have negative affects
on tourism.
The route proposed to bring the power
from the wind farm to shore is shown in
the map at the top of page 3. No specific
site has yet been chosen in this area as we are
carrying out further engineering and

environmental surveys and will also be
consulting with relevant parties.
The offshore cables will come ashore
in special ducts. Once installation is
complete, the only elements at or above
ground would be manhole type covers
for future inspection and a short fence
to protect these from accidental damage.
Following construction, recreational use
of the beach would be able to continue
as before.
4) Intermediate electrical compound
The electricity generated by the turbines
out at sea will be carried by underground
cables to an intermediate electrical
compound. This compound will ensure
the cables carry the electricity in the
most efficient way over a long distance.
A shortlist of three potential sites has

been identified for this compound are
shown on the map below. How the
infrastructure would look has been a
key factor in the site selection process.
The sites have also been assessed for
flood risk, noise and appropriate access
for construction and maintenance
vehicles. The proposed sites were
chosen as they offered the best locations
taking into account all the issues that
were considered.
The electrical compound will have
a footprint of no more than three
hectares (7.5 acres) and the maximum
height of the components within the
compound would be 15 metres (49 feet).
It will include landscaping to ensure it
blends in with the surrounding
countryside as much as possible with
some sites giving good opportunities
for screening.

A map to show the location of the shortlisted options for the intermediate electrical compound. The yellow, brown and red zones indicate the
shortlisted location options for the intermediate electrical infrastructure.
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project update continued
5) Substation
The substation will convert the electricity
into a voltage which would be compatible to
connect to the national electricity network.
The shortlisted proposed substation
sites in the vicinity of the national grid
connection point at Bicker Fen were
selected following detailed environmental

and engineering studies over a wide area.
The sites have also been assessed to see
how they would look within the landscape,
flood risk, noise and access for construction.
The proposed sites selected were chosen
as they offered the best locations taking
into account these factors.
The substation will have a footprint of up

to 20 hectares (49 acres) and a maximum
height of the components within the
compound of up to 15 metres (49 feet).
We will also be able to landscape around
the substation to ensure the building is as
sympathetic as possible to the surrounding
countryside. The four shortlisted potential
sites are shown on the map below.

A map to show the location of the shortlisted options for the substation. The orange, purple blue and green zones indicate the shortlisted
location options for the substation.

6) Onshore cable route
The onshore cable route is the path taken
by the onshore cables carrying the
electricity from the landfall site in the
vicinity of Anderby Creek via the
intermediate electrical compound to the
substation at Bicker Fen. The cable route
will not be known until the sites for each
potential intermediate electrical
compound and the substation have been
decided upon following this consultation.
We are proposing a wide path that the
cables may take, known as the ‘cable
corridor’, of approximately 1 km, for each

shortlisted option. Within the cable
corridor, we will identify an exact cable
route which will be no more than 60
metres wide. Whilst we know the cable
route will be no more than 60 metres
wide, the exact cable route will be decided
upon at a later date following further
detailed engineering and environmental
studies. We are interested to hear from
local people, farmers and landowners who
may have useful information that will
help define the final cable route.
The construction of the cable route
incorporates cable trenches, soil storage

and access roads. The construction area
will be fenced on all sides and will be up
to 60 metres wide. Topsoil will be removed
and stored at the sides of the corridor for
later reinstatement. A temporary access
road will be built along the cable route to
reduce construction traffic on the local
highways, and although some access
on to public roads will be inevitable,
a traffic management plan will be agreed
in advance which will ensure that
disturbance is minimised. The temporary
access road will be removed as part of the
reinstatement of the land once the cables
have been laid.
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THE ELECTRICAL
project
updateSYSTEM
continued – OUR OPTIONS

A map to show the proposed options for the onshore cable route.

Our consultation
Our consultation on the shortlisted
substation and intermediate electrical
compound will begin on the 19th
February and run until the 5th April 2013.
The consultation will provide information
and enable you to have your say on:
–	the possible zones where the
intermediate electrical compound could
be located in the East Lindsey District
Council area
–	the possible zones where the onshore
electricity substation could be located
in the Boston Borough Council area.
Additional public exhibitions will be
carried out near to the landfall location
and the onshore cable corridor. The exact
onshore cable route will be identified

The RWE npower renewables staff meeting members of the public.

after the consultation once the
intermediate electrical compound
and substation sites have been chosen.
The Triton Knoll project will have a
community investment scheme which will

be consulted on later in the year once the
intermediate electrical compound and
substation sites have been chosen.
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How will we consult and who with?
To get views on our plans for the onshore
substations and intermediate electrical
compound, we will use:
Questionnaires – As agreed with Boston
Borough Council and East Lindsey District
Council, we will send questionnaires,
prior to the consultation commencing,
to all addresses with postcodes within
1.5 km around each of the potential
onshore substation locations and the
intermediate electrical compound
locations. We will also send
questionnaires to all addresses within
200 metres of current potential access
routes from the nearest ‘A’ road. An
editable version of the questionnaire
will be available on our website.
We will also provide a summary of
each of the sites within a site report
booklet. These will be available with
the questionnaires on request and can
also be viewed and downloaded on
our website.
Questionnaires will also be sent to:
–	local elected representatives
–	local libraries

–	parish and town councils with
areas near each of the potential
substation locations
–	key groups and organisations identified
by Boston Borough Council and East
Lindsey District Council
–	Boston Borough Council access points
at Boston Municipal Buildings offices
–	East Lindsey District Council access
points at Spilsby, Alford, Skegness,
Mablethorpe and Horncastle area offices.
Anyone can complete a questionnaire
online or request a paper copy by using
the contact details within this newsletter.
People will be able to respond by
returning the completed questionnaire
by freepost or by using the on-line
questionnaire which will be available at:
www.npower-renewables.com/tritonknoll
Public exhibitions – all are welcome to
our public exhibitions which will be held
at the times, dates and locations in the
table below.
Newsletters – this newsletter has been
sent to those people living close to the
proposed electrical infrastructure and

Triton Knoll public exhibition locations and times

Date

Location

Times

Tuesday 5th
March

Swineshead – Swineshead Village Hall,
North End, Boston PE20 3NA

3pm to 7pm

Wednesday 6th
March

Bicker Fen – Bicker Fen Village Hall,
Cemetery Road, Bicker, Boston
PE20 3BT

3pm to 7pm

Thursday 7th
March

Anderby Creek – Anderby Village Hall,
Sea Road, Anderby, Skegness PE24 5YE

3pm to 7pm

Saturday 9th
March

Stickney – Stickney Community Hall, Hall
3pm to 7pm
Lane, Stickney, Boston PE22 8BA

Sunday 10th
March

The Royal Hotel, South Parade,
Skegness, Lincolnshire PE25 3EH

3pm to 7pm

Monday 11th
March

The Royal Hotel, South Parade,
Skegness, Lincolnshire PE25 3EH

12pm - 6pm

to other organisations and individuals
identified as interested parties.
More newsletters will also be placed
in key public outlets to reach the
wider community.
Engagement with elected
representatives and parishes – we will
keep regionally and locally elected
politicians informed of our proposals.
We will also offer copies of documents
to parish clerks so they can decide on the
best locations to provide information to
their community.
Details about the consultation will also
be made available on the Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm web pages and
through press releases issued to the
local media.
How to respond to the consultation
We are keen for as many people as
possible to respond, in writing, to our
consultation. You can respond by filling
in a questionnaire which you can find:
–	on our website – www.npowerrenewables.com/tritonknoll
–	at our exhibitions
–	by requesting a form via email or by
post or on the telephone – see contact
details on the back page
–	Boston Borough Council access points
at Boston Municipal Buildings offices
–	East Lindsey District Council access
points at Spilsby, Alford, Skegness,
Mablethorpe and Horncastle area offices
–	local libraries.
Consultation responses must be
received by 5pm on 5th April
Any responses made must include
contact information including a name
and an address to which any
correspondence relating to the
consultation can be sent.
Your comments may be made public in
a consultation report. The report will
record comments received and explain
how the views of consultees have been
considered in developing the final
application. This report could become
part of our planning application.
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Working with the community
Major wind farm developments such as
Triton Knoll bring many benefits to the
local communities that host them.

We want to support the engineers and
developers of tomorrow to flourish
within this growing industry.

These include employment opportunities
via the supply chain, a boost for some
local businesses such as hotels, B&Bs
and shops and the funding of specific
projects through a community
investment scheme.

Because of this, this year we launched six
apprenticeships positions. Each full time
apprenticeship starts with two years in
college followed by a year working on
site at our offshore and onshore wind
farm projects. We are committed to
taking additional trainees each year.

Jobs and supply chain
The building of offshore wind farms,
such as Triton Knoll, have the potential
to generate employment opportunities in
areas such as construction, operation and
maintenance through to positive effects
on the supply chain. When awarding
contracts, we follow current legislation
and go through a competitive tender
process for each part of the works. However,
it is normal to expect local suppliers and
contractors with appropriate skills to be
well placed to win some of the contracts.
Should the Triton Knoll application be
approved it is anticipated that up to 500
UK based jobs would be created during
the construction phase and 325 UK
based jobs would be created during
the operational life of the wind farm.
Community investment
We have over 15 years experience of delivering
community investment in association
with our renewable energy projects.
Our community investment programmes
are designed around the community.
Once we know the exact locations of
the substation, intermediate electrical
compound and cable route, we will

A new Changing Hall at Farr village, Inverness,
is just one of several community projects
supported by our benefits programme.

hold a consultation with those living
in those areas to identify all viable
community involvement and investment
options which could help support local
communities. We will then work with
communities to tailor a community
investment package to meet their needs.
Case study
Shore Thing is a community-based
project group in Colwyn Bay, set up to
improve the local area by taking ideas
from local people. One of its projects
is to raise the money it needs to begin
restoration work on Colwyn Bay pier.
Initially, Colwyn Bay Town Council gave
£5,000 to support project planning.
As part of their community investment
fund for Rhyl Flats Offshore Wind Farm
RWE npower renewables provided £30,000
to help develop their application for £4.8
million from the Heritage Lottery Fund.
Education
We recognise that we have a
responsibility to work with the next
generation in order to foster new talent
and encourage young people towards
career paths in energy and renewables.

Further information
For more background into the project and
to view our frequently asked questions

please visit our website at
www.npower-renewables/tritonknoll.

Contact Us:
Email:
Tritonknoll@npower-renewables.com

Post:
FREE POST - RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE npower renewables
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
SN5 8ZT

Telephone: 01793 474244
Web:
www.npower-renewables.com/tritonknoll

We run STEM (Science, Technology,
Engineering and Maths) events at local
schools to allow students to find out how an
interest in science, technology, engineering
and maths can be applied to the renewable
sector. They are an opportunity for teenagers
who are making decisions about their
future career choices to find out how an
interest in science, technology, engineering
and maths related subjects can be applied
to resolve real life situations and tasks.
The skills day is designed to enhance the
students’ understanding of engineering
with the teams being judged on
aesthetics, cost, performance, stability
and team-working.
We also offer free educational materials
which aim to support young people to
learn and teachers to deliver the
curriculum in the areas of renewable
energy and climate change. The materials
which include fact sheets and teachers
activity packs can be downloaded from
our website www.npower-renewables.
com/educationresources

If you would like this
newsletter in larger
print or in another
format, please contact
us on: 01793 474244
This booklet is printed on paper which is made from
FSC certified pulp.

Keeping you informed

This image is not intended to represent the appearance of the proposed Triton Knoll Wind Farm

WELCOME
Welcome to our latest newsletter for the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm following
our recent consultation on Triton Knoll’s electrical system which ended in April.
I would like to express my personal thanks to everybody who took the time to
come to one of our public exhibitions or took part in our consultation.
You provided valuable information and shared useful local knowledge with
us which has helped in our final choice of preferred locations for the onshore
substation and intermediate electrical compound. This newsletter describes
why the Blue Zone for the substation and the Brown Zone for the intermediate
electrical compound were found to be the most appropriate locations, and
explains how participants in the consultation have influenced the decision.
It will also answer some of the questions that were commonly asked during
our consultation and outline the next steps we will be taking.
As always, if you have any queries or questions, please contact the Triton Knoll
team and we will be happy to help.

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager

TRITON KNOLL
KEY STATISTICS
Number of wind turbines:
>	It is too early to say how many wind
turbines will be installed if the wind
farm is given planning consent.
The number will depend on the
size of turbine used but would be
up to a maximum of 288 turbines.
Installed capacity of the project:
>	Up to 1,200 megawatts (MW).
Maximum height of turbines:
>	We have applied for consent for
turbines with a maximum height of
220 metres to the top tip of the blade.
Number of average homes supplied:
>	T he maximum annual electricity
expected to be generated from the
wind farm site is equivalent to the
approximate domestic needs of up
to 850,000 average UK households.1
Employment benefits:
>	It is estimated that Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm could
create up to 500 UK jobs during
construction and up to 325 UK
jobs during operation.
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
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THE ELECTRICAL SYSTEM – OUR OPTIONS
PROJECT BACKGROUND
You may be aware that we have split the Triton Knoll project
into two packages during the planning application stage:
1) the offshore wind farm
2) the electrical system.
In 2011 we formally consulted on the offshore wind farm site.
Following the consultation, we amended our designs and,
in early 2012, we submitted a planning application for the
offshore wind farm. This has been examined by the Planning
Inspectorate and a decision on the application is expected
to be taken by the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate
Change this summer.
Our most recent consultation concentrated on the electrical
system for Triton Knoll. The electrical system is needed to
transfer the home-grown renewable energy that will be
generated by the wind farm, to the national grid and to
homes and businesses throughout the country. Electrical

North Hoyle Wind Farm

infrastructure will be required both onshore and offshore.
This would include offshore cables running from the wind
farm to a landing point (the landfall) on the Lincolnshire
coast. Underground cables would then run from the landfall
to a substation in the vicinity of the national grid connection
location at Bicker Fen. An intermediate electrical compound
would also be needed along the onshore cable route.

OUR 2013 CONSULTATION
Earlier this year we consulted with local communities
(including residents, businesses and public organisations)
on the electrical system alternatives for Triton Knoll.
This was an opportunity for local people to put forward
local knowledge and have a say on our initial plans. The
relevant information we have received has helped us to
select the locations for the electrical infrastructure.
> we held seven public exhibitions in Lincolnshire
>w
 e met with almost 900 local residents and businesses
to discuss our proposals
>	we made our consultation documents widely available

and easy to access via our website and at local access
points such as libraries and council offices
 e sent our consultation documents directly to over
>w
8,000 addresses
>o
 ur consultation approach was in agreement with Boston
Borough Council, North Kesteven, South Holland and
East Lindsey District Councils, and was set out in our
Consultation Statement.
More information about our consultation, including our
Consultation Statement can be found on our website at
www.npower-renewables.com/tritonknoll.

HOW WE SELECTED THE LOCATIONS
Since the decision to connect into the Bicker Fen substation
was agreed with National Grid in 2011, we have been carrying
out onshore and offshore environmental and engineering
studies to find the best potential sites and routes for the
electrical infrastructure. These initial studies helped us to
narrow down the site and route options to the seven sites we
consulted on. Valuable information and feedback from our
consultation has helped us identify the most suitable locations
for the intermediate electrical compound and substation.
The appropriateness on each location was judged on the
following factors:

> Environmental considerations
	Ecology and nature conservation, archaeology and historic
environment, flood risk and drainage, traffic and site access,
land use, visual impact and operational noise impact
> Results from our consultation
	Your local knowledge, feedback and information that you
shared and the issues that you felt were most important
for us to consider
> Other considerations such as engineering and economics
	Potential constructability challenges, access roads and
related mitigation measures and cable route length.
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THE ONSHORE SUBSTATION
The ‘Blue Zone’ has been selected as our preferred location
for Triton Knoll’s onshore substation. It is located to the
north west of Bicker and west of Swineshead, adjacent to
the South Forty Foot Drain and less than half a mile from
the National Grid connection point at Bicker Fen.

We believe this is the appropriate zone as:
>	of all the proposed substation zones, the Blue Zone is the
furthest away from properties with the closest property
being 550m from the zone boundary
> if located in the Blue Zone the substation would be visually
close to similar existing infrastructure, providing a visual
setting from most directions
> in the Blue Zone the substation can be screened effectively
from the isolated properties and public footpaths
> t he Blue Zone is relatively close to the connection point
>a
 new dedicated haul road to access the Blue Zone would
minimise impact on residences and local roads. Traffic
enforcement would ensure all construction traffic would
use this road
>B
 oston Borough Council has reviewed our site evaluation
methodology and has indicated that if a zone was to be
selected, the Blue Zone is the most appropriate for a formal
application, provided a new access road was included in
the application.

How we have listened to you:
Access and traffic
During our consultation, we found that access and traffic
were key concerns as these issues were mentioned in 50%

of the responses for all substation zones. From the local
knowledge we gathered, we learnt that certain local roads
we had proposed for access were physically unsuitable in
their current state.
One of the most important findings in relation to the Blue
and Green Zones and raised by a number of residents, were
comments originating from previous experience that
construction traffic travelling via Bicker and Cowbridge Lane
would be unacceptable. We have taken this into consideration
and instead are committing to constructing dedicated new
access road to avoid this disruption. By mitigating the access
disturbance on all zones, the Blue zone became a better option
due to its isolation and closeness to existing infrastructure.
The location of the new road has not yet been decided but
would be from a direct junction off one of the A roads and would
avoid any residences and local roads. We would consult with
the local planning authorities, Lincolnshire Highway Authority
and landowners to ensure the new road is appropriate.
A traffic management plan would also be put into place.
What the substation would look like
Councils and residents told us that the potential visual impact
was a key concern, being mentioned in nearly 40% of
responses. It is generally preferred to locate new infrastructure
where similar buildings already exist in order to reduce any
visual impact. The Blue and Green Zones were closest to
the existing wind farm, substation and pylons meaning
visually, the infrastructure would be more clustered together.

Map of selected location for the proposed onshore substation. Reproduced from Ordnance Survey digital map data © Crown copyright, All rights reserved.
2012. Licence number 0100031673.
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THE ONSHORE SUBSTATION continued
In addition, the Blue Zone was further away from houses, which
will increase the effectiveness of screening from these properties.
Screening
We will ensure that screening is used to minimise the visual
impact of the substation. This would be done by developing
and agreeing a landscaping strategy in conjunction with
the local authority and feedback from the community.
This strategy would help ensure that the infrastructure is
screened in the most effective way, and may also provide
an opportunity to create habitats for local wildlife.
We would propose both long term and short term strategies
by using a mix of plant ages. In the short term, some
screening could be provided immediately from planting older
plants and faster growing species. We could also plant slower
growing species such as hedgerows and trees to provide
effective long-term screening.
Flooding
We are aware that the Blue Zone is located in a flood risk area
and we will have to mitigate against this risk. We understand
this is also an important issue for local residents, as 25% of
consultation responses in relation to the Blue Zone expressed

a concern that the development itself might increase the risk of
flooding to the surrounding area. We will continue to work with
the local Drainage Board and the Environment Agency to ensure
that the proposed design in our application would allay any
additional risk of flooding to the site and to the local area.
Agricultural land
Almost 30% of the consultation responses we received in
relation to the location of the substation were concerned
with the loss of agricultural land. The studies we have
undertaken have shown that all of the proposed sites were
of high agricultural value and the consultation has shown
that this was of importance to you. Unfortunately no
brownfield sites (previously developed sites) or land of Grade
3 or below are available in the area. Our site evaluation took
into account the relatively small difference in land
classification: both the Orange and Purple Zones contained
Grade 1 agricultural land whereas the Blue and Green Zones
were entirely Grade 2. We will continue to work on the design
of the substation within the Blue Zone in conjunction with
the local authorities to consider land-take alongside other
design factors such as: height of equipment, land needed
for visual screening, noise mitigation and engineering
design requirements.

Photomontage of the Blue Zone from Timms Drove, 1.2km from the Blue Zone boundary. This is an indicative view of what the substation could look like.

THE INTERMEDIATE ELECTRICAL COMPOUND
The ‘Brown Zone’ has been chosen as our preferred
location for the onshore electrical compound. This zone
is located approximately south west of Skegness and
adjacent to the Wainfleet Road Industrial Estate.

We believe this is the appropriate zone as:
> t he Brown Zone has good access via the A52 and would
not require the use of local roads
>w
 e envisage that there would be no adverse effects to
designated built heritage features

> despite having a longer cable route than the other zones,
the Brown Zone gives the opportunity to place the
infrastructure next to an industrial estate, which would
visually keep development together and avoid
proliferation of infrastructure in the countryside.
> East Lindsey District Council has reviewed our site
evaluation methodology and recommended that if
a compound had to be selected, the Brown Zone is
the best option that has been put forward.
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THE ELECTRICAL SYSTEM – OUR OPTIONS
THE INTERMEDIATE ELECTRICAL COMPOUND continued

Map of selected location for the proposed onshore substation. Reproduced from Ordnance Survey digital map data © Crown copyright, All rights reserved.
2012. Licence number 0100031673.

How we have listened to you:
Access and traffic
Access and traffic were commonly raised during our
consultation. The volume of traffic, especially in the
summer season, was a key concern. The Brown Zone
has a better access than the other proposed zones as no
local road would need to be used. However, through the
consultation we now understand that being the main access
route to Skegness, the A52 can become heavily congested
at some critical times such as during the summer months.
We will therefore ensure that this is taken into consideration
in our traffic management plan.
Local Wildlife
Feedback from our consultation revealed that nature
conservation and wildlife was important to a third of
respondents. We learned that a larger area of the Yellow
Zone than was shown in our data is in an area important
for birds. The Brown Zone is approximately 2km away
from Gibraltar Point and Natural England is satisfied that
a development in the Brown Zone would not have any
direct effect on this site. We would undertake surveys

for protected species and would continue to consult with
Natural England, the Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust and other
organisations to ensure our infrastructure would have
minimal impact on ecology.
What the Intermediate Electrical Company will look like
The consultation revealed that there were concerns about
the visual impact of the intermediate electrical compound
in the rural settings of the proposed Red and Yellow Zones,
confirmed by the formal advice received from the local
authority. We believe that locating the intermediate
compound in the Brown Zone would have less potential
visual impact due to the industrial setting provided by
existing development.
Preferential siting within the Brown Zone
The local planning authority has advised that we should
locate the intermediate compound close to the existing
commercial development in order to reduce the visual
impact. This part of the Brown Zone is already designated
for development (business park and site for industry)
by East Lindsey District Council.

Photomontage of the Brown Zone from Hassall Road Industrial Estate, on the edge of the Brown Zone boundary. This is an indicative view of what the
intermediate electrical compound could look like.
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THE INTERMEDIATE ELECTRICAL COMPOUND continued
Operational noise
A number of local residents who responded mentioned
that they were concerned by the potential impact of
operational noise from the substation. Noise from the
electrical equipment at the Brown Zone can be mitigated
and we will continue to work with the local planning
authority to ensure we meet stringent noise guidelines.

Cost considerations
By locating the intermediate electrical compound in the
Brown Zone, a longer underground cable would be needed
than if we went to any of the other proposed zones we
consulted on. We feel that the additional cost for the longer
cable route is appropriate given the consultation responses
we have received.

Cable route and landfall
Cable route
Thanks to your feedback, we have been able to select the
zones for the intermediate electrical compound and the
electrical substation. By participating in the process, you
have influenced the decision. We are now able to identify
a 60m wide cable route from the landfall to the connection
point in Bicker Fen, via the Brown Zone and the Blue Zone.
The cable route has been refined from the 1km wide corridor
presented during the consultation. We will shortly be approaching
landowners along the route who will receive an information
pack and a questionnaire regarding the land where we
would like to install our cables. The information collected
from landowners will help refine further the cable route.
LANDFALL
Following further engineering studies at the two landfall
options south and north of Anderby Creek, we are pleased

to announce that we have selected the area north of
Anderby Creek. This area will allow a shorter connection
under the dune for the offshore cable. The South of
Anderby has a proposed wetland area developed for birds
by the Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust between Roman Bank and
the beach. This would require drilling over a long distance
which has substantial engineering challenges. There is also
a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) in the South of
Anderby Creek. Despite being within the proposed
Lincolnshire Country Park, the north of Anderby Creek
presents less impact and less engineering risk than the
South of Anderby. The exact location and installation
methodology is still to be determined and we will consult
with the relevant organisations, including the Environment
Agency, the local authority and Lincolnshire County Council
to ensure the potential impacts are minimised.

Map of Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical Works. Reproduced from Ordnance Survey digital map data © Crown copyright, All rights reserved. 2012.
Licence number 0100031673.
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YOUR QUESTIONS ANSWERED
A number of questions were asked during our consultation.
Below we have shared the questions most commonly asked
and our responses.
What the Intermediate Electrical Compound will look like?
The substation would be a maximum of 20 hectares (49
acres) in size and the intermediate electrical compound will
be up to three hectares (7.4 acres) in size. Now we have
chosen our preferred location, we will commission specialist
companies to look at the specific design and arrangement
of the substation.
How noisy will the electrical infrastructure be during the
construction and once it is operating?
Any noise produced by the electrical infrastructure would
comply with planning guidance. We would use noise
barriers within the compound area to ensure there are no
significant impacts. We are already in discussions with
Boston Borough Council and East Lindsey District Council
and will work to agreed limits.
Will local contractors be used for construction work?
When awarding contracts, we follow current legislation
and go through a competitive tender process for each
part of the works. Local companies are often well placed
to win these tenders. For example, at our North Wales
Gwynt y Môr offshore wind farm, a £15 million contract was
awarded to local firm Prysmian Cables and Systems Limited
to supply and install all onshore underground cabling. This
contract secured continuity of employment for the 350
North Wales based employees. In addition 90 employees
were contracted locally as part of the cable installation
process. Additionally there was a multi-million pound
contract to Ruthin based Jones Bros for preparatory
groundworks for the building of the onshore substation
for Gwynt y Môr offshore wind farm. This contract secured
work for 40 local people.
Local businesses are also gaining from spin-off economic
benefits. For example, hotels in Llandudno, a cleaning
company in Prestatyn, a catering company in St Asaph and
an ecology consultant in Ruthin have all received contracts
and business as a direct result of the Gwynt y Môr wind farm.
How will the local community benefit?
We propose to offer a community investment fund in
association with the substation and intermediate electrical
compound. As we know that all communities are different,
we will listen to the community and work with them to
ensure we develop a bespoke funding package that will
really meet their needs.

We will hold a consultation with those living in the areas close
to the preferred locations to identify all viable community
involvement and investment options which could help support
local communities. In conjunction with the community we will
then tailor a community investment package especially for them.
When will key decisions in the project’s life be taken?
The offshore application is being examined by the Planning
Inspectorate and the Secretary of State. We expect a
decision in July 2013.
No activity has started offshore yet. Our next step is to
survey the seabed in order to determine the exact locations
on which to site the turbines and the offshore substations.
We are also currently carrying out engineering and design
studies to evaluate the best design for the wind farm.
We would not install the wind turbines offshore before
the electrical system has secured all necessary consents.
The timeline of the project is below:

Summer
2013

Locations of the onshore electrical
infrastructure announced

July 2013

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
planning consent decision

Late 2013/
early 2014

Second stage of consultation for the
onshore electrical system

2014

Submission of planning application
for the onshore electrical system

How will you cross rivers and roads?
Large obstacles such as watercourses, major roads, railways
and sea defences may require a drilling technique called
horizontal directional drilling. This is carried out by creating
temporary compounds on either side of the obstacle drilling
a small borehole underneath the obstacle. Plastic ducts are
installed in the borehole allowing cables to be pulled
through. Once completed, the compounds are removed and
the land is restored. This avoids open-cut techniques and
allows cables to be buried deep under obstacles over short
distances with minimum disruption and maintenance.
We are consulting stakeholders such as the Environment
Agency, the Internal Drainage Boards and the Highways
Authority on this.
Would you need pylons to connect from the new substation
to the existing substation?
No. We intend to connect using underground cables.
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YOUR QUESTIONS ANSWERED continued
How will local communities know what is happening when
construction starts?
We will keep local communities informed of our construction
programme to give advance notification of key works.
Local residents in the vicinity of construction works or traffic
routes will receive prior notification of works that may affect
them and will be kept informed by letters. We will also be
contacting landowners directly whose land is affected
directly by the proposed cable route.
Gwynt y Môr substation

NEXT STEPS
Now we have selected the sites, we will undertake the
environmental impact assessments. We will refine the design
of the substation and the intermediate electrical compound
and find the exact location within each selected zone. We
will also be making contact with landowners to seek voluntary
agreement with them to allow us to commence construction
once all of the permissions have been put in place.

We will continue to consult with the relevant local
authorities, statutory bodies and other organisations.
Once we have refined our proposal, and before we submit
any planning applications we will do further public
consultation to get your input in the design of the scheme.

The Cairnsphairn Community Garden received a contribution from the Windy
Standard Wind Farm Fund

Environmental works

Further information
For more background into the project
and to view our frequently asked
questions please visit our website at
www.npower-renewables/tritonknoll
or, scan here with
your smart phone’s
QR reader:

Contact Us:
Email:
Tritonknoll@npower-renewables.com
Telephone: 01793 474100
Web:
www.npower-renewables.com/tritonknoll

footnotes
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Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual
electricity consumption per home of 4700 kWh. This
figure is supported by recent domestic electricity
consumption data available from The Digest of UK
Energy Statistics and household estimates and
projections from the UK Statistics Authority.

1

Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is
derived using wind speeds monitored in the local area
and correlating to a modelled reference node. This
enables a calculation to be made to estimate the
average annual energy production for the site based on
195 turbines each of rated capacity 6.15 MW. The energy
capture predicted and hence derived homes equivalent
or emissions savings figures may change as further data
are gathered.

This booklet is printed on paper which is made from
FSC certified pulp.

TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM
Latest Update
Following recent offshore site investigations and a recent project review, RWE npower renewables are announcing a
revision to the plans for the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm project.
Work on the site design and the identification of new site constraints at the proposed location of the offshore wind
farm has resulted in the project team deciding to progress the development with a reduced capacity. The new
capacity will range between 600 and 900 megawatts, rather than the maximum of 1,200 megawatts, and could
ensure enough energy to power the equivalent domestic needs of between 550,000 and 800,000 average UK
1
households.
The project team have been working hard to optimise the project to ensure the efficiency of the site is maximised
whilst the average cost of the energy is minimised.
More detailed design work on the onshore infrastructure has also taken place as part of the project review. This has
resulted in significant reductions to the required onshore footprint of Triton Knoll. The new design reduces the
footprint for the onshore substation by more than 50% and by 40% for the intermediate electrical compound .

Project changes:
Installed capacity
Average number of homes supplied
Offshore wind farm site area
Maximum size of the onshore substation
Maximum size of the electrical compound

Previous Parameters
Up to 1,200MW
850,000
2
135 km
20 hectares
49.4 acres
2
28 football pitches
3 hectares
7.25 acres
2
Just over 4 football pitches

Updated Parameters
Between 600-900MW
Between 550,000 and 800,000
2
119.5 km
8.6 hectares
21.3 Acres
2
12 football pitches
1.8 hectares
4.4 acres
2
2.5 football pitches

Work is still progressing on developing the electrical infrastructure and RWE npower renewables will continue to
undertake rigorous review and optimisation of the project as it progresses.
Before any planning application is submitted, local communities will have further opportunity to have their say during
consultation which is anticipated to take place during 2014.
Triton Knoll could represent billions of pounds of investment in clean green energy infrastructure. It is anticipated that a
substantial proportion of all the contracts associated with the construction of Triton Knoll would be awarded to UK
companies. RWE is currently constructing a 576MW wind farm off the coast of North Wales called Gwynt y Môr. A
recent study has concluded that this project has supported an average of 2100 jobs during the 2 year construction
3
period . We could expect to see similar outcome, relative to the size and scale of Triton Knoll, during the projects
construction phase. Over 90% of construction contracts let for Gwynt y Môr have been won by UK based companies
(517 out of 561).
Although Triton Knoll is still in the development phase, over £18 million has already been invested in the UK as a result
of this project with £1.75 million spent in the East Coast of England.
If you would like more information or to be removed from this mailing list, please email us at:
tritonknoll@npower-renewables.com
1. Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is derived using long term wind speeds calculated by meteorological models seeded with historical weather data obtained from
satellite, surface-based and airborne measurement systems. This enables a calculation to be made to estimate the average annual energy production for the site ranging from 100
to 150 turbines, each with a rated capacity of 6 MW. The energy capture predicted and hence derived homes equivalent or emissions savings figures may change as further data
are gathered.
Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual electricity consumption per home of 4500 kWh. This figure is supported by recent domestic electricity consumption data
available from The Digest of UK Energy Statistics and household estimates and projections from the UK Statistics Authority.
2. “ Based on an average sized football pitch of 115 x 75 yards, or 1.782 acres per pitch.”
3. “Job creation figure taken from ‘Gwynt y Môr Supply Chain Impacts Study’ A report by Regeneris Consulting (2013).”

Project update – Keeping you informed

This image is not intended to represent the appearance of the proposed Triton Knoll Wind Farm.

WELCOME
Welcome to our latest newsletter for the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm. This
newsletter describes some recent changes that we have made to the project.
As you may know, RWE Innogy UK received Development Consent Order for the
offshore array of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm from the Secretary of State
for Energy and Climate Change in July 2013. On 31st January 2014, we changed
our name from RWE npower renewables to RWE Innogy UK. This clarifies our
position as the UK subsidiary of RWE Innogy, which pools the renewable energy
expertise of the RWE Group across Europe.
We are currently developing the electrical system to transfer the renewable
home-grown energy from the offshore wind farm to the National Grid. I hope that
the content inside this newsletter will give you an understanding of where we are
at the moment and why we have made the changes we have.

TRITON KNOLL
KEY INFORMATION
The Triton Knoll project has been
developed in two packages:
1.	The Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
(the offshore array) – this includes the
offshore wind turbines and offshore
substations. This was granted consent
by the Secretary of State in July 2013.
2.	The Triton Knoll Electrical System –
this includes the offshore and onshore
cables, intermediate compound and
onshore substation required to
transmit the electricity produced by
the wind farm to the National Grid.
This is currently in development and
the subject of this newsletter.

As always, if you have any queries or questions, please contact the Triton Knoll
team and we will be happy to help.

UPDATES IN BRIEF

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager

>	Project review leads to reduced
footprint for the onshore
infrastructure
>	Triton Knoll Electrical System will now
be examined by the Planning
Inspectorate
>	Change of location of zone selected
for the Intermediate Electrical
Compound in response to local plans

Contact the team. Email: tritonknoll@rwe.com

February

TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM

2014

RWE Innogy UK
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PROJECT REVIEW
RWE Innogy UK has revised plans for the proposed Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm project following a project review
and recent offshore site investigations.
Work on the offshore site design and identification of new
seabed constraints means that we have decided to progress
the development with a reduced maximum capacity of 900
megawatts, rather than the maximum of 1200 megawatts
previously communicated.
North Hoyle Wind Farm, this is not intended to represent the appearance
of the proposed Triton Knoll Wind Farm.

WHAT DOES THIS MEAN?
The new capacity would ensure enough energy to power
the equivalent domestic needs of up to 800,000 average
UK households.1
The area of the offshore site would not change, but
the revised site design would ensure the efficiency and
utilisation of the offshore site is maximised. In addition
to the reduction of the project’s capacity, more detailed
design work on the onshore infrastructure has also taken
place as part of the project review.

This has resulted in significant reductions to the required
onshore footprint of Triton Knoll. A maximum of 8.6 hectares
(approx. 21.3 acres) would now be needed for the onshore
substation rather than 20 hectares. Also up to 1.8 hectares
(approx. 4.4 acres) would be needed for the intermediate
electrical compound rather than 3 hectares.
RWE Innogy UK will continue to undertake rigorous review
and optimisation of the project as it progresses.

Project Changes

Previous

Updated

Installed capacity

Up to 1,200MW

Up to 900MW

Estimated average number of
equivalent homes supplied1

850,000

Up to 800,000

Maximum size of the onshore
substation

20 hectares
49.4 acres

8.6 hectares
21.3 Acres

Maximum size of the electrical
compound

3 hectares
7.25 acres

1.8 hectares
4.4 acres

PLANNING APPLICATION
The Triton Knoll Electrical System Planning Application
will be examined by the Planning Inspectorate.
The Triton Knoll Electrical System will be considered for
development consent under the planning Act 2008. The
application will be examined by the National Infrastructure
Directorate within the Planning Inspectorate and determined
by the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change.

Since splitting the project into two packages, RWE Innogy UK
has been progressing the electrical system package. The
intention was to submit applications to the relevant Local
Authorities but considering the complexity of the project
and timescales to deliver, it was decided to reconsider this
approach. Following further consultation, we will now submit
an application to the Planning Inspectorate for the Triton
Knoll Electrical System next year.
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THE INTERMEDIATE ELECTRICAL COMPOUND
(LOCATION CHANGE TO RED ZONE)
In 2013, RWE Innogy UK carried out consultation to
determine the zones for the required Intermediate
Compound and the onshore Substation.
Three zones were shortlisted as possible sites for the
Intermediate Compound. RWE Innogy UK undertook a full
evaluation of these three sites, which took into consideration
assessments from our experts and all the consultation
responses we received. The evaluation showed the Red Zone
as the preferred site (near Skegness Stadium between Orby
and Addlethorpe). However, East Lindsey District Council
advised that their preference was the land adjacent to the
Wainfleet Road Industrial Estate known as the Brown Zone.

LEGEND
Original Red Zone boundary used for consultation
Original Brown Zone boundary used for consultation

Location of Brown Zone and Red Zone for the Intermediate Compound.

This advice swayed the results of our evaluation and therefore
the Brown Zone was selected and announced in June 2013.
Following this selection however, a planning application for
a leisure development on the south-western portion of the
Brown Zone was submitted to East Lindsey District Council
and subsequently consented. More recently, an economic
regeneration initiative known as the Vision for Skegness was
announced, which may include retail and leisure facilities,
supermarkets, hotels and a major bypass. This development,
which was partly located on the Brown Zone, with the
proposed bypass being directly on our cable route, began
to receive widespread support, including from Lincolnshire
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County Council. East Lindsey District Council Planning
Officers also indicated that the Council would now object to
the siting of the Intermediate Compound on the Brown Zone.
RWE Innogy UK is keen to work together with local communities
to support local economic regeneration. Therefore, following
the announcements, we went back to review the shortlisted
zones and re-assess them.

We assessed the compatibility of the intermediate electrical
compound in the Brown Zone with plans for Vision for
Skegness and concluded that it would be highly complex
to co-locate with these developments.
These results, along with East Lindsey District Council’s
revised consultation response, changed the scoring of our
evaluation back to our original conclusion of the Red Zone
being the preferred site. This zone is located approximately
6km to the north west of Skegness and 4.5km west of the
North Sea coastline.

LEGEND
Intermediate electrical compound
Access road
Temporary working area
Revised search area for intermediate compound site
Original Red Zone boundary used for consultation
Cable easement

Red Zone and the selected site south of the Red Zone now available due to a reduced footprint, keeping development together.
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THE INTERMEDIATE ELECTRICAL COMPOUND
(LOCATION CHANGE TO RED ZONE) CONTINUED
Following the reduction of the footprint of the required
equipment at the Intermediate Electrical Compound,
and listening to comments from our consultation,
we have selected a site that is between the existing
infrastructure as shown in the map on page 4.

Further information on this decision can be found on our
website: www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

How the Intermediate Electrical Compound could look. This picture is indicative and for illustrative purposes only.

THE SUBSTATION
Following overwhelming responses from the consultation
regarding access to the selected Substation site known as
the Blue Zone, we have selected a route for a new dedicated
access road that would avoid any properties or local roads.
The land located to the north west of Bicker and west of
Swineshead, adjacent to the South Forty Foot Drain and
less than half a mile from the National Grid connection point
at Bicker Fen, known as the Blue Zone was selected as the
preferred Substation site. In response to the consultation
responses received in 2013 regarding construction traffic
to this zone, we said we would build a dedicated access
road to the substation from the A-road to avoid using local
roads and passing local residencies.
The map on page 6 shows the proposed dedicated road
to access the Substation, which will minimise disruption to
the village of Bicker and the residents on Cowbridge Lane.
The route follows field boundaries to minimise disruption
of farming activities and, as far as possible, the cables would

follow the same route as the access road in order to minimise
land take. A temporary road would be built first to allow for
construction of the Substation to start whilst the permanent
road is getting built. The temporary road would be removed
once construction of the Substation is complete.
As with the Intermediate Compound, we have looked at a
more specific location for the Substation considering the
reduced footprint. This location is now approximately 3.5km
(2.2 miles) from the village of Bicker and 4.1km (2.5 miles)
from the village of Swineshead. The map on page 6 shows
the proposed location which was selected under the
following criteria:
>	siting as far away from residencies as possible, with the
closest one being approximately 900m (0.5 mile) from
the Substation
>	giving enough space for around 50m of screening thickness
around the site
>	no need of removal or diversion of major drains.
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THE SUBSTATION CONTINUED
LEGEND
Substation
Temporary working areas
Access road
Cable easement
Revised search area for substation
Bicker Fen grid connection

The proposed blue zone and access road.

How the Substation could look. This picture is indicative and for illustrative purposes only.
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THE CABLE ROUTE – HAVE YOUR SAY
Consultation on cable route alignment –
3 February until 16 March
Following the change of the Intermediate Compound
location, we have also looked at a new cable route linking
the connection point at Bicker Fen, the Substation location
at the Blue Zone, the intermediate electrical compound at
the Red Zone and the landfall just north of Anderby Creek.
We are now able to propose a cable route that takes into
account factors such as engineering feasibility, drainage
systems, impacts on ecology and protected species,
archaeology and the location of other utilities. We now
want to gather further information from landowners and
local people who may have knowledge
of the area that could help to refine the cable route.

We are contacting relevant landowners directly to consult
on the cable route alignment on their land. We also invite
everyone to participate in this consultation and give their
feedback on the proposed cable route. You can have a
closer look at the cable route on maps available on our
website www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or on request
via the contact details on page 8.
The objective of the consultation is to give landowners
and residents the opportunity to influence the routing
of the underground cables for the Triton Knoll Wind Farm
Electrical System. Interested individuals can provide
feedback in a short questionnaire regarding the location
of the proposed route and any information that could
influence the cable routing. Find out more and have your say:
www.rweinnogy.com/ Tritonknoll

LEGEND
0

5

10 km

Cable easement
Revised search area for
intermediate compound site
Revised search area for substation

Map of the proposed cable route for consultation.
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KEY MILESTONES
Date

Milestone

How you can get involved

Winter/Spring 2014

Consultation on the onshore cable
route location and alignment

Direct consultation with relevant landowners
along the cable route. Local residents can get
involved – all consultation documents will be
available on our website and open to
everybody to participate.

Autumn 2014

Formal Consultation on the whole
Triton Knoll Electrical System

Consultation with local residents,
communities, statutory bodies and other
organisations on the offshore & onshore
cables , the landfall, the intermediate
compound and the onshore substation.

Winter/Spring 2015

Planning application submitted to the
Planning Inspectorate (PINS)

Your opportunity to register as an
‘Interested Party’ directly with PINS.

Spring – Winter 2015

PINS Examination

Interested parties are invited to take part
in the examination of the application

2016

Decision announced by the
Secretary of State

The decision will be announced on the
PINS website

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT
We will hold further consultation on
the electrical system in 2014 before
submitting an application to the
Planning Inspectorate (PINs) in 2015.

TRITON KNOLL BENEFITS
The PINS process ensures thorough
examination inviting local communities
and interested parties to actively get
involved and have their say.

FOOTNOTES
Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal
is derived using long term wind speeds calculated
by meteorological models seeded with historical
weather data obtained from satellite, surface-based
and airborne measurement systems. This enables
a calculation to be made to estimate the average
annual energy production for the site based on 100
to 150 turbines each of rated capacity 6 MW. The
energy capture predicted and hence derived homes
equivalent or emissions savings figures may change
as further data are gathered.

1

If you would like
this newsletter in
larger print or in
another format,
please contact us
on: 01793 474244
Contact Us:
Email:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
Telephone: 01793 474100
Web:
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual
electricity consumption per home of 4500 kWh.
This is an amendment from the previously used
4700kWh. This figure is supported by recent
domestic electricity consumption data available
from The Digest of UK Energy Statistics and
household estimates and projections from the
UK Statistics Authority.

Post:
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE npower renewables
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
SN5 8ZT

Investment
>	T he Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm could represent billions of
pounds of investment in clean
green energy infrastructure.
Employment Benefits
>	It is estimated that Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm could create
up to 325 permanent UK jobs
during operation.
Number of average homes supplied
>	The maximum annual electricity
expected to be generated from the
wind farm site is equivalent to the
approximate domestic needs of
between 550,000 and 800,000
average UK households.1
Spend to date
>	T he project has already resulted
in £18m investment in the UK,
with £1.75 million spent in the
East Coast of England.

This booklet is printed on paper which is made from
FSC certified pulp.

TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM:
PROJECT UPDATE MAY 2014
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

Welcome to our latest e-newsletter for the Triton Knoll Offshore
Wind Farm. In this e-newsletter, we aim to provide you with an
update of the latest developments, the work being carried out on
the project and information on the next stages of development.
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm is located off the coast of
Lincolnshire and could provide enough clean energy to meet the
1
energy needs of up to 800,000 average UK households annually.
The project represents a multi-billion pound investment in clean
green UK energy infrastructure. Although Triton Knoll is still in the
early stages, over £20 million has already been invested in the UK
through development of the project with £1.75 million invested in
the East Coast of England.

LATEST CONSULTATION – THE ONSHORE CABLE ROUTE ALIGNMENT
In our last newsletter we announced a consultation on the onshore cable route alignment. The consultation took
rd
th
place between 3 February to 16 March 2014. Consultation documents were available on our website, on request,
and also sent directly to relevant landowners.
We would like to thank everybody who took the time to respond to the consultation. A number of points were raised
which we will consider when finalising our cable route design. Participants in the consultation highlighted some
previously unidentified natural habitats on parts of the land, and a number of archaeological points of interest were
also brought to our attention.

QUESTIONS RAISED
Through the consultation, a number of queries were raised, some of which are re-occurring questions and our
answers to these can be seen below:

Why is the cable going over land and not down the Wash Estuary?

We have thoroughly investigated the possibility of laying the offshore cables from the wind farm through the Wash
and onto the shore. An engineering study has shown there would be significant construction and operational
challenges in the few remaining areas not already in use by other developments due to the changeable nature of the
seabed in that area.
As a responsible developer, we have also undertaken an environmental appraisal of the Wash area and carried out
consultations with Natural England, the local fishing industry and local ports. Due to environmental designations, the
cumulative impact on the local fishing industry and the significant technical challenges that would need to be
overcome to be sure of successful installation, routing offshore cables through the main part of the Wash area is not
a viable option for the Triton Knoll project.
A full report explaining the issues in detail is available to download at: www.rweinnogy.com/TKelectricalsystem

Will the cables be installed underneath land/field drains?

This is a very important issue and so we have been working closely with landowners, taken advice from the National
Farmers’ Union, the Internal Drainage Boards and a land drain specialist to assist with our drainage design
proposals.

The cables will be installed under identified field drains to ensure that the integrity of the drainage system can be
maintained, and to allow maintenance on the drains to be carried out in the future without disturbing the cables.
We have sought specialist, local advice on drainage design and methodology for the installation of the cables and
during the restoration period. This advice will be used to inform our detailed drainage design, along with information
from landowners and other key stakeholders.

Why are cables going underground and not overhead via pylons?

Installing overhead lines can be cheaper and have fewer technical challenges when compared to underground
cables, but there is a significant lasting impact on the visual landscape. We have considered a number of technical
solutions, and taken on board the concerns of the community with regards to visual impact in choosing to bury the
cables underground. Underground cables will have no lasting visual impact once installed.

PROJECT UPDATE
In March and April of this year the Triton Knoll project team met
with local Parish Councils to provide more information and
answer queries raised in your communities.
We described in detail the site selection process that has led to
the current proposal, and updated the council representatives on
the consultations that have, and will be undertaken throughout
this year, which include:







The submission of our Scoping Report to the Planning
Inspectorate; we subsequently received the Secretary of State’s Scoping opinion from the Planning
th
Inspectorate on 5 May.
Working with Local Planning Authorities to agree the Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC). The
SoCC sets out how we will consult with the local community on our proposals and will be published in the
summer.
Further discussions with landowners to follow up on their responses to the consultation.
Statutory consultation under the Planning Act 2008 with communities, landowners and Statutory Bodies on
the entire project including Preliminary Environmental Information (in the form of a draft Environmental
Statement). The formal consultation is planned for autumn of this year and will involve public exhibitions,
meetings with Parish Councils and direct communications with landowners.

Over the coming months we will be publishing the following reports on our website which describe the site selection
process in detail:
o
o
o

A report co-authored with National Grid which sets out the details of the process which was
undertaken to select Bicker Fen as the connection point for Triton Knoll.
A report summarising the Alternatives Consultation to select the zones for the Substation
and the Intermediate Electrical Compound.
A report which explains why each site included in the Alternatives Consultation was
shortlisted.

If you would like more information on any of the above or on the project in general, please visit
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or contact the team directly by emailing tritonknoll@rwe.com.
Footnote
1. Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is derived using long term wind speeds calculated by meteorological models seeded with
historical weather data obtained from satellite, surface-based and airborne measurement systems. This enables a calculation to be made to
estimate the average annual energy production for the site based on 150 turbines each of rated capacity 6 MW. The energy capture predicted and
hence derived homes equivalent or emissions savings figures may change as further data are gathered. Equivalent homes supplied is based on
an annual electricity consumption per home of 4500 kWh. This figure is supported by recent domestic electricity consumption data available from
The Digest of UK Energy Statistics and household estimates and projections from the UK Statistics Authority.

Project update - keeping you informed

This image is not intended to represent the appearance of the proposed Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm

Welcome to our latest newsletter.
It includes an update on recent
project activity, details of our
forthcoming consultation and
information on a series of local
public exhibitions.
We are now at a stage of the project
where we can begin statutory
consultation on the whole Triton Knoll
Electrical System proposals ahead
of submitting our application to the
Planning Inspectorate in Spring 2015.
The consultation will begin on 15th
October 2014 and as set out in our
Statement of Community Consultation
(SoCC), will be open to everyone
including members of the public,
landowners, environmental groups,

parish, local and county councils
and anyone who is interested in the
project.
As part of that consultation, we will be
holding a series of public exhibitions
which will give you the chance
to view our proposals and meet
members of the Triton Knoll project
team. You will have the opportunity
to ask any questions, take part in
the consultation and complete our
questionnaire.
The consultation will run from 15th
October to 19th November 2014,
with the exhibitions taking place
between 21st October to 26th
October 2014.

We are very keen to get your views
on our proposals and we look
forward to meeting you at one of our
exhibitions.
We hope this newsletter is useful.
As always, if you do have any
questions, please contact the project
team using the details at the back
of this newsletter.
Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager

SEPT 2014

TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM

LATEST UPDATES
Parish Meeting s –
March/ April 2014
During March and April, the project
team undertook five Parish Council
update meetings. These were
generally well attended with Parish
Councillors asking questions of the
Triton Knoll team.
A number of points were raised at
these meetings and we received some
very valuable feedback that we have
taken on board. The presentations
from the meetings can be viewed
on our website,
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

Cab le Route consultation
In our last newsletter, sent to all residents in the vicinity of the cable route, we
announced a consultation on the onshore cable route alignment. The consultation
took place between 3rd February and 16th March 2014. Consultation documents
were available on our website, by request, and also sent directly to relevant
landowners.
We would like to thank everybody who took the time to respond to the
consultation. A number of points were raised which we will consider when
finalising our cable route design. Participants highlighted some previously
unidentified natural habitats on parts of the land, and a number of archaeological
points of interest were also brought to our attention.
In July 2014, we undertook further consultation activity with landowners. We held
two land-specific exhibitions that gave landowners a chance to meet the team,
get more information on our proposed cable route, how it may be constructed
and how it could affect their land. Valuable feedback received at the events has
further informed our proposals. Our proposed cable route will be part of our
consultation in October.

Interface Selection
Assessment Report

Orb y Access Route

In September 2014 we published a report outlining the
results of a study undertaken in 2011 with National G rid
which considered the merits of 17 different substations
across the east coast of England. The Interface Selection
Assessment Report (ISAR) clearly highlights why B icker
Fen near B oston, is the best location to connect the
Triton Knoll offshore wind farm to the national grid. The
report, based on an eight month in-depth study, reviewed
offshore and onshore cable routings and undertook an
appraisal of all possible landfall options up and down the
coast. National G rid and RWE Innogy UK agreed that
B icker Fen substation, with underground cabling through
Lincolnshire, offered the most economic, efficient and
coordinated solution. Importantly, it would also have the
least environmental impact over other options considered.

At the parish council meeting that took place in Orby
in March, a number of concerns were raised about the
difficulties that could arise from bringing construction
vehicles through the Orby village. Project Manager Jacob
Hain subsequently met with a member of the parish council
to walk through the village and get first-hand experience
of the challenges posed by HG V’s to local residents.
Studies were also undertaken by our engineering team to
explore alternative options and discussions took place with
Highways Officers. e are now pleased to confirm that we
have found an alternative access route to the Intermediate
Electrical Compound site near Orby.

Clear shortcomings were identified in a number of other
potential options, including a connection at Killingholme
(ranked 4th) requiring an extra 10km of cables and an extra
substation over and above what is required at B icker Fen.
This would have cost £128 million more than the B icker Fen
option, significantly increased the environmental impact and
have been likely to affect many more landowners.
The report, named the Interface Selection Assessment
Report, can be viewed at www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

Instead of using Marsh Lane to access the Intermediate
Electrical Compound through the village of Orby, we are
now proposing that the heavy goods vehicles necessary
to bring construction materials to the site will turn off the
A158 to the south of the site and travel north along the cable
corridor haul road, which must be upgraded to suit these type
of vehicles. This will keep construction traffic to the A road
network as much as possible and reduce impacts on the
village of Orby. G oods and personnel vehicles may still use
the entrance to the site on Marsh Lane, but this will be a very
small proportion of the anticipated traffic to the site durin
construction. Detailed maps of our proposals will be shown
at the public exhibitions.

LATEST UPDATES CONTINUED
Community
Funding
In July 2014 we announced further
details around the Community
Funding package related to the
project.

In July 2014 we announced further details of the Community Funding package
related to the project. As part of the community investment fund for Triton Knoll,
up to £500,000 will be allocated into local communities during the onshore
construction works and up to a further £40,0001 annually to areas neighbouring
the infrastructure which is above ground.
We have taken the decision to undertake our Community Funding consultation
in early 2015, rather than coinciding with the Statutory Consultation as previously
communicated. Separating the two consultations will provide clarity on the
feedback required from local communities and avoid any risk of confusion.
RWE Innogy UK takes pride in the delivery of our Community Funding schemes
and we feel that identifying the areas where the funding would be best used
within communities is very important. We want to allow plenty of time for people
to give feedback on how they feel the fund could be used in their local area.
Further details regarding the community fund and the consultation will be
available at the October public exhibitions and also on our website.

1
Figures subject to review following confirmation
of final installed capacit .

Socio-economic
b enefits

Drawing on experience from other RWE Innogy UK projects and from a socioeconomic study completed on the project, it has been estimated around 1,900
UK jobs could be created during the construction of Triton Knoll. Significant
benefits are likely to be realised by people living in the surrounding regions of
the East Midlands, Lincolnshire, Yorkshire, the Humber, and the East of England.
The equivalent of 500 full time jobs could result from the Electrical System
construction works alone, and at least 50 of these could be Lincolnshire based
jobs installing the onshore infrastructure. The socio-economic study report can
be found on our website: www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

THE TRITON KNOLL
ELECTRICAL SYSTEM
The Triton Knoll
Electrical
System (TKES)
includes b oth
offshore
and onshore
elements.

The offshore elements of the TKES required to connect the offshore 		
wind farm to the national grid will include:

•

up to six circuits of offshore buried electricity cables, approximately 64km
in length. These cables will run from the offshore substation platforms and
come ashore at the landfall at Anderby Creek. Each circuit will be buried
within a separate trench with all six trenches located within a corridor
approximately 1100m wide; and

•

secondary cable protection for short discrete lengths of cable where 		
adequate burial is not achievable or where joints between cable lengths
are required.
The onshore elements include:

FOCUS OF
CONSULTATION

•

up to six buried cable transition joint bays of approximately 20m x 3m,
located at Anderby Creek where the offshore cables will pass below the
flood defences using horizontal directional drilling and be joined to th
onshore cables;

•

up to six circuits of approximately 60km of onshore underground electrical
cables from the transition pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each
circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all six trenches will be located
within a corridor approximately 60m wide;

•

an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation) located 3.5km (2.2 miles) 		
from the village of B icker, required to transform the electricity generated
by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage suitable for connection to the
national grid. The footprint of the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares
(21.2 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage;

•

an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located 3km (1.9 miles)
from the village of Orby on the onshore cable route. The IEC is needed
to ensure voltage stability and system efficienc . The footprint of the IEC
will be approximately 1.76 hectares (4.3 acres) excluding landscaping
and drainage;

•

additional onshore underground cables, to connect the Substation to the 		
existing National G rid substation; and

•

landscaping and drainage at both the Substation and IEC.

The focus of the statutory consultation is the construction methodology and
opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts arising from the
construction and operation of TKES. As the scheme requires an Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) the consultation documents will include Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI).
Please see map overleaf.

HOW WILL WE CONSULT AND WITH WHOM?
We will shortly issue our Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) which has been agreed with East Lindsey District
Council, B oston B orough Council and Lincolnshire County Council. A copy of our SoCC will be published in the local press
and uploaded onto our website. The SoCC confirms the process we will use to consult on our proposals
The methods we will use to consult are:
Questionnaires –People will be able to respond to the consultation by completing a questionnaire online at www.rweinnogy.
com/tritonknoll or by completing a questionnaire at one of the exhibitions (details below). Alternatively, anyone can request a
paper copy of the questionnaire by using the contact details at the end of this statement. The questionnaire can be returned
to us using the freepost address provided.
Public exhibitions - Exhibitions are being held so that local people can find out more about our proposals, and everyone is
welcome to attend our public exhibitions. RWE Innogy UK staff will be at the exhibitions to answer any questions that people
may have. The times, dates and locations can be found in the table on the reverse of this leafelt.

Date

Loca tion

Times

Tuesday 21st October

B icker Fen – B icker Village Hall Cemetery Road,
B icker, B oston PE20 3B T

2pm to 8pm

Wednesday 22nd October

Orby – Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane, Orby,
Skegness, PE24 5JA

2pm to 8pm

Thursday 23rd October

Skegness – North Shore Hotel and G olf Club,
North Shore Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN

2pm to 8pm

Friday 24th October

Anderby Creek – Anderby Village Hall, Sea Road,
Anderby, Skegness, PE24 5YE

2pm to 8pm

Saturday 25th October

Stickney – Stickney Community Hall, Hall Lane,
Stickney, B oston, PE22 8B A

12pm to 5pm

Sunday 26th October

Frithville – Frithville Village Hall - Church Corner,
Frithville, B oston, PE22 7EX

12pm to 5pm

Newsletters – This newsletter has been sent to those people living close to
the proposed electrical infrastructure and to other organisations and individuals
as interested parties, or those who have registered for updates. Copies of this
newsletter will be placed in key public outlets to reach the wider community and
will also be available on our website.
Engagement with elected representatives and parishes - We will keep your
regionally and locally elected politicians informed of our proposals. We will also
offer copies of consultation documents to parish clerks so they can use their
local knowledge to share the information with their communities most effectively.
Liaison with marine users - We will consult with users of the sea through
newsletters and direct contact with individuals and organisations about the
project.
Details about the consultation will also be made available on our website
and through press releases issued to the local media. Questionnaires will
be available at the exhibitions for people to give feedback.
C onsultation responses must be received by 5pm on 19th November 2014.
Any responses made must include contact information including a name and an
address to which any relevant correspondence relating to the consultation can
be sent.
Your comments may be made public in a consultation report. This is a record
of comments received and an explanation of how the views of consultees have
been considered in developing our final application. This report will become part
of our development consent application.
Where can I view information?
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) and a Non-Technical Summary
which include details of the proposals may be inspected free of charge at the
following locations and during the hours set out below:
The documents will be on display at these locations from 15th October until
19th November 2014 and on our website at www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

For more background into the project
please visit our website
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
If you would like this newsletter in larger print or in
another format, please contact us on: 01793 474244

C ontact us

Opening Times:
Lincolnshire County Council Access Point,
Lincolnshire County Council, Witham Park House,
Waterside South, Lincoln, LN5 7JN (Opening hours:
Mon – Thurs 8:30am – 5pm, Fri 8:30am – 5pm)
North Kesteven Access Point, North Kesteven District
Council, Kesteven Street, Sleaford, Lincolnshire,
NG 34 7EF (Opening hours: Mon – Fri 9am – 4:30pm)
Mablethorpe Library and Community Access Point,
Stanley Avenue, Mablethorpe, Lincolnshire, LN12
1DP (Opening hours: Mon- Wed 9am – 5pm, Thurs
9am – 6pm, Fri 9am – 5pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
Alford Customer Service Centre (East Lindsey District
Council), The Corn Exchange, Market Place, Alford,
Lincolnshire, LN13 9EB (Opening hours: Thurs 9am –
1pm / 1:30pm – 4pm)
Horncastle Community Access Point (East
Lindsey District Council), Wharf Road, Horncastle,
Lincolnshire, LN9 5HL Opening hours: Mon – Fri
9am – 4pm)
Spilsby Community Access Point (East Lindsey
District Council), Franklin Hall, Halton Road, Spilsby,
Lincolnshire, PE23 5LA (Opening hours: Mon, Wed,
Fri 9am – 5pm, closed Tues, Thurs)
Skegness Customer Access Point (East Lindsey
District Council), Skegness Town Hall, North Parade,
Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 1DA (Opening hours:
Mon, Tues, Thurs, Fri 9am – 5pm, Wed 9am – 4pm)
B oston B orough Council Access Point, Municipal
B uildings, West Street, B oston, Lincolnshire, PE21
8QR (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:45am – 5:15pm,
Fri 8:45am – 4:45pm)
B oston Library, County Hall, B oston, Lincolnshire,
PE21 6DY (Opening hours: Mon, Tues, Wed, Fri 9am
– 5pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
South Holland District Council Access Point, Priory
Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire, PE11 2XE (Opening
hours: Mon – Thurs 8:30am – 5:15pm, Fri 8:30am –
4:45pm)
Skegness Library, 23 Roman B ank, Skegness,
Lincolnshire, PE25 2SA (Opening hours: Mon, Fri
9am – 5pm, Tues, Wed 9am – 1pm, Thurs 9am –
6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)

Post:

Email:

Tritonknoll@rwe.com

Telephone:

01793 474244

Web:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

FREEPOST – RTB K-AB SH-TG LU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
	G reat Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited have been awarded EU TEN-E funding. The funding which is to be matched by RWE Innogy UK to support a number of
surveys, engineering reports, and environmental impact assessment studies for the Triton Knoll Electrical System. The sum of €1,159,559 has been granted and
the process to reclaim this funding is ongoing.

January

2015

RWE Innogy UK

Gwynt y Môr Offshore Wind Farm, off the North Wales coast

TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM
Project and Community Investment Fund Update
Welcome to our latest newsletter, which I hope will keep you up-to-date
with our plans for Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm.
Firstly, can I thank everyone who
participated in our recent Electrical
System consultation held at the end of
2014. It was a pleasure to meet those
who came to our public exhibitions
and we appreciate all the feedback
we received on our proposals. That
statutory consultation has now closed
and the responses are being analysed
ahead of us submitting an application
for development consent to the Planning
Inspectorate in spring 2015. Page 2 of
this newsletter will provide an update
on that consultation.
Secondly, I’d like to invite you to take
part in our Community Investment Fund
consultation which runs from 27 January
2015 until 26 February 2015. This is

an opportunity to tell us your priorities
for the spending of the community
investment fund associated with the
construction and operation of Triton
Knoll. Full details on this consultation
are on page 3.

SEE INSIDE
Turn to page 3 for more details
on the Community Investment
Fund Consultation
The construction and
operation of Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm will
carry with it a community
investment fund made up of:

In addition, this newsletter provides an
update on key project activity, timescales
and relevant news.

– up to £500,000 available during
onshore construction
– up to £40,000 available during the
operational lifetime of the wind farm.

We hope this newsletter is useful.
As always, if you have any questions,
please contact the project team using
the details at the back of this newsletter.

Have your say on the priorities for this
funding by taking part in our Community
Investment Fund consultation which runs
from 27 January until 26 February 2015.

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager
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TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM STATUTORY
CONSULTATION UPDATE
A statutory consultation on the
proposed Triton Knoll Electrical
System was held in October and
November 2014. Six exhibitions
were held with almost 300 people
attending. Questionnaires were
made available at the exhibitions
and online for members of the
public to complete.
The figures given are based on the
number of responses received on each
question (e.g. if 10 questionnaires
included a response to a question and
7 stated they agreed with a statement
then this is shown as 70% of responses
agreed). The number of responses
and non-responses associated with
each question will be set out in the
full report. The report also includes
a copy of the questionnaire in
the appendices.
Most questionnaire responses also
included comments and these will be
included in the report. Respondents
who queried why the location of the
onshore infrastructure was chosen
should refer to the Site Selection
and Design Report and the Interface
Selection Assessment Report which
are available on the website.
A number of non-questionnaire
responses on the development
proposals were made by members
of the public. Copies of these will be
included in the Consultation Report
that will be submitted as part of the
application for development consent.
Triton Knoll also consulted with
local authorities, landowners and
organisations such as the Environment
Agency and Natural England. These
responses will also be included in the
Consultation Report and are being
considered alongside the comments
received from members of the local
community. All comments will be
given appropriate regard in our
application for development consent
which we expect to submit to the
Planning Inspectorate in Spring 2015.

WWW.RWEINNOGY.COM/TRITONKNOLL

QUESTIONNAIRE RESPONSE SUMMARY
When asked whether the construction
principles set out will reduce the potential
impacts at landfall some 53% of
responses were positive. (Fig.1)
When asked whether the construction
principles set out will reduce the impacts
of cable installation some 47% of
responses were positive. (Fig.2)
When asked whether a mixture of slow
and fast growing native species; fast
growing non-native species; or no
screening would be the most appropriate
screening for the Substation, 72% of
responses favoured the mixture of fast
and slow growing native species. (Fig.3)
A similar result was obtained in relation
to the Intermediate Electrical Compound
where 76% of responses favoured
a mixture of fast and slow growing
native species.
When asked what was the most
appropriate design for the IEC substation
local vernacular (brick or stone) was
favoured by 83% of responses. (Fig.4)

Disagree & Strongly
Disagree 47%

(Fig.1)
Disagree & Strongly
Disagree 53%

Agree & Strongly
Agree 47%

(Fig.2)
Fast growing nonnative spp 20%

No screening
8%
Native species
72%

(Fig.3)
Wood cladding
9%

Modern design 8%

Brick or stone
83%

(Fig.4)
Disagree & Strongly
Disagree 35%

A similar result was obtained in relation
to the Intermediate Electrical Compound
where 81% of responses favoured a local
vernacular (brick or stone) design.
In relation to the design of noise barriers
at the Substation and Intermediate Electrical
Compound some 89% of responses who
expressed a preference indicated they
preferred a gradated green design.

Agree & Strongly
Agree 53%

Agree & Strongly
Agree 65%

(Fig.5)
Disagree & Strongly
Disagree 48%

Agree & Strongly
Agree 52%

(Fig.6)
In response to a question about whether
the proposed alternative access proposals
will reduce the impacts of construction
traffic by avoiding Orby & Bicker some
65% of responses agreed or strongly
agreed. (Fig.5)

Disagree & Strongly
Disagree 39%

Agree & Strongly
Agree 61%

(Fig.7)
In response to a question about
whether the principles set out will
reduce ecological impacts some 52%
of responses agreed or strongly
agreed. (Fig.6)

In response to a question about whether
Triton Knoll had captured the important
offshore issues some 61% of responses
agreed or strongly agreed. (Fig.7)
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COMMUNITY INVESTMENT FUND CONSULTATION –
HAVE YOUR SAY
We have committed to delivering a
community investment fund as part of
the construction and operation of the
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm. Up to
£500,000 will be invested into local
communities during the onshore
construction works and up to a further
£40,000 annually into areas immediately
neighbouring the above ground electrical
infrastructure, throughout the operational
life-time of the wind farm. The annual
fund will become available at the start of
operations for the offshore wind farm.
Both funds are subject to a successful
award of a development consent order for
the Triton Knoll Electrical System and the
final installed capacity of the wind farm.
RWE Innogy UK takes pride in the delivery
of its community investment schemes and
we feel that identifying the areas where
the funding would be best used within
local communities is very important.
That’s why we’re running a consultation
to give you the opportunity to tell us your
priorities for the funding.
From 27 January 2015 until 26 February
2015 we’ll be seeking your views on who
should benefit from the funds, what sort
of initiatives should be supported and
how decisions of funding allocation
should be made. To take part, please
complete a questionnaire and return it
to us before 5pm on 26 February 2015.
You can access an online version of
the questionnaire through our website
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
from the 27 January 2015 or complete
a paper copy version and return to us
using our freepost address which you
can find at the back of this newsletter.
Alternatively, there is also an electronic
version available to download from our
website which can be completed
electronically and returned to the project
team via email. This version will also be
available from 27 January 2015.
If you haven’t received a questionnaire
with this newsletter, please contact the
project team using the details at the back
of this newsletter.

Why another consultation?
The purpose of this consultation is
to benefit from the knowledge and
experience of local people to ensure
that the funds are delivered in the
most effective way possible to meet
the specific needs of your local area.
This consultation is completely separate
from the Statutory Consultation on our
Electrical System proposals which has
now closed. We chose to separate the
two to provide clarity on the feedback
required from local communities and
avoid any risk of confusion between the
two consultations.
How was the questionnaire devised?
We started our Community Investment
Fund Consultation by engaging with
Local Planning Authorities during 2014
to understand their priorities for the
funds. Using their feedback, we’ve
developed a short questionnaire to
ensure we understand your priorities.
Please take a few moments to complete
the questionnaire and return it to us.

Members of a local community council visiting the
Gwynt y Môr onshore substation in North Wales

Members of the Bradwell on Sea Community
Shop Association

What happens next?
We will analyse the questionnaire
responses that we receive and use the
results to shape the final plans for the
Triton Knoll Community Investment Fund.
Community investment – a case study –
Community shop saved thanks to wind
farm fund
Renewables energy projects operated by
RWE Innogy UK have invested nearly £3
million into UK communities over the last
three years.In Essex, Bradwell Wind Farm
helped a small community save their
much needed local shop. A grant of
£3,500 from the ten-turbine site enabled
the villagers of Bradwell-on-Sea to seek
professional consultancy to conduct a
feasibility study and ensure that the
project would be a viable one. In addition,
it funded preparations for a share issue
which raised nearly £45,000 from the
community to buy the shop. It now serves
the 400 homes in the village with much
of its produce sourced locally from
butchers, pie makers and organic farmers.

WWW.RWEINNOGY.COM/TRITONKNOLL
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WHAT IS TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM?
Triton Knoll is an offshore wind farm being
proposed for a location within the Greater
Wash Strategic Area off the east coast of
England. The project is being developed
by RWE Innogy UK, one of the UK’s leading
renewable energy developers and operators.
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm is being
developed as two separate packages:
– The Offshore Array – the wind
turbines, meteorological masts,
offshore substations and the cables

that link the wind turbines to the
offshore substations.
– The Electrical System – the substation,
underground cables, the offshore
export cables and an intermediate
electrical compound along the onshore
cable route.
Triton Knoll was awarded a Development
Consent Order for the offshore array of
the wind farm by the Secretary of State
for Energy and Climate Change in July 2013.

TRITON KNOLL – AT A GLANCE
Offshore Location: 20 miles off the
coast of Lincolnshire
Capacity: up to 900MW (maximum
consented capacity up to 1200MW)
Homes equivalent1: up to 800,000
average UK households each year
Proposed location of Location of onshore
substation: Bicker Fen, Lincolnshire
Proposed location of intermediate
electrical component: near Orby,
Lincolnshire

Proposed onshore cable route:
37 miles between Anderby Creek
and Bicker Fen
Onshore construction expected
to start: early 2017
Offshore construction expected
to start: 2018

NEWS IN BRIEF
Landowner update
We have started sending landowners our
proposals which explain how we wish to
secure the property rights and land
required to deliver the project. It is RWE
Innogy UK’s strong preference to reach
agreement with landowners on mutually
acceptable terms. We are therefore
encouraging landowners to engage with
our land agents, Ardent and take up our
offer to discuss terms. If you believe that
the project affects land in which you hold
an interest, but you haven’t yet received
a proposal from Ardent, please get in
touch with us directly.
Viking Link –
UK/Danish interconnector project
A number of people have asked about the
Viking Link project. This project is not in
any way linked to the Triton Knoll project,
and is being developed by a different
company, National Grid Interconnector
Holdings Limited. For more information
about this project please visit http://
www2.nationalgrid.com/About-us/
European-business-development/
Interconnectors/denmark/ or contact
their community relations team on
0800 731 0561 from 9am to 5.30pm,
Monday to Friday or by emailing
vikinglink@communityrelations.co.uk.

FOOTNOTES
1

Discussing our proposals at public exhibitions

Contact us:
Web:
Our website contains information about the
scheme that will be updated on a regular basis:
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
Post:
FREEPOST – RTBK – ABSH – TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, RWE Innogy UK,
Auckland House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
Swindon SN5 8ZT

Email:
tritonknoll@rwe.com

Telephone:
01793 474 244

This booklet is printed on paper which is made from
FSC certified pulp.

Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is derived
using long term wind speeds calculated by meteorological
models seeded with historical weather data obtained from
satellite, surface-based and airborne measurement systems.
The energy capture predicted and hence derived homes
equivalent or emissions savings figures may change as further
data are gathered. Equivalent homes supplied is based on
an annual electricity consumption per home of 4500 kWh.
This figure is supported by recent domestic electricity
consumption data available from The Digest of UK Energy
Statistics and household estimates and projections from the
UK Statistics Authority.
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited has been awarded
EU TEN-E funding. The funding which is to be matched by
RWE Innogy UK is to support a number of surveys, engineering
reports, and environmental impact assessment studies for the
Triton Knoll Electrical System. The sum of €1,159,559 has been
granted and the process to reclaim this funding is ongoing.

If you would like this
newsletter in larger print
or other accessible format,
please contact us on:
01793 474 244.
WWW.RWEINNOGY.COM/TRITONKNOLL

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 2B: Fishing Community Consultation (non-statutory)
April 2015

Date
Consultee
12/07/2012
Meeting

Purpose of Consultation
Queries Raised
Where Addressed
Provide details of FLO’s roles and
• A noticeable increase in scallop
• Detail on shrimp and whelk
responsibilities, options for cable
fishing activity in the vicinity of
fishing areas is shown in
Brancaster Staithe routes and landfall sites, nature of
the project.
Chapter 8 and inform the
the geophysical and geotechnical
Fishermen’s
baseline (Volume 4, Annex
• EIFCA offered their services to
Association & Eden surveys, the respective vessels
8.1: Commercial Fisheries
aid efficient surveys.
Hannam (EIFCA)
involved and the gear clearance
Technical
Report
and
• Smaller
meeting
venues
requirements. Welcome concerns
summarised in Chapter 8).
targeting individual fishing ports
and issues from the fishing
or fishing sectors would be more
industry, to improve and increase
beneficial.
consultation between industries
• Shrimping has been affected by
and build a greater picture in
offshore renewable projects
terms of the EIA.
further to the south.
• Careful consideration should be
made in respect to charter
vessels operating within the
project boundaries.
• Observed a noticeable increase
in fishermen targeting whelks.
12/07/2012
Meeting
Provide details of FLO’s roles and
• Concerns expressed as to level
• Detail on the fishing taking
responsibilities, options for cable
of ongoing liaison, this had been
place in the study area is
Greater
Wash routes and landfall sites, nature of
relatively poor to date and it
provided in the baseline
Fishing Industries’ the geophysical and geotechnical
(Volume 4, Annex 8.1:
was hoped with a new FLO in
Group
surveys, the respective vessels
place that this would improve.
Commercial
Fisheries
involved and the gear clearance
Technical
Report).
• Consultation should take into
requirements. Welcome concerns
Consideration
is
given
to all
account all potentially affected
and issues from the fishing
sectors active in the area.
sectors and not just static gear
industry, to improve and increase
fishermen.
consultation between industries
• Should speak to fishermen to
and build a greater picture in
identify those grounds of
terms of the EIA.
significance as well as traditional
importance.
• Fishermen won’t just move
1

Date
13/07/2012

16/07/2012

Consultee

Purpose of Consultation

Meeting

Provide details of FLO’s roles and
responsibilities, options for cable
North
Norfolk routes and landfall sites, nature of
the geophysical and geotechnical
Shellfishermen’s
Association, Boston surveys, the respective vessels
Fishermen’s
involved and the gear clearance
Association
requirements. Welcome concerns
and issues from the fishing
industry, to improve and increase
consultation between industries
and build a greater picture in
terms of the EIA.

Meeting
Skegness
Fishermen

Provide details of FLO’s roles and
responsibilities, options for cable
Coastal routes and landfall sites, nature of
the geophysical and geotechnical
surveys, the respective vessels
involved and the gear clearance
requirements. Welcome concerns
and issues from the fishing
industry, to improve and increase
consultation between industries
and build a greater picture in

Queries Raised
Where Addressed
when told to, they have to be
compensated for their losses.
• Cables from another wind farm
• It is intended that cables will
have become exposed and
be buried in accordance with
a Cable Burial Assessment
sufficient burial depth must be
(CBA) that reflects the types
obtained.
and sizes of vessels
• Two weeks notice for gear
navigating above the cables
clearance of a survey area would
and activities with which they
be adequate.
are engaged. Where burial
• Emphasis must be made on
cannot be achieved,
providing
timelines
and
alternative protection will be
schedules for survey works.
provided.
• Individual fishermen would
• An assessment of potential
prefer to hold consultation
impacts
(including
meetings in small numbers and
cumulative
impacts)
on
avoid meetings with fishermen
commercial
fisheries
is
from opposing ports to avoid
presented in Chapter 8.
conflicts.
• Compensation agreements were
continuously
sought
by
fishermen.
• Requested
timelines
and
• Details on the promulgation
schedules of survey operations.
of information to marine
users is provided in Chapter
• Relatively few static vessels
8.
working these grounds.
• Requires at least two weeks’
notice to move his gear,
preferably three weeks.
• Requires compensation if he is
to move his fishing gears away
from the site and associated
export cable corridor.
2

Date

Consultee

Purpose of Consultation
terms of the EIA.

17/07/2012

Meeting
Venture Seafoods

Provide details of FLO’s roles and
responsibilities, options for cable
routes and landfall sites, nature of
the geophysical and geotechnical
surveys, the respective vessels
involved and the gear clearance
requirements. Welcome concerns
and issues from the fishing
industry, to improve and increase
consultation between industries
and build a greater picture in
terms of the EIA.
Provide details of the FLO’s roles
and responsibilities relating to the
project with concerns and issues
from
the
fishing
industry
welcomed. Improve and increase
ongoing liaison. Project updates
with expected timelines provided.
Data requests of fishing grounds
to help write an accurate scoping
report and subsequently EIA, to
assess any potential impacts.

17/07/2012

Meeting
Bridlington and
Flamborough
Fishermen’s
Association & HFIG

12/12/2013

Meeting

Provide details of FLO’s roles and

Queries Raised
Where Addressed
• Wishes to be considered for any
fisheries surveys undertaken for
the project.
• Increased developer activity has
• The
potential
for
influenced displacement away
displacement
of
fishing
from traditional fishing grounds.
activity is assessed in Chapter
8.
• A months notice is required to
• Details on the promulgation
relocate fishing gears away from
of information to marine
survey areas.
users is provided in Chapter
• Raised concerns over the large
8.
nomadic scalloping vessels
towing their static gears away.
• Vessels and owners need to be
compensated for any loss of
earnings
• Requested details on the new
• Details on the promulgation
FLO’s experience and knowledge
of information to marine
of the local fishing industry.
users is provided in Chapter
8.
• Concern expressed that vessels
would now begin to fish the area
to establish a track record.
• Need to be giving adequate
warning of surveys to enable
movement of fishing gear.
• Real concern that scallopers will
move onto their grounds during
surveys or whenever they are
forced to remove gear and
decimate the shellfish living on
their grounds.
• Previous
relationship
with
• It is intended that cables will
3

Date

Consultee

Purpose of Consultation
Queries Raised
Where Addressed
responsibilities, welcome concerns
developer had not been great.
be buried in accordance with
HFIG
and issues from the fishing
a Cable Burial Assessment
• There is likelihood that cables
(CBA) that reflects the types
industry to improve and increase
will become exposed due to the
and sizes of vessels
ongoing liaison. Project updates
movement of seabed sediment.
navigating above the cables
with expected timelines provided.
• Identification of key fishermen
and activities with which they
Data requests of Bridlington vessel
likely to be impacted was
are engaged. Where burial
fishing grounds to help write an
provided.
cannot be achieved,
accurate scoping report and
• Displacement of fishing grounds
alternative protection will be
subsequently EIA, to assess any
from offshore developers is still
provided.
potential impacts.
a major concern.
•
Assessment of effects of EMF
• Concerns raised with regard to
and suspended sediment
sediment
suspension
and
concentration is given in
resettlement and EMF.
Chapter 5 (Fish and Shellfish
• Raised concerns over the large
Ecology)
nomadic scalloping vessels
towing their static gears away.
26/03/2014
Meeting
Provide details of the FLO’s roles
• Increased effort in whelking
• Detail on the fishing taking
and responsibilities relating to the
observed.
place in the study area is
Skegness
Coastal project with concerns and issues
provided in the baseline
• Some good bass fishing grounds
Fishermen
from
the
fishing
industry
(Volume 4, Annex 8.1:
around Anderby Creek.
welcomed. Improve and increase
Commercial
Fisheries
• Cod catches have been pretty
ongoing liaison. Project updates
Technical
Report)
and
poor in the last year or so.
with expected timelines provided.
summarised in Chapter 8
• Require early notification of
Data requests of fishing grounds
survey operations.
to help write an accurate scoping
report and subsequently EIA, to
assess any potential impacts.
27/03/2014
Meeting
Provide details of the FLO’s roles
• Cockle grounds are not active
• Detail on shrimp fishing areas
and responsibilities relating to the
every year but they can change
is shown in Chapter 8 and
Heiploeg & Lynn project with concerns and issues
year on year, with the possibility
inform the baseline (Volume
Shrimpers Inc
from
the
fishing
industry
of inactive grounds being
4, Annex 8.1: Commercial
welcomed. Improve and increase
4

Date

Consultee

Purpose of Consultation
Queries Raised
Where Addressed
ongoing liaison. Project updates
reopend in the future.
Fisheries Technical Report
with expected timelines provided.
and summarised in Chapter
• A lot of fishing activity from
Data requests of fishing grounds
8).
Mablethorpe north to the River
to help write an accurate scoping
Humber.
report and subsequently EIA, to
• Fishermen are always looking
assess any potential impacts.
for new seed mussel beds.
• Need increased and improved
liaison with the industry.
• Survey vessels need to be more
careful when transiting to site as
one fishing vessel was nearly hit.
28/03/2014
Meeting
Provide details of the FLO’s roles
• The whelk fishery has recently
• A wide range of relevant data
and responsibilities relating to the
expanded and consequently
sources has been used to
Judith Stout &
project with the concerns and
fisheries data charts may not be
inform
the
baseline
Sandra Cowper
issues from the fishing industry
as accurate as before.
characterisation
of
(EIFCA)
welcomed. Improve and increase
commercial fisheries in the
• Require as much detailed
ongoing liaison. Project updates
study area. Full details are
information
on
survey
with expected timelines provided.
presented in Volume 4,
operations so that it can be
Data requests of fishing grounds
Annex
8.1:
Commercial
passed on to their area fisheries
to help write an accurate scoping
Fisheries Technical Report
officers who work on the
report and subsequently EIA, to
and summarised in Chapter
ground.
assess any potential impacts.
8.
28/03/2014
Meeting
Provide details of the FLO’s roles
• Requested
timelines
and
• Details on the promulgation
and responsibilities relating to the
schedules of survey operations
of information to marine
Grimsby
Fish project with the concerns and
well in advance to plan daily
users is provided in Chapter
Merchants
issues from the fishing industry
8.
fishing activities.
Association
welcomed. Improve and increase
• Displacement of traditional
• The potential for
ongoing liaison. Project updates
displacement of fishing
fishing grounds and condensed
with expected timelines provided.
activity is assessed in Chapter
areas are making potting
Data requests of fishing grounds
8.
increasingly difficult.
to help write an accurate scoping
5

Date

Consultee

Purpose of Consultation
Queries Raised
Where Addressed
report and subsequently EIA, to
• It is suspected that a
• Assessment of effects of EMF
assess any potential impacts.
neighboring wind farm has had a
and suspended sediment
negative effect on catch rates of
concentration is given in
skate and bass.
Chapter 5 (Fish and Shellfish
Ecology)
• No longer attends meetings as
they are often a waste of time.
21/05/2014 Telephone call
Project update with expected
• Official
data
does
not
• A wide range of relevant data
timelines provided. Data requests
necessarily represent the real
sources has been used to
North
Norfolk of fishing grounds to help write an
picture of fishing patterns
inform
the
baseline
representative
accurate scoping report and
characterisation
of
• Fishermen utilise the whole area
subsequently EIA, to assess any
commercial fisheries in the
and target a range of species,
potential impacts.
study area. Full details are
which leads to different grounds
presented in Volume 4,
being used at different times of
Annex
8.1:
Commercial
the year.
Fisheries
Technical
Report
• Landings statistics do not
and summarised in Chapter
represent the whole picture and
8.
value of the different fisheries in
the Wash and wider area
(Lincolnshire and North Norfolk).
17/06/2014
Meeting
Provide details of the FLO’s roles
• Identified
that
including
• Details on the promulgation
and responsibilities relating to the
themselves there are only three
of information to marine
Saltfleet
project with the concerns and
fishermen operating in the
users is provided in Chapter
representative
issues from the fishing industry
8.
export cable corridor.
welcomed. Improve and increase
• Increase in static fishing gears
ongoing liaison. Project updates
observed.
with expected timelines provided.
• Would like to be kept up to date
Data requests of fishing grounds
with all information relating to
to help write an accurate scoping
the project.
report and subsequently EIA, to
• Would prefer small meeting
assess any potential impacts.
groups to discuss project
updates.
6
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Appendix 2C: Onshore Cable Route Consultation Statement
April 2015

Consultation Statement
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd
Triton Knoll Electrical System – Cable Route Consultation
Introduction
RWE Innogy UK is publishing this Consultation Statement for the Triton Knoll Electrical
System – Cable Route Consultation. This statement explains how we will consult with
landowners and the local community on the location of the onshore cable route of the
electrical system described below.
This consultation does not form part of the formal consultation process as set out in section
42 of The Planning Act 2008 as amended by the Localism Act 2011 (The Act). Formal
consultation will take place following this consultation which will be agreed in advance with
the Local Authorities and advertised in a Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) under
section 47 of The Act.

Objectives
The objectives of the consultation are:


to inform landowners and people living close to the cable route about our proposals in
a clear and concise way;



to provide an opportunity for landowners and people living close to the cable route to
put forward their ideas and to give an opportunity to influence the proposals; and



to use the consultation responses to help shape the project and refine the alignment
of the cable route to minimise impact.

Background
On 11 July 2013, The Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change granted consent for
the offshore array of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF). The offshore site is
approximately 33 kilometres (km) (20.5 miles) off the coast of Lincolnshire, 46km (28.5 miles)
off the coast of north Norfolk and 48km (29.8 miles) off the nearest point on the East Riding of
Yorkshire coast Consents are now sought for the Electrical System (see Figure 1).
In February 2013 TKOWFL carried out an Alternatives Consultation designed to assist
TKOWFL in determining which one of four zones (Blue, Green, Purple and Orange) should be
chosen for the Substation location near Bicker Fen and one of three zones (Brown, Red and
Yellow) for the Intermediate Compound along the onshore cable route.
The Blue Zone was chosen for the Substation and the Red Zone for the Intermediate
Compound.
Details of the Alternatives Consultation are described in ‘Substation and Intermediate
Compound Options: Summary of Alternatives Consultation Results’ (available at:
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll).

1

Following the Secretary of State’s decision that Triton Knoll’s electrical infrastructure is to be
examined by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS), we will hold further consultation in 2014
before submitting an application in 2015. The PINS process ensures thorough examination
inviting local communities and interested parties to actively get involved, have their say and
feed into the design of the project. The key milestones are shown below:

Winter/
Spring 2014

Consultation on the onshore cable
route location and alignment

Autumn
2014

Formal Consultation on the whole
Triton Knoll Electrical System

Winter/
Spring 2015

Planning application submitted to the
Planning Inspectorate (PINS)

Spring/
Winter 2015

PINS Examination

2016

Decision announced by the Secretary
of State
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Project Description: The Triton Knoll Electrical System
The onshore elements of the Electrical System required to connect the offshore wind farm to
the national grid will include:
Element of the Electrical
System

Description

Onshore underground
cables

Will follow the cable corridor, which will be approximately
60m wide and approximately 60km in length, from the
landfall to the onshore electricity substation.

An Intermediate Electrical
Compound (Intermediate
Compound)

Located part way along the onshore cable route near
Orby. The equipment will require approximately 1.8
hectares (4.3 acres) of land excluding landscaping and
drainage, and the tallest buildings will be no more than
13m (43 feet) in height.

An onshore Electricity
Substation (Substation)

Located at Bicker Fen, it will transform the electricity
generated by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage
suitable for connection to the national grid. The substation
equipment will need up to 8.6 hectares (21.2 acres) of land
excluding landscaping and the tallest buildings will be no
more than 13m (43 feet) in height.

An additional length of
onshore underground
cables

Will connect the Triton Knoll substation to the National
Grid substation.

Landscaping and drainage

Implemented at both the Substation and the Intermediate
Compound to provide mitigation against visual effects and
achieve effective water management. The extent needed
for each location has yet to be determined.

What we will consult on
We will carry out the following consultation with local communities about the Triton Knoll
Electrical System:


consultation will be carried out on the location of the underground cable route in East
Lindsey District; and



consultation will be carried out on the location of the underground cable route in the
Borough of Boston.

The methods we will use to consult
Questionnaires – These will be sent to landowners where the proposed onshore cable route
and landfall are located and within 250m each side of the cable route. The questionnaires will
be accompanied by plans representing the cable route and with information about the project
and cable laying activities.
Questionnaires and associated maps representing the cable route will also be available to
everyone at: www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll. Paper copies can be requested by using the
contact details at the end of this statement.
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Newsletters - we will issue newsletters to announce the consultation, which will include
updates about the project. Contact details for RWE NRL will also be included.
Newsletters will be sent to all addresses with postcodes within 3km (1.86 miles) around the
Intermediate Compound and the Substation locations, 400m (1313 feet) from the edge of the
cable route and within 200m (657 feet) of current potential access routes from the nearest ‘A’
road.
The newsletter will also be available on the Triton Knoll website and a copy to view will be
sent to:
 local elected representatives;
 local libraries;
 parish and town councils;
 groups and organisations which are included on Boston Borough Council’s, East
Lindsey District Council’s and North Kesteven District Council’s list which they use for
their own consultations, and some additional organisations agreed with Boston
Borough Council, East Lindsey District Council and North Kesteven District Council;
 Boston Borough Council access point at Boston Municipal Buildings offices;
 East Lindsey District Council access points at Spilsby, Alford, Skegness, Mablethorpe
and Horncastle area offices;
 North Kesteven District Council access points at the District Council Offices in Sleaford
and Heckington Parish Office; and
 Lincolnshire County Council access point at County Offices in Lincoln.
Engagement with elected representatives and parishes
We will keep regionally and locally elected politicians informed of our proposals. We will also
offer copies of the newsletter to parish clerks so they can decide on the best locations to
provide information to their community.
Meetings with Councillors - Meetings will be held with members if requested of Lincolnshire
County Council, East Lindsey District Council, Boston Borough Council and North Kesteven
District Council. This will give Councillors an opportunity to find out more about the Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System proposals and the cable route consultation.
Meetings with Parish Councils - Representatives of Parish Councils where the cable route
and landfall are located will be invited to meetings organised by RWE NRL. This will enable
Parish Councils to find out more about the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System
proposals and the cable route consultation.
Details about the consultation will also be made available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm webpages.

IMPORTANT: The consultation runs from the 3rd February until the 16th
March 2014. Please note that consultation responses must be received
by 5pm on the 16th March.
How to get in touch with us or obtain more detailed information
The comments and information we receive during the consultation will be carefully considered
by RWE NRL. We will show how we have considered the comments and information received
during the consultation, in the documents that will be submitted with our application.
Comments and information need to reach us within 42 days of the start of the consultation
period to guarantee that they will be considered. We will do our best to consider responses
received outside this period wherever possible.
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Post:

FREEPOST
RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
SWINDON
SN5 8ZT

Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Tel:

01793 474 244

Website:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

A large print version is available, please visit
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
or phone 01793 474 244
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TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM
Information for Landowners and Occupiers
Winter/Spring 2014
RWE Innogy UK received consent for
the offshore array of the Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm in July 2013. We
are currently developing the electrical
system to transfer the renewable
home-grown energy from the offshore
wind farm to the national grid.
In response to local proposals, the location for
the intermediate compound has changed to
the Red Zone, north west of Skegness. The
location for the substation remains the Blue
Zone at Bicker Fen. RWE Innogy UK have
updated the cable route to reflect these
changes, which will allow the export of the
electricity from the wind farm to the national
grid connection point at Bicker Fen.
The proposed cable route is shown below and
we would like to work with you to help refine it
where required.
As a landowner or occupier, you may be
affected by our proposal. As such we would
like to give you as much information as
possible about us as a company and about our
project and its onshore infrastructure.

The onshore cable route

We have compiled some information about
how we intend to carry out the works on the
land from our experience on other projects. We
will be able to provide more site specific
information as our engineering and
environmental studies progress, so don’t
hesitate to get in touch.
Our appointed chartered surveyors, Ardent,
will be your first point of contact through the
negotiation process, so please return the
accompanying questionnaire to them at your
earliest convenience. Plans of the cable route
are provided in this pack to help you to identify
your land.
We understand that landowners have a wealth
of knowledge and may be able to identify
issues affecting the cable route that RWE
Innogy UK and public bodies are not aware of.
We would like to hear your comments on the
proposed route as a landowner or occupier.
Your response could help to shape the project;
this is why it is important to return the
questionnaire.
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TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL
SYSTEM
Triton Knoll’s onshore electrical system will
connect the electricity generated by the
offshore wind turbines to the national grid. This
will include:
–
–

–
–

underground onshore cables;
a landfall in the area north of Anderby
Creek, where the offshore cables are
connected to the onshore cables;
an onshore electricity substation in the
Bicker Fen area near Boston, and;
an intermediate electrical compound
located to the north west of Skegness in
East Lindsey.

A map is included on the previous page to
show the cable route and the selected zones
for the onshore substation and the
intermediate electrical compound.

Open trenching
The ground would be open cut to install three
main ducts for electrical cables and smaller
ones for fibre optics in each trench. Each
electrical cable duct would be made of either
plastic or concrete. The ducts are surrounded
by a heat-dissipating stabilising material which
allows for more efficient electrical
transmission. Protective warning boards are
laid a minimum of 75mm above the ducts. The
protective boards themselves would be laid at
a minimum depth of 900mm below the top of
the subsoil layer in agricultural land. In some
areas the boards could be deeper, for example
where there is extensive field drainage. The
topsoil would be reinstated with a warning tape
buried 100mm above the boards to indicate
the presence and location of the cables below.
With the ducts pre-installed, the cables can be
pulled through without further disruption to the
land.

We aim to submit our planning application for
the electrical system to the Planning
Inspectorate by spring 2015. We intend to
reach agreement with landowners by way of
option agreements to secure the necessary
rights prior to submission of the planning
application. Heads of Terms will be issued to
affected landowners and their appointed
representatives later this year. It is our strong
preference to reach mutual agreement with all
affected parties. However, we will have the
ability to seek compulsory rights for any land or
rights required by the project should mutual
agreement not be possible.
We have compiled some information about the
required works below. We hope you find it
useful.

Trenching for ducting installation

Underground cabling
The underground cables will require a route
width of up to 60 metres.
–
–
–
–
–

up to six cable circuits required, each
circuit occupying a single trench;
working area fenced off during
construction;
dedicated temporary haul road to permit
access to the cable corridor;
majority of route likely to be opentrenched
major obstacles such as roads, railway
lines and water courses drilled under to
allow cable installation;
land restored after completion and
returned to former use.

Ducting installation
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The cable installation work is likely to move
along the route in sections, so that the whole
route is not worked on all at once. This would
mean that the majority of the land could be
handed back after the ducts have been
installed. Some areas of the cable route, such
as the sections where two lengths of cables
are joined, would have to remain open until all
the cables have been installed and tested.

Joint pits
It is likely that joint pits would be located
approximately every 750 metres along the
onshore route. The joint pits are temporary
work areas used to connect lengths of cable.
Once the permanent connection between the
cables is made, the joint pits are completely
covered over and the ground restored. Only
on very rare occasions would the cables have
to be excavated to carry out a repair, for
example if a cable fault occurred.

A part-restored onshore cable route for the Gwynt y Môr
offshore wind farm

Horizontal Directional Drilling
Large obstacles such as watercourses, major
roads and railways may require Horizontal
Directional Drilling (HDD) and other drilling
techniques to be used. Compounds would be
established on either side of the obstacle and
through a process of progressively wider drills
a borehole is created underneath. Ducts are
pulled through the borehole allowing cables to
be pulled through the ducts. Once completed
the compounds are removed and the land is
restored. HDD avoids open-cut techniques and
can be used over limited distances to allow
cables to be buried deep under obstacles,
thereby minimising disruption to users. Ongoing maintenance of drilled assets is not
expected.

A joint pit during installation of cables in the Holderness
area for an offshore wind farm

Separate manholes set in a concrete slab
known as ‘link boxes’ would be located within
the vicinity of the joints to allow cable testing.
Where possible these will be located at field
boundaries.

Link boxes located on a field edge in the Holderness
area for an offshore wind farm cable route

HDD drill rig
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Drainage considerations
We will ensure that the contractor undertaking
the cable installation work will seek to install
the cables in such a way as to minimise any
long term effects on the land or to drainage
systems. Landowners are invited to provide
site specific information to assist us in correctly
identifying existing land drain systems. We will
also draw upon experience gained through
installing underground cables in other locations
where there is extensive land drainage.
Key stakeholder groups, including the
Environment Agency, Lincolnshire Wildlife
Trust, Natural England, Internal Drainage
Boards and the Highway Authority are being
invited to contribute local, specialist knowledge
to the process.
We will fully consult affected landowners and
occupiers on the design of land drainage for
the cable installation and for restoration, before
these works are begun. We will also give
landowners the opportunity to inspect the
drainage works as they progress. Accurate
records of existing and remedial drainage will
be made. Copies of these records will be
provided once construction is completed.
The cables will be installed under identified
field drains to allow maintenance on the drains
to be carried out in the future without disturbing
the cables.

A repaired land drain with electric cables below

We have sought specialist, local advice on
drainage design and methodology for the
installation of the cables and for restoration.
This advice will be used to inform our detailed
drainage design, along with information from
landowners and other key stakeholders.

Cable route
Temporary work areas will be required at
various intervals along the cable route to allow
for materials to be unloaded and stored. We
are currently reviewing locations for these. If
required, crossing points will be used in
suitable places so that livestock and farm
vehicles will be able to cross the cable route.
Once reinstated, there will be some restrictions
on the use of land above the cables. For
example, buildings would not be able to be
constructed and deep-rooted plant species will
not be able to be planted within a certain
distance.
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The onshore electricity substation
A new substation is required near to the
existing National Grid substation in Bicker Fen.
The new substation will connect to the existing
substation using underground cables.
Following our public consultation in 2013, we
selected the Blue zone as our preferred
substation location. We are continuing with
detailed design studies to determine the exact
details for the substation, including
landscaping, but we now know that the
footprint for the built infrastructure will be no
larger than 8.6 hectares (21.3 acres).
The substation will consist of buildings and
structures including transformers, reactive
power compensation equipment, switchgear,
busbars and control rooms. The tallest part of
the site would be up to 13 metres (43 feet)
high although, if required, lightning rods may
be taller.

The proposed location for the substation

–
–

–

–

careful planting of trees and shrubs
would form part of our plans to provide
effective screening;
a dedicated access road to the
substation from the A17 road would be
provided to avoid using local roads and
passing local residences;
the electrical equipment will be
designed to withstand flooding and may
need to be elevated. We will design site
drainage and flood mitigation around the
site;
noise produced by the electrical
equipment would be mitigated to ensure
there are no significant impacts. Noise
levels at the closest properties would be
at acceptable levels and will comply with
planning guidance.
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The onshore intermediate compound
A new intermediate electrical compound is
required along the route of the onshore cables
to optimise the amount of energy transmitted
through the cables.
Following our public consultation in 2013 we
selected the Brown Zone. Subsequently a
planning application for leisure development
on the south-western portion of the Brown
Zone was consented. More recently, a major
economic regeneration initiative known as the
‘Vision for Skegness’ was announced, which
includes retail and leisure facilities,
supermarkets, hotels and a bypass. Part of the
development would be located on the Brown
Zone, with the bypass directly over our cable
route. This ‘Vision for Skegness’ has received
local support. Since we do not wish to stand in
the way of local economic regeneration we
have reviewed our shortlisted zones and have
returned to our original conclusion that the Red
Zone is our preferred site. We are continuing
with detailed design studies to determine the
exact details for the intermediate compound,
including landscaping, but we now know that
the footprint for the built infrastructure will be
no larger than 1.8 hectares (4.4 acres).

The proposed location for the intermediate compound

The intermediate compound will include
equipment such as reactive power
compensation equipment, switchgear and
control rooms. The tallest part of the site would
be up to 13 metres (43 feet) high although
lightning rods, if required, may be taller.
– careful planting of trees and shrubs would
form part of our plans to provide effective
screening;
– the electrical equipment will be designed to
withstand flooding and may need to be
elevated. We will design site drainage and
flood mitigation around the site;
- noise produced by the electrical equipment
would be mitigated to ensure there are no
significant impacts. Noise levels at the
closest properties would be at acceptable
levels and will comply with planning
guidance.
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Landfall
The landfall is where offshore cables are
brought ashore to meet the onshore cables.
We have selected a landfall just north of
Anderby Creek. This area is relatively isolated
and would allow the section of offshore cables
coming ashore to be comparatively short.

Heavy offshore cables are floated from a
vessel to shore with the use of buoys. The
offshore cables are installed under the beach
using drilling techniques from the landward
side of the sea defence. The selected
methodology would ensure the sea defences
would not be breached. The onshore and
offshore cables would be joined inland, in
underground transition pits. After restoration,
manholes will permit maintenance access. The
area required for the transition pits would be
up to 0.75 hectares (1.8 acres).

Landfall drill rig at Gwynt y Mor Offshore Wind Farm

Landfall at Gwynt y Mor Offshore Wind Farm under
construction

Gwynt y Mor Offshore Wind Farm landfall construction,
prior to re-instatement.

Restored landfall transition pits
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FREQUENTLY ASKED
QUESTIONS
A number of landowners and occupiers have
asked us questions about the project and we
have collated some of them here. If you have
any further questions, please use the
accompanying questionnaire and return it to
Ardent.
Q1. Why does the infrastructure need to
come here?
The electrical infrastructure is needed to
transfer the home-grown renewable energy
from Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm to
hundreds of thousands of UK homes.

the cables installed in the ground. This
consideration will be based on a percentage of
the open market value of the land in question.
This fixed percentage rate will be comparable
with similar projects in the region and will be
applied along the entire cable route.
Reasonable compensation for crop loss and
other disturbance to farming activities will be
addressed on an individual basis after
construction.
There may also be a requirement for
temporary work areas or compounds, for which
we will negotiate.
Q3. When should we expect to see the wind
farm? What are the next steps?

Bicker Fen substation has been selected by
National Grid and ourselves as the connection
point for the Triton Knoll project. In order to
select the most appropriate sites for our
transmission infrastructure, we have
undertaken extensive studies and consulted
with statutory bodies and local communities.

The offshore wind turbines will not be installed
without securing consents for the electrical
system onshore and offshore. Our focus is
therefore to continue working on the planning
application for the onshore electrical
infrastructure needed to transfer the renewable
energy generated to the national grid.

We have listened to local communities - key
issues identified by local residents helped in
our selection of where the substation and
intermediate compound should go.

We will undertake environmental impact
assessments and will be holding a further
consultation on what the infrastructure will look
like in due course.

The preferred locations were selected by
balancing environmental, technical, economic
and engineering considerations alongside the
key issues identified by local residents.

We also will be contacting landowners to
discuss the development, and will look to work
closely with Boston Borough Council, East
Lindsey District Council, other statutory
consultees and local communities to develop
our proposals.

Not only did local knowledge carry weight in
the evaluation, it has crucially influenced the
design of the electrical system. For example,
we have now committed to build an alternative
construction road that avoids the village of
Bicker.
Regarding the cable route, we are currently
consulting with drainage boards, utilities, the
Environment Agency and others to finalise
where would be the most appropriate route for
our cables. We will endeavour to find the
shortest route possible and minimise impact on
drainage and existing infrastructure. We would
welcome your comments on the cable route –
please return your questionnaire.
Q2. How will we be compensated? Will my
neighbours get higher compensation than
me?
Landowners whose land is required to facilitate
the cable route will be paid a consideration for

Q4. How will you avoid damaging or
affecting field drains?
We appreciate that many landowners along
the Triton Knoll underground cable route are
concerned about the effect of cable installation
on land drainage. We recognise that the
quality of drainage design and installation is
key to the successful laying and reinstatement
of underground cables. Accordingly, we will
fully consult affected landowners on the design
of land drainage restoration and will give
landowners the opportunity to inspect the
drainage works as they progress. Experienced
drainage specialists will also be called upon to
provide assistance with the design.
Landowners have been invited to provide site
specific information to assist us in correctly
identifying existing land drain systems. The
cables will be installed under identified field
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drains to allow maintenance on the drains to
be carried out in the future without disturbing
the cables. For example, where field drains
have been identified at depths of 1.5 metres,
the cables will be installed below these drains.

cease until such a time that the young have
fledged or the nest is no longer active.

Accurate records of all existing and new
drainage will be kept, and affected landowners
will be given copies of these records once
installation of the cables is completed.

The installation of the cables will only result in
a temporary disturbance.

Q5. How will you avoid mixing subsoil with
topsoil when installing the cables?
Topsoil will be stripped back and stacked in a
tidy weather proof stockpile at the edge of the
cable easement.
The importance of keeping topsoil and subsoil
separate to prevent contamination is well
understood. In addition, there will be no
movement of topsoil between different fields or
sections.
Q6. Will we be able to cross the cable
trench to access land on the other side?
If required, crossing points will be used in
suitable places so that livestock and farm
vehicles will be able to cross the cable route.
Q7. How will you cross main drains, dykes
and roads?
Large obstacles such as watercourses, major
roads, railways may require Horizontal
Directional Drilling (HDD) and other drilling
techniques to be used.
HDD avoids open-cut techniques over limited
distances and allows cables to be buried deep
under obstacles, thereby minimising disruption
to users. On-going maintenance of drilled
assets is not expected.
Q8. How will you prevent disturbance to
birds?
To minimise any potential disturbance to
ground nesting birds during installation, it is
possible to clear suitable habitat outside of the
breeding bird season, which prevents birds
from nesting in these areas.
If it is not achievable to clear suitable habitat
outside of the breeding bird season, then
clearance within the season can be supervised
by an ecologist to check for active bird nests
immediately prior to clearance. If an active
nest is discovered, then work in that area will

Q9. Will the cable route affect the local
ecology?

It is highly unlikely therefore that the cable
route will have a significant or long term impact
on the local ecology.
We have undertaken surveys for protected
species and will continue to consult with
Natural England, Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust
and other organisations to ensure that the
infrastructure will have minimal impact on
ecology.
Q10. Will the cable route affect hedgerows
and trees?
The cable route has been designed to avoid
direct contact with hedgerows and woodlands
where possible.
Where hedgerow removal is necessary, we will
replant hedgerows with at least the same
number of species than that removed.
Any hedgerow removal will take place in
phases to enable species to relocate to other
sites nearby. Linear structures will be placed
on the sites of removed hedgerows so bats
can continue to navigate when foraging.
Q11. Will farmers still be able to farm over
the cable route?
The cables will be buried to a depth that allows
normal farming to continue once the ground is
reinstated.
The installation of the cables will result only in
a temporary disturbance and the land will be
reinstated.
Once reinstated, there will be some restrictions
on the use of land above the cables, as with
similar underground infrastructure projects. For
example, buildings would not be able to be
constructed and deep-rooted plant species will
not be able to be planted within a certain
distance.
Q12. Will I be able to connect my house/
farm/ business to Triton Knoll’s cables?
The cables, substation and any other
infrastructure will be designed to only carry the
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power generated by Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm and connect it to the national electricity
network. Due to the way the national electricity
network is operated, it is not possible for
individual homes or businesses to connect into
Triton Knoll’s electrical system.
The power transmitted by Triton Knoll’s cables
is too high for individual use (up to 220,000
volts). The electricity from Triton Knoll will only
go to the national electricity network operated
by National Grid and transmitted through
overhead lines at 400,000 volts wherever the
demand is. The electricity voltage is then
stepped-down many times through transformer
substations before being distributed to houses
and businesses by the local Distribution
Network Operator (DNO).
New private connections to the national
electricity network are organised by the
relevant DNO. If you require a new electricity
connection you should contact your DNO.

FURTHER INFORMATION
For background about the project and
more information please visit our website
at:
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
or email the team directly using:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
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TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM
Information for Landowners and Occupiers
Summer 2013
Following recent consultation on Triton
Knoll’s electrical system which ended
in April, RWE npower renewables has
selected the preferred locations for the
electrical infrastructure needed to
transfer the renewable energy to the
grid.
The preferred location for the intermediate
compound has been identified near Skegness
and the substation in Bicker Fen. RWE npower
renewables are now in a position to propose a
60m wide cable route, which would allow the
export of the electricity from the wind farm to
the national grid connection point at Bicker
Fen.
Below is the proposed cable route and we
would like to work with you to help refine it
where required.
As a landowner or occupier, you may be
affected by our proposal and we would like to
give you as much information as possible
about us as a company and about our Triton

The onshore cable route

Knoll offshore wind farm project and its
associated onshore infrastructure. We have
compiled some information below from our
experience on other projects about how we
intend to carry out the works on the land. We
will be able to provide more specific
information as our engineering and
environmental studies are being progressed,
so don’t hesitate to get in touch.
Our appointed chartered surveyors, Ardent,
will be your first point of contact through the
negotiation process, so please return the
attached questionnaire to them at your earliest
convenience. Plans of the cable route are
provided in this pack to allow you to identify
your land. We would be grateful if you could
return the enclosed questionnaire to Ardent
using the pre-paid envelope provided. The
cable route in and out of the intermediate
compound and the substation, and at the
landfall, will be refined as the locations of
infrastructure become more precise within the
zones. Your land may or may not be selected
in the end, this is why it is important to return
the questionnaire.

RWE npower renewables

TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL
SYSTEM
Triton Knoll’s onshore electrical system, which
will connect the electricity generated by the
offshore wind turbines to the national grid, will
include:
–
–

–
–

underground onshore cables;
a landfall in the area north of Anderby
Creek, where the offshore cables are
connected to the onshore cables;
an onshore electricity substation in the
Bicker Fen area near Boston, and;
an intermediate electrical compound
located near Skegness in East Lindsey.

A map is included on the previous page to
show the cable route and the selected zones
for the onshore substation and the
intermediate electrical compound.
We aim to submit our planning application for
the electrical system in 2014. We intend to
reach agreement with landowners by way of
option agreements to secure the necessary
rights. Heads of Terms will be issued to
affected landowners and their appointed
representatives later this year. It is our strong
preference to reach mutual agreement with all
affected parties. However, we will have the
ability to seek compulsory rights for any land or
rights required by the project should mutual
agreement not be possible.

Open Trenching
The ground would be open cut to install three
main ducts for electrical cables and smaller
ones for fibre optics. Each electrical cable duct
is made of plastic or concrete and is a
maximum of 250mm in diameter. The ducts
are surrounded by a heat-dissipating
stabilising material which allows for more
efficient electrical transmission and are
overlaid with protective boards a minimum of
75mm above to stop activities such as drilling.
The boards are buried at a minimum depth of
900mm in agricultural land, which allows
normal farming practices to continue. In some
areas the boards could be deeper. The topsoil
is reinstated and a warning tape is buried
100mm above the boards to indicate the
presence and location of the cables below.

Open trenching for ducting installation

We have compiled some information about the
required works below. We hope you’ll find it
useful.

Underground Cabling
The underground cables will require a route
width of 60 metres.
–
–
–
–
–
–

up to eight cable circuits required, each
circuit occupying a single trench;
working area fenced off during
construction;
dedicated temporary haul road to permit
access to the cable corridor;
majority of route likely to be opentrenched
with major obstacles such as roads,
railway lines and water courses drilled
under to allow cable installation;
land restored after completion and
returned to former use.

Ducting installation

A part restored onshore cable route for the Gwynt y Môr
offshore wind farm
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Horizontal Directional Drilling
Large obstacles such as watercourses, major
roads, railways may require Horizontal
Directional Drilling (HDD) and other drilling
techniques to be used. Compounds are
established on either side of the obstacle and
through a process of progressively wider drills
a small borehole is created underneath. Ducts
are pulled through the borehole allowing
cables to be pulled through. Once completed
the compounds are removed and the land is
restored. HDD avoids open-cut techniques
over limited distances and allows cables to be
buried deep under obstacles, thereby
minimising disruption to users. On-going
maintenance of drilled assets is not expected.

Jointing Pits
It is likely that jointing pits would be located
approximately every 750 metres along the
onshore route to connect each length of cable.
With the ducts pre-installed, the cables can be
pulled through without further disruption to the
land. Under normal operational conditions the
jointing pits are the only locations which the
maintenance teams would require access to
during the life of the wind farm. Only on very
rare occasions would we possibly have to
excavate the cables and ducts to carry out a
repair, for example if a cable fault occurred.
Constructed of concrete, the pits are buried in
the ground and once restored will be
completely covered. Separate manholes set in
a concrete slab would be located within the
vicinity of the joints to allow cable testing.
Where possible these will be located at field
boundaries.

Drainage considerations
We will ensure that the contractor undertaking
the cable installation work will seek to install
the cables in such a way as to minimise any
long term effects on the land or to drainage
systems. Landowners are invited to provide
site specific information to assist us in correctly
identifying existing land drain systems. We will
also draw upon experience gained through

Indicative cross-section of maximum width cable corridor

installing underground cables in other locations
where there is extensive land drainage.
Key stakeholder groups, including the
Environment Agency, Lincolnshire Wildlife
Trust, Natural England, local landowners and
the Highway Authority are being invited to
contribute local, specialist knowledge to the
process.
We will fully consult affected landowners and
occupiers on all aspects of land drainage
restoration and will give you the opportunity to
inspect the drainage works as they progress.
The design of drainage schemes will be
agreed with landowners and occupiers and
accurate records kept. Copies of these records
will be provided once construction is
completed. We will also seek involvement from
the Internal Drainage Boards.
The cables will be installed under identified
field drains to allow maintenance on the drains
to be carried out in the future without disturbing
the cables.

Cable route
Temporary work areas will be required at
various intervals along the cable route to allow
for materials to be unloaded and stored. We
are currently reviewing locations for these. If
required, crossing points will be used in
suitable places so that livestock and farm
vehicles will be able to cross the cable route.
Once reinstated, there will be some restrictions
on the use of land above the cables. For
example, buildings would not be able to be
constructed and deep-rooted plant species will
not be able to be planted within a certain
distance.
The onshore electrical system is likely to be
built in phases. The ducts will be installed in
the first phase, meaning that the cables can be
pulled through in subsequent phases without
disrupting the land. Each phase may be
separated by up to 3 years.

RWE npower renewables

The Onshore Electricity
Substation
A new substation is required in the
vicinity of the existing National Grid
substation in Bicker Fen, to which it
will connect by underground cables.
Following our consultation, we have
now selected our preferred
substation zone location and will
commence more detail design study
to determine the exact land take, including
landscaping, and exact orientation within the
zone.

Indicative intermediate compound layout

–
The footprint of the substation will be 20
hectares (49.4 acres). The substation will
consist of buildings and structures including
transformers, reactive power compensation
equipment, switchgear, busbars and control
rooms. The tallest part of the site would be up
to 15 metres (49 feet) high although, if
required, lightning rods may be taller.
–
–
–

flood mitigation around the site;
noise produced by the electrical
equipment would be mitigated using
noise barriers within the compound area
to ensure there are no significant
impacts. Noise levels at the closest
properties would be at acceptable levels
and will comply with planning guidance.

careful planting of trees and shrubs
would form part of our plans to provide
effective screening;
the electrical equipment and the access
roads will be designed to withstand
flooding and may need to be elevated.
We would design site drainage and

Indicative substation layout
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The Onshore Intermediate
Compound
A new intermediate electrical
compound is required along the
route of the onshore cables to
optimise the amount of energy
generated. Following our
consultation we have now
selected the location for our
intermediate electrical
compound. We will now commence more
detailed design studies to determine the exact
land take, including landscaping, and exact
orientation within the selected zone.
The intermediate compound will be 3 hectares
(7.4 acres) in size and will comprise equipment
such as reactive power compensation
equipment, switchgear and control rooms. The
tallest part of the site would be up to 15 metres
(49 feet) high although lightning rods, if
required, may be taller.
– careful planting of trees and shrubs would
form part of our plans to provide effective
screening;
– the electrical equipment and the access
roads will be designed to withstand flooding
and may need to be elevated. We would
design site drainage and flood mitigation
around the site;

Indicative intermediate compound layout

-

noise produced by the electrical equipment
would be mitigated using noise barriers
within the compound area to ensure there
are no significant impacts. Noise levels at
the closest properties would be at
acceptable levels and will comply with
planning guidance.

RWE npower renewables

Landfall
The landfall is where offshore cables are
brought ashore to meet the onshore cables.
We have selected a landfall just North of
Anderby Creek. This area is relatively isolated
and would allow the section of offshore cables
coming ashore to be relatively short.
Heavy offshore cables are floated from the
vessel to shore with the use of buoys. The
offshore cables are installed under the beach
using either drilling or open-cut techniques.
The selected methodology would ensure the
sea defences would not be breached. The
onshore and offshore cables would be joined
inland, in below-ground transition pits. After
restoration, manholes will permit maintenance
access. The area required for the transition
pits is 0.75 hectares (1.8 acres).

Restored landfall transition pits

FURTHER INFORMATION
For more background into the project and
to view our frequently asked questions
please visit our website at:
www.npower-renewables/tritonknoll
or email:
Tritonknoll@npower-renewables.com

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 3A: Draft SoCC Document
April 2015
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Statement of Community
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1.

Statement of Community Consultation document

1.1

This document sets out the consultation process that will be undertaken for the Triton Knoll
Electrical System (TKES). It will be made available to the public and explains the objectives and
the key elements of the consultation.

1.2

The Planning Act 2008 (the Act) requires developers to undertake pre-application consultation
before submitting an application for a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP). As
part of this the developer is required to prepare a Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC)
explaining how consultation will be carried out with the local community. Section 47 (2) of the
Act requires that the SoCC is agreed with the local planning authorities within whose area the
development will be located. In this case the relevant local authorities are Lincolnshire County
Council (LCC), East Lindsey District Council (ELDC) and Boston Borough Council (BBC).

1.3

Since elements of TKES are located offshore, and in line with guidance published by the
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG), the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO), has also been consulted on the SoCC.

1.4

Consultation on the proposed development will also take place with other statutory stakeholders
(under the provisions of section 42 of the Act) but details of this are outside the scope of this
document, which deals solely with the community consultation under Section 47 of the Act.

1.5

This document comprises the ‘Consultation Documents’ for the purposes of section 47(3) and
(4) of the Act.

2. Triton Electrical System Background
2.1

TKES is an essential part of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF). On 11 July 2013,
the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change (SoS) granted consent for the TKOWF
offshore array and consent is now to be sought for the Electrical System, which includes the
offshore export cables, Landfall works, onshore cables, and an Intermediate Electrical
Compound (IEC) and Substation.

2.2

Following a request from TKOWFL, the SoS issued a direction in November 2013 that the
Electrical System works should be treated as development for which development consent is
required and determined under the Planning Act 2008.

2.3

Non-statutory consultation, which is not a requirement of the Act, has already taken place for
elements of TKES. In March 2013, the Alternatives Consultation was held to assist TKOWFL to
determine the most suitable location of the Substation and the IEC. A Cable Route Consultation
was held between 3 February to 16 March 2014. These consultations have influenced the
development of the project and the preparation of the Environmental Statememt.

3. Triton Knoll Electrical System project overview
3.1

There are two key elements to the TKES project, the onshore works and the offshore works. For
the purposes of this document, offshore means any point on the seaward side of the mean high
water springs tide level and includes the Landfall where the offshore electricity export cables
come onshore.

3.2

The offshore elements of TKES required to connect the offshore wind farm to the national grid
will include:
•

up to 6 circuits of offshore buried electricity cables, approximately 64km in length – these
cables will run from the offshore substation platforms to come ashore at the Landfall at
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Anderby Creek. Each circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all 6 trenches will be
located within a corridor approximately 1100m wide; and
•
3.3

secondary cable protection for short discrete lengths of cable where adequate burial is not
achievable or where joints between cable lengths are required.
The onshore elements include:

•

up to six buried cable transition pits of approximately 20m x 3m, located at Anderby Creek
where the offshore cables will pass below the flood defences using horizontal directional drill
and joined to the onshore cables;

•

up to 6 circuits of approximately 60km of onshore underground electrical cables from the
transition pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each circuit will be buried within a separate
trench, all 6 trenches will be located within a corridor approximately 60m wide;

•

an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation) located at Bicker Fen, required to transform the
electricity generated by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage suitable for connection to the
national grid. The footprint of the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares (21.2 acres) excluding
landscaping;

•

an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located on the onshore cable route near Orby. The
IEC is needed to ensure voltage stability and system efficiency. The footprint of the IEC will be
approximately 1.76 hectares (4.3 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage;

•

additional onshore underground cables, to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid
substation; and

•

landscaping and drainage at both Substation and IEC.

3.4

The Electrical System works will allow the electricity generated at Triton Knoll to be connected
to the national high-voltage electricity transmission system – the national grid. This is operated
1
by National Grid , which is responsible for developing and maintaining an efficient, co-ordinated
and economical GB electricity transmission system. National Grid is also responsible for
determining where it is appropriate for power generation projects such as TKOWF to connect to
the transmission system.

3.5

National Grid has determined that TKOWF should connect at the existing substation at Bicker
Fen near Boston.

4. The consenting regime and policy context
4.1

Following the direction issued by the SoS, the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical
System is a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) which requires consent under
the Planning Act 2008. An application will be made under the Act for a Development Consent
Order (DCO).

4.2

The Act places a statutory duty on TKOWFL to undertake consultation with the community and
to take account of any responses received in finalising the application. For example, as a result
of the consultation responses received we may provide more information, seek to reduce
identified impacts, include additional mitigation (such as landscaping or restoring affected land
after construction) or amend the design of certain aspects of the project to take account of any
concerns raised. It is therefore important that local communities get involved with the
consultation and make their views known, so we understand and can address issues and

1

National Grid in this document means the company National Grid Electricity Transmission Limited.
‘national grid’ is the name of the electricity network itself.
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concerns, Equally, consultation responses may be influential in determining how the application
is examined.
4.3

The primary policy for the determination of NSIPs is set out in the National Policy Statements
(NPSs). The NPSs relevant to the application are EN-1 – Overarching Energy, EN-3 –
Renewable Energy and EN-5 – Electricity Networks.

5. Community consultation
5.1

The objectives of the formal consultation on the Electrical System are to:
•

inform community stakeholders about the various elements of the project in a clear and
concise way;

•

provide information on an inclusive basis to all sections of the relevant communities; and

•

provide an opportunity for local people to influence and comment on the formal proposals.

5.2

Once finalised the SoCC (a draft of which is in Appendix 1) will be published in full. TKOWFL is
required to comply with the SoCC in carrying out its consultation with local communities TKES.

5.3

Following the consultation, TKOWFL will review all responses received and consider whether:

5.4

•

any additional information needs to be provided;

•

changes are needed to the project to further reduce or minimise impacts; and

•

any additional mitigation is required.
TKOWFL is aware that it can be confusing if different consultations take place at the same time.
Other major consultations being held in the area will be considered during the formal
consultation process for the Electrical System to ensure that any confusion and potential
consultation fatigue are kept to a minimum. TKOWFL is aware of the Heckington Fen Wind Park
Grid Connection which also connects into the Bicker Fen National Grid substation and is being
taken forward as an NSIP. No information is available for the timing of the formal consultation
with the public of the project at this time but TKOWFL will seek to co-ordinate its consultation
with any undertaken for that project.

6. Agreement of the SoCC and consultation process
6.1

The Act (Section 47) requires TKOWFL to undertake public consultation with people living and
working in the ‘vicinity’ of TKES.

6.2

The SoCC sets out how we propose to communicate with the various communities. The draft
SoCC and this document will be consulted upon with East Lindsey District Council (ELDC),
Boston Borough Council (BBC) and Lincolnshire County Council (LCC) as required by s42(1) of
the Act because the Landfall, the underground cables, the IEC and the Substation would be
located within their boundaries.

6.3

The views of the Marine Management Organisation (MMO) will be sought about the
consultation strategy for the offshore elements of the Electrical System.

6.4

It is important that the pre-application consultation is directed at those that are likely to be
affected by the various elements of the project. As a result TKOWFL has sought to define an
appropriate ‘vicinity’ for the consultation process and this is an important focus of this
document. The level of consultation in each area has been designed to be appropriate to the
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potential impacts of the scheme at those locations; for each of the elements of the Electrical
System works the vicinity for consultation defined for TKES community consultation is set out in
Section 9 of this document.

7. Publishing the SoCC
7.1

Section 47(6) of the Act requires that:
Once the applicant has prepared the SoCC, the applicant must publish it –

7.2

(a)

in a newspaper circulating in the vicinity of the land, and

(b)

in such other manner as may be prescribed.

TKOWFL will publish the SoCC in the following newspapers, in the form of a single public notice
advertisement. The publications proposed have been chosen to advertise widely the
consultation to potentially affected communities, both onshore and offshore.

Publication

Distribution

Purpose

Boston
Standard

Includes areas around Boston including
Bicker, Swineshead and Heckington

To ensure adequate coverage in the
Boston Area.
To capture the areas for the Substation,
and cable route.

Louth Leader

Includes areas near Louth including Anderby

To ensure adequate coverage in the
Louth area.
To capture the areas for the Landfall,
IEC and cable route.

Skegness
Standard and
the local edition
- The Spilsby
Standard

Includes the towns of Skegness, Louth,
Orby, Spalding, Alford, Spilsby

To ensure adequate coverage in
Skegness ands Spilsby area.

East Coast
Target

To ensure adequate coverage in towns and
villages along the coast from Boston up to
Mablethorpe and inland across the Wolds.

To capture the areas for the Landfall,
IEC, Substation and cable route.

Fairplay

UK and international shipping industry

To capture offshore users.

Fishing News

Commercial fishing industry

To capture offshore users.

To capture the areas for the IEC and
cable route.

Table 1 - Publications in which the SoCC will be advertised

7.3

The SoCC will also be available on RWE Innogy UK’s Triton Knoll web pages
(www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll)
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8. Non-statutory Consultation
8.1

Consultation has already been carried out on elements of the project with members of the
public and consultees. This non-statutory consultation is not a requirement of the Act, but has
shaped the proposal for TKES and comments received have been taken into account as
described below.

8.2

The Alternatives Consultation was designed to assist TKOWFL to determine which one of four
identified zones (Blue, Green, Purple and Orange) should be chosen for the Substation location
near Bicker Fen and one of three zones (Brown, Red and Yellow) for the IEC along the onshore
cable route.

8.3

The consultation material consisted of newsletters, questionnaires, site booklets, site reports
and public exhibitions. Local, Parish, Ward and County Councils, statutory and non-statutory
bodies, and members of the public were invited to participate in the consultation. The
th
consultation commenced on 19th February 2013 and ran until 5 April 2013, but responses
th
th
th
were accepted until 30 April 2013. Public exhibitions took place between 5 and 13 March.

8.4

888 people attended the public exhibitions during this nine day period. 364 individual comments
were received via questionnaire, email or letter. Responses were also received from
Lincolnshire County Council, ELDC, BBC, NKDC, Parish Councils, statutory consultees such as
the Environment Agency and non-statutory consultees such as Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust.

8.5

The Cable Route Consultation was held between 3 February to 16 March 2014.
Questionnaires were sent to landowners along the route and the public were given the
opportunity to make comments through a questionnaire on the Triton Knoll website. During the
cable route consultation, representatives from parish councils along the cable route were invited
to meetings with the TKOWF project team to provide a project update and information on the
cable route consultation.

8.6

Consultation responses from the cable route consultaiton have been included in the design of
the cable route, which will be presented at the statutory consultation.

8.7

Landowner focused exhibitions are planned for July 2014 to ensure that landowners have the
opportunity to speak to staff and understand the proposals in greater detail before the statutory
consultation commences in the autumn.

th

th

9. Scope of the statutory community consultation
9.1

The statutory consultation planned for TKOWF is set out below in more detail. It has been
designed to follow on and develop the non-statutory consultation already undertaken as set out
in Section 8.

9.2

TKOWFL will carry out statutory consultation on the offshore cables, the Landfall, the IEC, the
Substation and the onshore underground electrical cables. This will involve setting out further
detail of the proposals for the TKES and consulting with the relevant communities to gain their
comments on the proposals.

9.3

As members of the public, landowners and other stakeholders have already been consulted on
the siting of key elements of the project, this consultation will focus on issues surrounding the
construction methodology and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts
from arising.

9.4

Key consultation documents will include the Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) and
details of the principles that could be applied to the design and construction of TKES. These
documents will be available during the consultation which will give members of the public an
opportunity to engage with us.
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9.5

Guidance from The Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) on preapplication consultation requires that:
“consultation must happen at a sufficiently early stage to allow consultees a real opportunity to
influence the proposals.”

9.6

The consultation will focus on people in the ‘vicinity’ of both the onshore and offshore elements
of the Electrical System who may be directly or indirectly affected by the proposals. TKOWFL
will also put in place mechanisms so that the wider community can contribute to the process, if
they wish to. Details are given in Section 10.

Defining ‘the vicinity’
9.7

Guidance from the DCLG on the pre-application consultation process states that:

“In most communities developers will need to strike a balance between consulting those who
are significantly affected by proposals (i.e. those identified in section 42 of the Act) and
consulting a wider group of local people who will not be directly affected, but who will have a
reasonable fear that they might be, or will have strong feelings about a project. This second
category may include people who live in the proximity of the development, but not close
enough to be physically affected by it, people who are likely to be affected by wider impacts of
the development, or who are users of, or visitors to the area.”
9.8

the guidance also states that:

“We also recognise that, whilst consultation should be thorough and effective, there will be a
variety of possible approaches to discharging the requirements, and that consultation will need
to be proportionate.”
9.9

The following section identifies how we have decided on the ‘vicinity’ for our consultation, based
on the potential impacts of TKES.

Potential Impacts of the project
9.10 The consultation will be proportionate to the impacts of the project, which are summarised
below:
•

temporary impacts offshore during construction and decommissioning, including disturbance to
marine users, ecological receptors and seabed habitats;

•

temporary disturbance onshore during construction to users of the beach at the Landfall and to
traffic along the cable route and at the IEC and Substation locations;

•

temporary noise and visual impacts during construction of the Landfall, cable route, IEC and
Substation;

•

offshore impacts on the seabed during operation from cable protection, where required;

•

onshore impacts during operation, including visual impact and noise of the IEC and Substation;

•

benefits, including the creation of jobs during construction and operation;
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contribution to reducing carbon dioxide emissions and securing energy supplies.

•

Consultation boundaries
9.11 The consultation boundaries as set out below define those living closest to the infrastructure
and how they will be targeted directly with information and asked for their comments. Other
communities will receive information via the local media and publication of the SoCC and they
will be able to respond using a number of methods if they have comments on the proposed
infrastructure.
9.12 TKOWFL’s current noise predictions suggest that the IEC and the Substation could have a
potential impact on receptors up to 400 metres (1313 feet) away. Visual impacts are also
expected to be one of the key concerns of the community. Therefore, we have set the
Substation and IEC consultation boundary at 3 kilometres (km) (1.86 miles) from the boundary
of the proposed sites and within 200m (657 feet) of current potential access routes from the
nearest ‘A’ road.
9.13 TKOWFL’s cable route and consultation boundary will extend to 400m either side of the outer
edge of the cable route corridor, Landfall, and transition pits. This reflects a consultation
distance considered adequate for this type of development.
9.14 Using the consultation boundaries the following consultees will be identified and contacted
directly:
•

Local residents, businesses and organisations with postcodes within the consultation
boundaries for the infrastructure as described above;

•

Members of British and European Parliaments with local constituencies wholly or partly within
any of the consultation boundaries;

•

District and County Councillors with wards/divisions wholly or partly within any of the
consultation boundaries;

•

Fishermen and other marine users

9.15 A further, extensive list of non-statutory consultees will also be consulted at this stage, details of
which are included below.
9.16 Further details of who we will consult with are in Section 10: How we will consult.

Statutory and Non-statutory consultees
9.17 At the same time as consulting with local communities, TKOWFL will consult with statutory and
technical consultees. Statutory bodies are defined and will be consulted as set out under
Section 42 of the Act and supporting legislation and are also advised to applicants on a case by
case basis. However, they typically include bodies such as (but not limited to):
•

Regional planning bodies

•

Strategic health authorities

•

Natural England

•

Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission for England (English Heritage)

•

Environment Agency

•

Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment

•

Parish councils
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•

Relevant fire and police authorities

•

Maritime and Coastguard Agency

•

Marine Management Organisation

9.18 In addition to the identified statutory consultees, TKOWFL has identified a number of additional
non-statutory groups and bodies which it thinks could provide valuable input to the consultation
process and will be included in the consultation with the statutory bodies. A list of proposed
consultees appears in Appendix 2.
9.19 Pre-application guidance identifies that there may be technical consultees who could provide
useful input to the consultation process. It is important that these consultees are provided with
sufficiently technical information to provide an appropriate response; however it is also
important that non-technical groups have clear and straightforward information about the
proposals.
9.20 It is therefore proposed to include all non-statutory groups and bodies in the Section 47
community consultation. They will therefore receive non-technical information which will be
supplied to communities. However it will be made clear how they can get more detailed
information if they require additional information.
9.21 There are important groups of directly and indirectly affected users of the sea such as dredging
and oil and gas companies, commercial fishing representative bodies and shipping interests,
who also need to be consulted. These non-statutory consultees are included in Appendix 2.

Hard-to-reach groups
9.22 The pre-application guidance states that it is important for developers to identify any hard-toreach groups in the areas where consultation is occurring.
9.23 It was identified during preliminary SoCC discussions with LCC, ELDC and BCC that the key
hard-to-reach group was the significant proportion of the population who are elderly and who
are unlikely to have access to the internet and may have relatively low mobility. For this reason
we will be holding public exhibitions close to the IEC, Substation and Landfall locations and at
locations along the cable route. We will also lodge all our consultation documents in local
libraries and distribute key documents to parish clerks.
9.24 We will also include in the SoCC a clear statement about how people can obtain a large print or
audio versions of the Statement.
9.25 A dedicated phone line will be available for members of the public to speak to the project team.
9.26 We will ensure that that consultation pages and other information on our website are easy to
navigate and information can be accessed easily.
9.27 Any venues chosen for exhibitions and any other public events will have disabled access.

10

10. How we will consult
10.1 TKOWFL will invite communities and interested parties to view, discuss and comment on the
Electrical System proposals using a variety of communication tools. We will endeavour to
ensure that public consultation is effective so that members of the community understand the
project and have the opportunity to express their views. We will provide clear and concise
information about the project and its impacts throughout the pre-application consultation
process, to enable constructive consultation to take place.
10.2 The consultees listed in Appendix 2 will be contacted by post (determined using Royal Mail
postcode database) and they will be sent relevant questionnaires and other consultation
documents. Response mechanisms will put in place to allow the questionnaire to be returned by
post or on-line. A telephone information line will also be available.
10.3 We will carry out consultation with local communities specifically on issues surrounding the
construction methodology and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts
arising from the construction and operation of TKES. Consultation documents including
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) will be available as part of the consultation.
10.4 Outside the targeted consultation TKOWFL will announce the commencement of the
consultation by issuing information to local media using a press release and by making
information available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages.
10.5 The following consultees will receive questionnaires and newsletters by post and will also be
able to obtain information via the other communication methods listed in Section 11:
•

Those residents and businesses with postcodes located within the consultation boundary for
the IEC, Substation, Landfall and along the cable route (determined using Royal Mail
postcode database).

•

Those listed in Appendix 2.

•

Any individual or organisation that responds to the advertisement of the SoCC; responds to
general media notifications concerning community consultations or who otherwise records
their interest in engaging in consultation.

10.6 A key consultation activity will be the public exhibitions, details of which are given in Section
11.
10.7 In addition to the posting of newsletters, the consultees listed in Section 9, will be made aware
of the project via:
•

posters in local communities;

•

notices issued to local media;

•

the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages;

•

information provided to local elected representatives; and

•

information provided to local parish councils.

10.8 The Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages will be developed during the pre-application
consultation process and a dedicated telephone contact number, postal address and e-mail
address will also be made available.

11. Communication tools
11.1 A range of communication tools will be used to disseminate information to the public and
consultees. These include the following:
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•

•

•

•

Information provided by TKOWFL:
•

Newsletters – Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System newsletters will be
sent by post to those local communities most likely to be affected. The newsletters will
also be made available to wider communities through a range of community outlets.
Copies will also be available on request from RWE Innogy UK and at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

•

Website - www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll will be updated during consultation
process and the application process. The website will explain what we are consulting
about, advertise the public exhibitions, include electronic copies of the newsletters
and will have a facility to allow people to seek information and contact us on-line via
an enquiry form.

•

Preliminary Environmental Information – this will be in the form of a draft
Environmental Statement which will contain all the results and assessment of various
environmental and technical surveys undertaken by TKOWFL which will form part of
the application.

Opportunities to speak to the project team and ask questions:
•

Public exhibitions - to be held in Anderby, Orby, Skegness, Stickney and Bicker.
They will be open exhibitions where people will be able to view details of the proposal,
talk to the project team and submit their comments. The exhibitions will be held at
publicly accessible locations. People will be informed about the venues and dates
when the events are organised. This will be through a range of communication
channels including via the Triton Knoll website and media notifications in the local
press.

•

Points of contact – a dedicated Triton Knoll postal address, telephone message
service (using an answer phone system) and email address will be set up.

•

On-going liaison with marine users - including general and issue-specific meetings,
newsletters and direct contact with relevant individuals and organisations about the
proposals.

Opportunities for members of the pubic and consultees to provide feedback to us:
•

Questionnaire – sent to local communities during the consultation process, as
detailed in Section 10.5. The questionnaire will include detailed information about
Electrical System proposals and will ask specific questions about elements of the
infrastructure including aspects relating to the design of the infrastructure.

•

Comments forms – comments forms will be available for people to record views
when they attend the public exhibitions. The questionnaire will encourage local
communities to make their views known about the proposals. People can also
complete the on-line form via the website at any time, send their comments to the
dedicated postal address or call the telephone message line.

Updates with elected representatives:
•

•

Elected representative engagement (including information for parish councils) –
TKOWFL will offer updates and briefings for local politicians about the Electrical
Infrastructure to ensure they have all of the relevant facts. The opportunity to
comment on the project will feed into the consultation process.

Media announcements and public documents:
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•

Media - press releases will be issued during the consultation process including details
about the questionnaire and the public exhibitions.

•

Lodging of documents in public – It may not be sufficient to place documents solely
at local libraries or key council offices. Parish Councils are best placed to determine
where their community members will be able to access information most readily. We
therefore propose to provide parish clerks with a copy of key consultation documents
including:

−

the published Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC);

−

questionnaires and newsletters issued to local communities; and

−

any other relevant advertisements or documents about TKES.

What we will do with the consultation
11.2 All consultation responses received will be recorded and considered. TKOWFL, and its project
team, will carefully consider all issues raised during the pre-application consultation period.
11.3 Responses received after the consultation deadline will be accepted and considered wherever
possible.
11.4 We will produce a Consultation Report which will form part of our Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm Electrical System application.
11.5 The Consultation Report will summarise all the consultation undertaken, the responses received
and how these have influenced the final proposal.

12. Consultation summary
12.1 During the pre-application consultation process, the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm website
will be updated with relevant information as it becomes available. The dedicated contact
methods (telephone, postal and e-mail) will be available throughout the pre-application and
post-application periods.

Media communications
12.2 Liaising with local media, proactively sending out press releases and reactively responding to
media enquiries will begin when the statutory consultation period starts in the autumn and will
continue during the consultation period and beyond.
12.3 The consultation will be carried out as follows as shown in Figure 1 below:
•

advertise the commencement of the consultation in the SoCC;

•

questionnaires sent to local stakeholders about the Electrical System. Questionnaires will also
be available on the website;

•

issue press release to local media;

•

newsletters issued providing information about the consultation;

•

local media briefings about the proposals accompanied by press releases;

•

elected representative engagement;

•

public exhibitions;

•

newsletters issued following the consultation and setting out the next steps;

•

information and updates on the project website; and
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•

On-going liaison with communities.
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Figure 1: Consultation diagram
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13. Further information

For more information about RWE Innogy UK or our plans for Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm you can
contact us.
Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Web:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

Post:

FREEPOST, XXXXXXX
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
01793 474 013

Telephone:
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Appendix 1 - Draft Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC)

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd
Statement of Community Consultation
Triton Knoll Electrical System

Introduction
RWE Innogy UK is publishing this Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) on behalf of Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) for the proposed Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES).
This statement explains how we will consult with the local community including residents, businesses,
organisations and users of the area. The consultation will take place from X September to X October
2014.

Objectives
The objectives of the consultation are:
•

to inform local people about our proposals in a clear and concise way;

•

inform people about the infrastructure required for The Electrical System;

•

to provide an opportunity for local people to put forward their ideas and to give an opportunity
to influence the proposals;

•

to provide an opportunity for local people to meet face-to-face with RWE Innogy UK staff who
are involved in the development; and

•

to explain how we will respond to local people.

Background
On 11 July 2013, The Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change granted consent for the
offshore array of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF). The offshore site is approximately 33
kilometres (km) (20.5 miles) off the coast of Lincolnshire, 46km (28.5 miles) off the coast of north
Norfolk and 48km (29.8 miles) off the nearest point on the East Riding of Yorkshire coast. Consent is
now sought for TKES, which includes offshore export cables, the Landfall, onshore underground
cables an onshore electrical Substation (Substation) and an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC)
along the onshore cable route (see Figures 1 and 2).
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Consultation took place in March 2013 to identified the most suitable location for the IEC and
Substation.
In November 2013, the Secretary of State issued a direction that the TKES was of national signficance
and could be consented under the Planning Act.
th

th

A Cable Route Consultation was held between 3 February to 16 March 2014. Questionnaires were
sent to landowners along the route and the public were given the opportunity to make comments
through a questionnaire on the Triton Knoll website.

Project Description: Triton Knoll Electrical System
The offshore elements of TKES required to connect the offshore wind farm to the national grid will
include:
•

up to 6 circuits of offshore buried electricity cables, approximately 64km in length – these
cables will run from the offshore substation platforms to come ashore at the Landfall at
Anderby Creek. Each circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all 6 trenches will be
located within a corridor approximately 1100m wide; and

•

secondary cable protection for short discrete lengths of cable where adequate burial is not
achievable or where joints between cable lengths are required.

The onshore elements include:
•

up to six buried cable transition pits of approximately 20m x 3m, located at Anderby Creek
where the offshore cables will pass below the flood defences using horizontal directional drill
and joined to the onshore cables;

•

up to 6 circuits of approximately 60km of onshore underground electrical cables from the
transition pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each circuit will be buried within a separate
trench, all 6 trenches will be located within a corridor approximately 60m wide;

•

an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation) located at Bicker Fen, required to transform the
electricity generated by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage suitable for connection to the
national grid. The footprint of the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares (21.2 acres) excluding
landscaping;

•

an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located on the onshore cable route near Orby. The
IEC is needed to ensure voltage stability and system efficiency. The footprint of the IEC will be
approximately 1.76 hectares (4.3 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage;

•

additional onshore underground cables, to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid
substation; and

•

landscaping and drainage at both Substation and IEC.

What we will consult on
The focus of this consultation will be on issues surrounding the construction methodology and
opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts arising from the construction and
operation of TKES. As the scheme requires Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) the consultation
documents will include Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI).

The methods we will use to consult
Questionnaires – These will be sent to all addresses with postcodes within 3km (1.86 miles) around
each of the Landfall, the IEC and the Substation locations, 400m (1313 feet) from the edge of the
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cable route corridor, Landfall and transition pits and within 200m (657 feet) of current potential access
routes to the Landfall, IEC and the Substation from the nearest ‘A’ road.
Questionnaires will also be sent to:
local elected representatives;
local libraries;
parish and town councils;
groups and organisations which are included on Boston Borough Council’s and East Lindsey
District Council’s list which they use for their own consultations, and some additional
organisations agreed with Boston Borough Council and East Lindsey District Council;
Boston Borough Council access points at Boston Municipal Buildings offices; and
East Lindsey District Council access points at Spilsby, Alford, Skegness, Mablethorpe and
Horncastle area offices; and
offshore groups and individuals who have previously consulted with us or as identified by the
MMO.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

People will be able to respond by returning the completed questionnaire by freepost or by using the
on-line questionnaire which will be available at: www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
Those people who do not live within the consultation boundaries can still complete a questionnaire
online or can request a paper copy by using the contact details at the end of this statement.
Public exhibitions
Exhibitions will be held so that local people can find out more about the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm Electrical System proposals. RWE Innogy UK staff will be at the exhibitions to answer questions
that people may have. We will seek suitable venues for the exhibitions close to:
•

Anderby;

•

Orby;

•

Stickney;

•

Skegness; and

•

Bicker.

The locations listed above have been chosen because they are located in areas close to the electrical
infrastructure.
Information about the exhibitions will be sent by post to:
•
•
•
•
•

groups and organisations which are included on Boston Borough Council’s and East Lindsey
District Council’s list which they use for their own consultations, and some additional
organisations which have been agreed with the relevant local authorities;
households, businesses and organisations with postcodes within 3km (1.86 miles) of the
Landfall, IEC and Substation locations;
households, businesses and organisations with postcodes within 400 metres (1313 feet) of the
proposed underground cable route corridor, Landfall and transition pits; and
households, businesses and organisations with postcodes within 200 metres (657 feet) of the
chosen access routes to the Landfall, IEC and Substation.
Interested parties who have consulted with us previously and have expressed an interest in
continuing to receive information.

Newsletters
We will issue newsletters at key stages of the project, which will include information about the onshore
and offshore elements and updates of the project, details of the public exhibitions, and contact details
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for RWE Innogy UK. Newsletters will be issued by post to people living close to the Electrical System
(within 3km of the Landfall, the IEC and the Substation locations, 400m from the proposed cable route,
and 200m from access routes to the Landfall, the IEC and the Substation), to other organisations and
individuals identified as community stakeholders and others engaged in the consultation process
(including those who have contacted us or attended exhibitions. Newsletters will also be placed in key
public outlets to reach the wider community.

Engagement with elected representatives and parishes
We will keep your regionally and locally elected politicians informed of our proposals. We will also offer
copies of documents to parish clerks so they can decide on the best locations to provide information to
their community.
Liaison with marine users - we will consult with users of the sea through newsletters and direct
contact with individuals and organisations about the project.
Details about the consultation will also be made available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
webpages and through press releases issued to the local media. Comment forms will be available at
the exhibitions for people to give feedback. An email contact list of other interested parties will be
compiled to ensure up to date information is regularly distributed.

Environmental Impact Assessment regulations
Legislation requires that we undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to identify any
likely significant environmental effects of the project. The results of the EIA will be presented in an
Environmental Statement (ES) to accompany the application to the Planning Inspectorate. Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI) setting out the initial results of the EIA will be made available as part
of the consultation.

Example potential effects of Triton Knoll Electrical System
We will provide information about the potential effects of the Triton Knoll Electrical System through the
consultation. Below is a list of likely potential effects:
•

temporary impacts offshore during construction and decommissioning, including disturbance to
marine users, ecological receptors and seabed habitats;

•

temporary disturbance onshore during construction to users of the beach at the Landfall and to
traffic along the cable route and at the IEC and Substation locations;

•

temporary noise and visual impacts during construction of the Landfall, cable route, IEC and
Substation;

•

offshore impacts on the seabed during operation from cable protection, where required;

•

onshore impacts during operation, including visual impact and noise of the IEC and Substation;

•

benefits, including the creation of jobs during construction and operation;

•

contribution to reducing carbon dioxide emissions and securing energy supplies.
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Responding to your comments
All comments received during the consultation will be recorded and carefully considered by TKOWFL.
The Consultation Report that accompanies the final application will explain how your views have been
incorporated into the project. There may be a large number of responses so the Consultation Report
may group comments into broad issues of concern. Please note that all comments submitted and
other communications will be publically available.

IMPORTANT: This Statement confirms that the consultation for the Triton Knoll
Electrical System begins on X September 2014. Responses must reach us within 42
days, this being X October 2014.
Comments and information which we receive during the consultation need to reach us within 42 days
of the start of the consultation period to guarantee that they will be considered. We will do our best to
consider responses received outside this period wherever possible.
A more detailed document, explaining how our consultation strategy was developed, is available on
our website or by contacting us.
Post:

FREEPOST
xxxxxxx
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
SWINDON SN5 8ZT

Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Tel:

01793 474 013

Website:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

A large print version is available, please visit
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or phone 01793
474 013
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Figure 1 – Locations of the Landfall, cable route, IEC and Substation
Insert map
Figure 2 – Offshore wind farm site location and proposed export cable route
Insert map
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Appendix 2 - List of non-statutory groups and bodies
Non-statutory consultation bodies
included in the S.47 Consultation

East Lincolnshire Primary Care Trust

Age Concern Lindsey

East Lindsey Citizens Advice Bureau

Agriculture Chaplin

East Midlands Tourism

Alford Chamber of Trade

Eresby School Sports Co-ordinator

Alford Civic Trust

Freight Transport Association

Alford PCC

Friends of The Earth

Anchor East Midlands

Friends of the Riverhead

Banovallum Gymnastics Trampoline Club

Friends, Families and Travellers

Black Sheep Archers - Revesby

Government Pipelines & Storage

Boatshed Young Peoples Project

Hagworthingham Parish Plan Group

Brick Yard Fishing

Havelok Housing Association Ltd

British Geological Survey

Heart of England Tourism

British Holiday & Home Parks Association

Help The Aged

British Resorts Association

Heritage Lincolnshire

British Telecom

Home Builders Federation

British Wind Energy Association

Horncastle Belles Netball

Broadgate Builders

Horncastle Civic Society

Burgh & District Playing Fields Association

Horncastle Cricket Club

Burgh Bowls Club

Horncastle District Tennis Club

Burgh Cricket Club

Horncastle Hockey Club

Campaign for the Protection of Rural England

Horncastle Playing Fields Committee

Castle Bowls Club

Horncastle Ramblers Group

Centre for Ecology & Hydrology

Horncastle Rugby Club

Children's Links

Horncastle School Sports Co-ordinator

Church Commissioners

Horncastle Skatepark Committee

Citizen Advocacy Lincolnshire Link

Horncastle Squash Club

Cobra Ju-Jitsu

Horncastle Town FC

Community Council of Lincolnshire

Horncastle Youth Centre

Coningsby & Tattershall Tennis Club

Home Builders Federation

23

Coningsby FC

Kirkstead Krusaders FC

Coningsby Youth Drop In Centre

Learning & Skills Council - Lincolnshire &
Rutland

Country Land & Business Association

Lincolnshire Area Ramblers Association

Diocesan Board of Finance

Lincolnshire Association of Local Councils

Disability Lincs Ltd

Lincolnshire Compact

District Councillors

Lincolnshire Development

DRC Helpline

Lincolnshire Extreme Sports Association

East Coast Juniors FC

Lincolnshire Family Practitioner Committee

East Coast Kiting/Surf Club

Lincolnshire Fieldpaths Association

Lincolnshire Gypsy Liaison Group

Planning Aid for the East Midlands

Lincolnshire Historic Buildings Committee

Renewable Energy Foundation

Lincolnshire Playing Fields Association

RSPB

Lincolnshire Road Safety Partnership

RSPCA (East Branch)

Lincolnshire Rural Housing Association Ltd

Shelter

Lincolnshire Sports Partnerships

Skate/BMX/Inline Project

Lincolnshire Tourism

Skegness & District Council for Voluntary
Service

Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust

Skegness and District Seniors Forum

Linkage Community Trust

Skegness Bridge Club

Linx Homes

Skegness Cable Ski

Longhurst Housing Association Ltd

Skegness Chamber of Trade & Commerce

Louth & District Help for Homeless

Skegness Crime Reduction Centre

Louth and District Help for the Homeless

Skegness Hockey Club

Louth Area Voluntary Centre

Skegness Hoteliers Association

Louth Canoe Club

Skegness Indoor Bowls Club

Louth CAWAC

Skegness Ladies & Junior Netball League

Louth Chamber of Trade & Commerce

Skegness Model Flying Club

Louth Civic Trust

Skegness Rugby Club

Louth Dolphins

Skegness Self Catering Association

Louth Ju-Jitsu

Skegness Sports College

Louth Naturalists, Antiquarian & Literary
Society

Skegness Tennis Club
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Louth Navigation Trust

Skegness Town Bowls Club

Louth Old Boys Football

Skegness Town FC

Louth Silvadale Bowling

Society for Lincolnshire History & Archaeology

Louth Spire RRC

Spilsby Bowls Club

Louth United FC

Spilsby Chamber of Trade & Commerce

Louth Westgate Bowling

Spilsby Juniors FC

Mablethorpe and District Seniors Forum

Spilsby Table Tennis Club

Mablethorpe Chamber of Trade & Commerce

Spilsby Tennis Club

Mablethorpe Cricket

Sport England

Mablethorpe Residents Association

Sutton On Sea Cricket Club

Mablethorpe Running Club

Sutton Rovers FC

Mablethorpe Short Mat Bowls

The British Horse Society

Mablethorpe Tourism Forum

The Camping & Caravanning Club

MACH1

The Caravan Club

Manby Area Conservation Group

The Gypsy Council

Mareham Le Fen Bowls Club

The House of Commons

Mumby Community Group

The Housing Corporation

National Farmers Union - East Midlands

The Inland Waterways Association

National Housing Federation

The National Trust - East Midlands

Old Bolingbroke Bowls Club

The Skegness Society

Peacock and Smith

The Theatres Trust

Theddlethorpe FC

Valuation Office Agency

Transport Services Group

Wash & North Norfolk Coast SAC

Road Haulage Association - S & E Region

Wash Estuary Project Manager

RPS Planning

Whitehaven, Sunnyside & Seabreeze
Residents Assoc

Wolds Business Initiative

Woodhall Spa Tennis Club

Wolds Housing Association Ltd

Woodhall Spa Town Bowls Club

Women's National Commission

Woodland Trust

Woodhall Spa Cricket Club

Wragby Parish Plan Group

Woodhall Spa Seniors forum

Wragby Sports Hall
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Additional non-statutory bodies (proposed by TKOWFL) to be included in the consultation

with the statutory bodies
Anglian Water Services

National Grid Wireless

BBC Spectrum Planning Group

Norfolk Wildlife Trust

British Telecoms

NTL Spectrum Planning Group

British Trust for Ornithology

OFCOM

Cable & Wireless plc

Orange

Central Networks

Renewables East

East of England Energy Group

T-Mobile (UK) Ltd

East of England Tourist Board

Virgin Mobile

Gibraltar Point National Nature Reserve

Visit Britain

Greenpeace UK

Vodafone Ltd

Joint Radio Company Ltd

WWF UK

Marine Conservation Society

RSPB

Additional non-statutory marine bodies (proposed by Innogy UK) to be included in the

consultation with the statutory bodies
FISHERIES
Boston and District Fishermen's Association

King's Lynn Fishing Industry Co-operative Ltd

Brancaster Staithe Fishermen's Society

King's Lynn Fishing Vessel Owners &
Skippers Association

Bridlington and Flamborough Fishermen's
Society

Lincolnshire Coast Fishermen’s Association

Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Committee (or
equivalent IFCA replacement)

National Federation of Fishermen's
Organisations

Greater Wash Association

North Norfolk Business Forum (Fisheries
Round Table)

Grimsby Seiners Association

North Norfolk Coast Inshore Fishermen's
Association & Wells and District Fishermen's
Association

Heiploeg & Lynn Shrimpers Inc

North Norfolk Shellfishermen's Association

Hornsea and Withernsea District Fishermen's
Association

The Grimsby Fishing Vessel Owners
Association

John Lake Shellfish

Yorkshire/Humber Fishermen’s Association &
Companies
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SHIPPING AND NAVIGATION

Stena Line

ABP Grimsby

Torbulk

ABP Hull and Goole

UK Hydrographic Office

ABP Humber

Wharton Grove Wharf Ltd

ABP Kings Lynn

Yorkshire Shipping

ASP Ship Management Ltd
Associated Petroleum Terminals (Immingham)
Ltd

RNLI

BG Freight Line BV

RNLI Divisional Base East

Boston Putfords Offshore Safety Ltd

RNLI Divisional Base North

British Ports Association

Recreation

Casper Shipping

British Sub Aqua Club

CB Shipping

Grimsby & Cleethorpes Yacht Club

Chamber of Shipping

National Association of Boat Angling Clubs

DFDS Tor Line

Angling Trust

Eimskip

Royal Yachting Association

Euroship Services Ltd as operator / manager
of Cobelfret.

Royal Yorkshire Yacht Club

Fast Lines

Skegness Yacht Club

Flixborough Wharf Ltd

The Cruising Association

GB Holdings
Hartel shipping and chartering BV

OTHER MARINE INDUSTRIES

Hudig and Veder Chartering BV

Aggregates

Hull & Humber Chamber of Commerce and
Shipping

British Marine Aggregate Producers
Association

Hull and Humber Chamber of Shipping and
Commerce

CEMEX UK Marine

Humber Area Dredging Association (HADA)
(part of United Marine)

Hanson Aggregates Marine Ltd

King's Lynn Conservancy Board

United Marine Aggregates Ltd

Minship UK Ltd

Westminster Gravels Ltd

Mol Tankship Management-Europe (UK)
Norfolk Line

Wind Farm Companies
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P&O Ferries

Centrica Renewable Energy Ltd

PD Port Services

DONG Energy & Power

Port of Boston

E.ON Climate & Renewables

Port of Wisbech Harbour Authority

Scira Offshore Energy

Port of Wisbech Ltd

Statoil Hydro A/S

Rederiet Nielsen and Bresling A/S

Warwick Energy Ltd

RMS Group Logistics Ltd.
Samskip

Aviation

Seacon Terminals Ltd

Bristow Helicopters Ltd

Simon Group Ltd, Port of Sutton Bridge

CHC Scotia

Oil and Gas Operators

RMS

Amasus Shipping

Swanland Shipping Ltd

ARCO British Ltd

Union Transport

Arklow Shipping

Wagenborg Shipping

British Petroleum

Wilson EuroCarriers AS

Conoco Philips Ltd
Frank Dahl Shipping

OTHER INTERESTS

Orion Shipping
Perenco

Joint Nautical Archaeology Policy Committee

Rettig Group Ltd Bore

Marinet
Norfolk Coast Partnership
Norfolk Ornithologists’ Association
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 3B: Draft SoCC to be Advertised
April 2015

Draft Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) issued on 3 June 2014 for Consultation

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Statement of Community Consultation
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Introduction
RWE Innogy UK is publishing this Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) on behalf of Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) for the proposed Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES).
This statement explains how we will consult with the local community including residents,
businesses, organisations and users of the area. The consultation will take place from X September
to X October 2014.
Objectives
The objectives of the consultation are:
to inform local people about our proposals in a clear and concise way;
inform people about the infrastructure required for The Electrical System;
to provide an opportunity for local people to put forward their ideas and to give an opportunity to
influence the proposals;
to provide an opportunity for local people to meet face-to-face with RWE Innogy UK staff who are
involved in the development; and
to explain how we will respond to local people.
Background
On 11 July 2013, The Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change granted consent for the
offshore array of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF). The offshore site is approximately
33 kilometres (km) (20.5 miles) off the coast of Lincolnshire, 46km (28.5 miles) off the coast of north
Norfolk and 48km (29.8 miles) off the nearest point on the East Riding of Yorkshire coast. Consent is
now sought for TKES, which includes offshore export cables, the Landfall, onshore underground
cables an onshore electrical Substation (Substation) and an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC)
along the onshore cable route (see Figures 1 and 2).
Consultation took place in March 2013 to identified the most suitable location for the IEC and
Substation.
In November 2013, the Secretary of State issued a direction that the TKES was of national signficance
and could be consented under the Planning Act.
A Cable Route Consultation was held between 3th February to 16th March 2014. Questionnaires were
sent to landowners along the route and the public were given the opportunity to make comments
through a questionnaire on the Triton Knoll website.

Project Description: Triton Knoll Electrical System
The offshore elements of TKES required to connect the offshore wind farm to the national grid will
include:
up to 6 circuits of offshore buried electricity cables, approximately 64km in length – these cables will
run from the offshore substation platforms to come ashore at the Landfall at Anderby Creek. Each
circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all 6 trenches will be located within a corridor
approximately 1100m wide; and
secondary cable protection for short discrete lengths of cable where adequate burial is not
achievable or where joints between cable lengths are required.
The onshore elements include:
up to six buried cable transition pits of approximately 20m x 3m, located at Anderby Creek where
the offshore cables will pass below the flood defences using horizontal directional drill and joined to
the onshore cables;
up to 6 circuits of approximately 60km of onshore underground electrical cables from the transition
pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all 6
trenches will be located within a corridor approximately 60m wide;
an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation) located at Bicker Fen, required to transform the
electricity generated by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage suitable for connection to the
national grid. The footprint of the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares (21.2 acres) excluding
landscaping;
an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located on the onshore cable route near Orby. The IEC is
needed to ensure voltage stability and system efficiency. The footprint of the IEC will be
approximately 1.76 hectares (4.3 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage;
additional onshore underground cables, to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid
substation; and
landscaping and drainage at both Substation and IEC.
What we will consult on
The focus of this consultation will be on issues surrounding the construction methodology and
opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts arising from the construction and
operation of TKES. As the scheme requires Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) the consultation
documents will include Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI).
The methods we will use to consult
Questionnaires – These will be sent to all addresses with postcodes within 3km (1.86 miles) around
each of the Landfall, the IEC and the Substation locations, 400m (1313 feet) from the edge of the
cable route corridor, Landfall and transition pits and within 200m (657 feet) of current potential
access routes to the Landfall, IEC and the Substation from the nearest ‘A’ road.
Questionnaires will also be sent to:
local elected representatives;

local libraries;
parish and town councils;
groups and organisations which are included on Boston Borough Council’s and East Lindsey District
Council’s list which they use for their own consultations, and some additional organisations agreed
with Boston Borough Council and East Lindsey District Council;
Boston Borough Council access points at Boston Municipal Buildings offices; and
East Lindsey District Council access points at Spilsby, Alford, Skegness, Mablethorpe and Horncastle
area offices; and
offshore groups and individuals who have previously consulted with us or as identified by the MMO.
People will be able to respond by returning the completed questionnaire by freepost or by using the
on-line questionnaire which will be available at: www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
Those people who do not live within the consultation boundaries can still complete a questionnaire
online or can request a paper copy by using the contact details at the end of this statement.
Public exhibitions
Exhibitions will be held so that local people can find out more about the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm Electrical System proposals. RWE Innogy UK staff will be at the exhibitions to answer questions
that people may have. We will seek suitable venues for the exhibitions close to:
Anderby;
Orby;
Stickney;
Skegness; and
Bicker.
The locations listed above have been chosen because they are located in areas close to the electrical
infrastructure.
Information about the exhibitions will be sent by post to:
groups and organisations which are included on Boston Borough Council’s and East Lindsey District
Council’s list which they use for their own consultations, and some additional organisations which
have been agreed with the relevant local authorities;
households, businesses and organisations with postcodes within 3km (1.86 miles) of the Landfall, IEC
and Substation locations;
households, businesses and organisations with postcodes within 400 metres (1313 feet) of the
proposed underground cable route corridor, Landfall and transition pits; and
households, businesses and organisations with postcodes within 200 metres (657 feet) of the chosen
access routes to the Landfall, IEC and Substation.
Interested parties who have consulted with us previously and have expressed an interest in
continuing to receive information.

Newsletters
We will issue newsletters at key stages of the project, which will include information about the
onshore and offshore elements and updates of the project, details of the public exhibitions, and
contact details for RWE Innogy UK. Newsletters will be issued by post to people living close to the
Electrical System (within 3km of the Landfall, the IEC and the Substation locations, 400m from the
proposed cable route, and 200m from access routes to the Landfall, the IEC and the Substation), to
other organisations and individuals identified as community stakeholders and others engaged in the
consultation process (including those who have contacted us or attended exhibitions. Newsletters
will also be placed in key public outlets to reach the wider community.
Engagement with elected representatives and parishes
We will keep your regionally and locally elected politicians informed of our proposals. We will also
offer copies of documents to parish clerks so they can decide on the best locations to provide
information to their community.
Liaison with marine users - we will consult with users of the sea through newsletters and direct
contact with individuals and organisations about the project.
Details about the consultation will also be made available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
webpages and through press releases issued to the local media. Comment forms will be available at
the exhibitions for people to give feedback. An email contact list of other interested parties will be
compiled to ensure up to date information is regularly distributed.
Environmental Impact Assessment regulations
Legislation requires that we undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to identify any
likely significant environmental effects of the project. The results of the EIA will be presented in an
Environmental Statement (ES) to accompany the application to the Planning Inspectorate.
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) setting out the initial results of the EIA will be made
available as part of the consultation.
Example potential effects of Triton Knoll Electrical System
We will provide information about the potential effects of the Triton Knoll Electrical System through
the consultation. Below is a list of likely potential effects:
temporary impacts offshore during construction and decommissioning, including disturbance to
marine users, ecological receptors and seabed habitats;
temporary disturbance onshore during construction to users of the beach at the Landfall and to
traffic along the cable route and at the IEC and Substation locations;
temporary noise and visual impacts during construction of the Landfall, cable route, IEC and
Substation;
offshore impacts on the seabed during operation from cable protection, where required;
onshore impacts during operation, including visual impact and noise of the IEC and Substation;
benefits, including the creation of jobs during construction and operation;
contribution to reducing carbon dioxide emissions and securing energy supplies.

Responding to your comments
All comments received during the consultation will be recorded and carefully considered by
TKOWFL. The Consultation Report that accompanies the final application will explain how your
views have been incorporated into the project. There may be a large number of responses so the
Consultation Report may group comments into broad issues of concern. Please note that all
comments submitted and other communications will be publically available.
IMPORTANT: This Statement confirms that the consultation for the Triton Knoll Electrical System
begins on X September 2014. Responses must reach us within 42 days, this being X October 2014.
Comments and information which we receive during the consultation need to reach us within 42
days of the start of the consultation period to guarantee that they will be considered. We will do our
best to consider responses received outside this period wherever possible.
A more detailed document, explaining how our consultation strategy was developed, is available on
our website or by contacting us.
Post:

FREEPOST

xxxxxxx
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
SWINDON SN5 8ZT
Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Tel:

01793 474 013

Website:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

A large print version is available, please visit www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or phone 01793 474
013

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 3C: Local authority and MMO responses to draft SoCC
April 2015
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>

Tom Surman <t

Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC
Loveday, David <
To: Tom Surman <t
Cc: "Panton, Chris" <

k>

1 July 2014 09:44

Dear Tom
East Lindsey has no further comment on the draft SoCC document.
Regards
David Loveday
From: Tom Surman [mailto:
]
Sent: 03 June 2014 10:07
To: Paul Edwards; Loveday, David; Panton, Chris; Phil Hughes
Cc:
Subject: Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC
Dear All,
Following our recent meetings regarding the SoCC, please find attached the draft SoCC document for your
comments. In preparing the draft, I have included your comments on the SoCC Heads of Terms.
Please could you come back to me with responses within 28 days  by Tuesday 1st July.
Please could you also send me your Council's consultee list (example in Appendix 2 which is from ELDC's
website). I want to make sure the consultee lists are the correct versions in the final document.
Let me know if you have any queries or would like to discuss anything further.
Best regards
Tom
Tom Surman
The Energy Workshop Ltd
The Media Centre
7 Northumberland Street
Huddersfield
HD1 1RL

www.theenergyworkshop.co.uk
SO Festival 2014 – a Districtwide Festival  takes place from June 28 to July 6. Click here to find out more.
***************************************************************************

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or
entity to whom they are addressed. This communication may contain confidential material. If you are not the
intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the email to the intended recipient, be advised that
you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this
email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender. The views
expressed in this message are my own, and any negotiations by email are subject to formal contract. Any
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=f3b39bdb38&view=pt&q=paul.edwards%40boston.gov.uk&qs=true&search=query&msg=146f119073d0401e&dsqt…
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correspondence with the sender will be subject to automatic monitoring for inappropriate content. Your
information will be processed in accordance with the law, in particular the Data Protection Act 1998. The
information that you provide will only be used for Council purposes unless there is a legal authority to do
otherwise. The contents of e-mails may have to be disclosed to a request under the Data Protection Act 1998
and the Freedom of Information Act 2000.
**************************************************************************

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=f3b39bdb38&view=pt&q=paul.edwards%40boston.gov.uk&qs=true&search=query&msg=146f119073d0401e&dsqt…
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>

Tom Surman <

Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC
Phil Hughes <
To: Tom Surman <t
Cc:

k>

k>

27 June 2014 12:10

>

Tom,

This is very comprehensive and generally OK. However, I would re‐iterate from LCC's perspective that the
scope of the consultation is unsatisfactory (para. 9.3) in the sense that it does not provide a broader range
of alternative cable routes or substation locations (within and outwith) the county or any detailed
information so far on which reasonable alternatives were discounted or why. I understand the Interface
Selection Report (ISR) is likely to be delayed again?This should be made available ASAP and placed in the
public domain as part of the consultation exercise.

Regards,

Phil

From: Tom Surman [mailto
Sent: 10 June 2014 09:53
To: Paul Edwards; Loveday, David; Panton, Chris; Phil Hughes
Cc:
Subject: Re: Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC

Dear All,

I wanted to confirm that my previous email incorrectly stated Tuesday 1st July for responses to the draft
SoCC. It should have been Wednesday 2nd July 2014 to give you 28 clear days to respond.

My apologies for the error.

Best regards

Tom

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=f3b39bdb38&view=pt&q=paul.edwards%40boston.gov.uk&qs=true&search=query&msg=146dd05e8586e7dd&dsq…
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Tom Surman
The Energy Workshop Ltd
The Media Centre
7 Northumberland Street
Huddersfield
HD1 1RL
DD:
M:
www.theenergyworkshop.co.uk

On 3 June 2014 10:06, Tom Surman <t

> wrote:

Dear All,

Following our recent meetings regarding the SoCC, please find attached the draft SoCC document for your
comments. In preparing the draft, I have included your comments on the SoCC Heads of Terms.

Please could you come back to me with responses within 28 days  by Tuesday 1st July.

Please could you also send me your Council's consultee list (example in Appendix 2 which is from ELDC's
website). I want to make sure the consultee lists are the correct versions in the final document.

Let me know if you have any queries or would like to discuss anything further.

Best regards

Tom

Tom Surman
The Energy Workshop Ltd
The Media Centre
7 Northumberland Street
Huddersfield
HD1 1RL
DD:
M:
www.theenergyworkshop.co.uk

Note: We are a Microsoft Office site. Our base version is 2010. Please make sure that files you send
can be read in this format. Any form of reproduction, dissemination, copying, disclosure,
modification, distribution and/or publication of this email is strictly prohibited save unless expressly
authorised by the sender. The information contained in this message is intended for the named
recipients only. It may contain privileged and confidential information and if you are not the addressee
or the person responsible for delivering this to the addressee, you may not copy, distribute or take
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=f3b39bdb38&view=pt&q=paul.edwards%40boston.gov.uk&qs=true&search=query&msg=146dd05e8586e7dd&dsq…

2/3

11/18/2014

Theenergyworkshop.co.uk Mail - Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC

action in reliance on it. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender(s)
immediately by telephone. Please also destroy and delete as soon as possible the message from your
computer. ********************************************************************************* ******************************
***************************************************

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=f3b39bdb38&view=pt&q=paul.edwards%40boston.gov.uk&qs=true&search=query&msg=146dd05e8586e7dd&dsq…
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Marine Development
Lancaster House
Hampshire Court
Newcastle Upon Tyne
NE4 7YH

Tom Surman
Triton Knoll Electrical System
(By e-mail only)

T +44 (0) 191 123 1032
F +44 (0) 191 376 2681
www.marinemanagement.org.uk

Your reference: Draft SoCC
Our reference: DCO/2014/00013

23 June 2014
Dear Mr Surman,
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWF): Triton Knoll Electrical System
Statement of Community Consultation
Thank you for your email received by the Marine Management Organisation (MMO) on the
3 June 2014, containing the above named report.
The MMO has reviewed the document and are satisfied with proposals therein and the
appendix list of consultees.
If you have any questions regarding this response then please contact the undersigned.
Yours sincerely,

Andrew Souter
Marine Licensing Case Officer
D: +
E:

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 3D: Final draft SoCC Document
April 2015

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited

Triton Knoll Electrical System

Statement of Community
Consultation (SoCC)

Section 47 of the Planning Act 2008
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1.

Statement of Community Consultation document

1.1

This document sets out the consultation process that will be undertaken for the Triton Knoll
Electrical System (TKES). It will be made available to the public and explains the objectives and
the key elements of the consultation.

1.2

The Planning Act 2008 (the Act) requires developers to undertake pre-application consultation
before submitting an application for a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP). As
part of this the developer is required to prepare a Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC)
explaining how consultation will be carried out with the local community. Section 47 (2) of the
Act requires that the SoCC is agreed with the local planning authorities within whose area the
development will be located. In this case the relevant local authorities are Lincolnshire County
Council (LCC), East Lindsey District Council (ELDC) and Boston Borough Council (BBC).

1.3

Since elements of TKES are located offshore, and in line with guidance published by the
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG), the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO), has also been consulted on the SoCC.

1.4

Consultation on the proposed development will also take place with other statutory stakeholders
(under the provisions of section 42 of the Act) but details of this are outside the scope of this
document, which deals solely with the community consultation under Section 47 of the Act.

1.5

This document comprises the ‘Consultation Documents’ for the purposes of section 47(3) and
(4) of the Act.

2. Triton Electrical System Background
th

2.1

TKES is an essential part of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF). On 11 July 2013,
the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change (SoS) granted consent for the TKOWF
offshore array and consent is now to be sought for the Electrical System, which includes the
offshore export cables, Landfall works, onshore cables, and an Intermediate Electrical
Compound (IEC) and Substation.

2.2

Following a request from TKOWFL, the SoS issued a direction in November 2013 that the
Electrical System works should be treated as development for which development consent is
required and determined under the Planning Act 2008.

2.3

Non-statutory consultation, which is not a requirement of the Act, has already taken place for
elements of TKES. In March 2013, the Alternatives Consultation was held to assist TKOWFL to
determine the most suitable location of the Substation and the IEC. A Cable Route Consultation
rd
th
was held between 3 February and 16 March 2014. These consultations have influenced the
development of the project and the preparation of the Environmental Statememt.

3. Triton Knoll Electrical System project overview
3.1

There are two key elements to the TKES project, the onshore works and the offshore works. For
the purposes of this document, offshore means any point on the seaward side of the mean high
water springs tide level and includes the Landfall where the offshore electricity export cables
come onshore.

3.2

The offshore elements of TKES required to connect the offshore wind farm to the national grid
will include:
•

up to 6 circuits of offshore buried electricity cables, approximately 64km in length – these
cables will run from the offshore substation platforms to come ashore at the Landfall at
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Anderby Creek. Each circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all 6 trenches will be
located within a corridor approximately 1100m wide; and
•
3.3

secondary cable protection for short discrete lengths of cable where adequate burial is not
achievable or where joints between cable lengths are required.
The onshore elements include:

•

up to six buried cable transition pits of approximately 20m x 3m, located at Anderby Creek
where the offshore cables will pass below the flood defences using horizontal directional drill
and joined to the onshore cables;

•

up to 6 circuits of approximately 60km of onshore underground electrical cables from the
transition pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each circuit will be buried within a separate
trench, all 6 trenches will be located within a corridor approximately 60m wide;

•

an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation) located at Bicker Fen, required to transform the
electricity generated by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage suitable for connection to the
national grid. The footprint of the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares (21.2 acres) excluding
landscaping;

•

an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located on the onshore cable route near Orby. The
IEC is needed to ensure voltage stability and system efficiency. The footprint of the IEC will be
approximately 1.76 hectares (4.3 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage;

•

additional onshore underground cables, to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid
substation; and

•

landscaping and drainage at both the Substation and IEC.

3.4

The Electrical System works will allow the electricity generated at Triton Knoll to be connected
to the national high-voltage electricity transmission system – the national grid. This is operated
1
by National Grid , which is responsible for developing and maintaining an efficient, co-ordinated
and economical GB electricity transmission system. National Grid is also responsible for
determining where it is appropriate for power generation projects such as TKOWF to connect to
the transmission system.

3.5

National Grid has determined that TKOWF should connect at the existing substation at Bicker
Fen near Boston.

4. The consenting regime and policy context
4.1

Following the direction issued by the SoS, the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical
System is a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) which requires consent under
the Planning Act 2008. An application will be made under the Act for a Development Consent
Order (DCO). The Act places a statutory duty on TKOWFL to undertake consultation with the
community and to take account of any responses received in finalising the application. For
example, as a result of the consultation responses received we may provide more information,
seek to reduce identified impacts, include additional mitigation (such as landscaping or restoring
affected land after construction) or amend the design of certain aspects of the project to take
account of any concerns raised. It is therefore important that local communities get involved
with the consultation and make their views known, so we understand and can address issues
and concerns. Equally, consultation responses may be influential in determining how the
application is examined.

1

National Grid in this document means the company National Grid Electricity Transmission Limited.
‘national grid’ is the name of the electricity network itself.
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4.2

Legislation requires that we undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to identify
any likely significant environmental effects of the project. The results of the EIA will be
presented in an Environmental Statement (ES) to accompany the application to the Planning
Inspectorate. Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) setting out the initial results of the
EIA will be made available as part of the consultation.

4.3

The primary policy for the determination of NSIPs is set out in the National Policy Statements
(NPSs). The NPSs relevant to the application are EN-1 – Overarching Energy, EN-3 –
Renewable Energy and EN-5 – Electricity Networks.

5. Community consultation
5.1

The objectives of the formal consultation on the Electrical System are to:
•

inform community stakeholders about the various elements of the project in a clear and
concise way;

•

provide information on an inclusive basis to all sections of the relevant communities; and

•

provide an opportunity for local people to influence and comment on the formal proposals.

5.2

Once finalised the SoCC (a draft of which is in Appendix 1) will be published in full. TKOWFL is
required to comply with the SoCC in carrying out its consultation with local communities on the
TKES.

5.3

Following the consultation, TKOWFL will review all responses received and consider whether:

5.4

•

any additional information needs to be provided;

•

changes are needed to the project to further reduce or minimise impacts; and

•

any additional mitigation is required.
TKOWFL is aware that it can be confusing if different consultations take place at the same time.
Other major consultations being held in the area will be considered during the formal
consultation process for the Electrical System to ensure that any confusion and potential
consultation fatigue are kept to a minimum. TKOWFL is aware of the Heckington Fen Wind Park
Grid Connection which also connects into the Bicker Fen National Grid substation and is being
taken forward as an NSIP. No information is available for the timing of the formal consultation
with the public of the project at this time but TKOWFL will seek to co-ordinate its consultation
with any undertaken for that project.

6. Agreement of the SoCC and consultation process
6.1

The Act (Section 47) requires TKOWFL to undertake public consultation with people living and
working in the ‘vicinity’ of TKES.

6.2

The SoCC sets out how we propose to communicate with the various communities. The draft
SoCC and this document will be consulted upon with East Lindsey District Council (ELDC),
Boston Borough Council (BBC) and Lincolnshire County Council (LCC) as required by s42(1) of
the Act because the Landfall, the underground cables, the IEC and the Substation would be
located within their boundaries.

6.3

The views of the Marine Management Organisation (MMO) will be sought about the
consultation strategy for the offshore elements of the Electrical System.
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6.4

It is important that the pre-application consultation is directed at those that are likely to be
affected by the various elements of the project. As a result TKOWFL has sought to define an
appropriate ‘vicinity’ for the consultation process and this is an important focus of this
document. The level of consultation in each area has been designed to be appropriate to the
potential impacts of the scheme at those locations; for each of the elements of the Electrical
System works the vicinity for consultation defined for TKES community consultation is set out in
Section 9 of this document.

7. Publishing the SoCC
7.1

Section 47(6) of the Act requires that:
Once the applicant has prepared the SoCC, the applicant must publish it –

7.2

(a)

in a newspaper circulating in the vicinity of the land, and

(b)

in such other manner as may be prescribed.

TKOWFL will publish the SoCC in the following newspapers, in the form of a single public notice
advertisement. The publications proposed have been chosen to advertise widely the
consultation to potentially affected communities, both onshore and offshore.

Publication

Distribution

Purpose

Boston
Standard

Includes areas around Boston including
Bicker, Swineshead and Heckington

To ensure adequate coverage in the
Boston Area.
To capture the areas for the Substation,
and cable route.

Louth Leader

Includes areas near Louth including Anderby

To ensure adequate coverage in the
Louth area.
To capture the areas for the Landfall,
IEC and cable route.

Skegness
Standard and
the local edition
- The Spilsby
Standard

Includes the towns of Skegness, Louth,
Orby, Spalding, Alford, Spilsby

To ensure adequate coverage in
Skegness ands Spilsby area.

East Coast
Target

To ensure adequate coverage in towns and
villages along the coast from Boston up to
Mablethorpe and inland across the Wolds.

To capture the areas for the Landfall,
IEC, Substation and cable route.

Fairplay

UK and international shipping industry

To capture offshore users.

Fishing News

Commercial fishing industry

To capture offshore users.

To capture the areas for the IEC and
cable route.

Table 1 - Publications in which the SoCC will be advertised

7.3

The SoCC will also be available on RWE Innogy UK’s Triton Knoll web pages
(www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll)
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8. Non-statutory Consultation
8.1

Consultation has already been carried out on elements of the project with members of the
public and consultees. This non-statutory consultation is not a requirement of the Act, but has
shaped the proposal for TKES and comments received have been taken into account as
described below.

8.2

The Alternatives Consultation was designed to assist TKOWFL to determine which one of four
identified zones (Blue, Green, Purple and Orange) should be chosen for the Substation location
near Bicker Fen and one of three zones (Brown, Red and Yellow) for the IEC along the onshore
cable route.

8.3

The consultation material consisted of newsletters, questionnaires, site booklets, site reports
and public exhibitions. Local, Parish, Ward and County Councils, statutory and non-statutory
bodies, and members of the public were invited to participate in the consultation. The
th
th
consultation commenced on 19 February 2013 and ran until 5 April 2013, but responses were
th
th
th
accepted until 30 April 2013. Public exhibitions took place between 5 and 13 March.

8.4

888 people attended the public exhibitions during this nine day period. 364 individual comments
were received via questionnaire, email or letter. Responses were also received from
Lincolnshire County Council, ELDC, BBC, North Kesteven District Council, Parish Councils,
statutory consultees such as the Environment Agency and non-statutory consultees such as
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust.

8.5

The Cable Route Consultation was held between 3 February and 16 March 2014.
Questionnaires were sent to landowners along the route and the public were given the
opportunity to make comments through a questionnaire on the Triton Knoll website. During the
cable route consultation, representatives from parish councils along the cable route were invited
to meetings with the TKOWF project team to provide a project update and information on the
cable route consultation.

8.6

Consultation responses from the cable route consultation have been included in the design of
the cable route, which will be presented at the statutory consultation.

8.7

Landowner focused exhibitions were held on 2 and 3 of July 2014 to ensure that landowners
affected by our proposals had the opportunity to speak to staff and understand the proposals in
greater detail before the statutory consultation commences in October 2014.

th

nd

th

rd

9. Scope of the statutory community consultation
9.1

The statutory consultation planned for TKOWF is set out below in more detail. It has been
designed to follow on from and develop the non-statutory consultation already undertaken as
set out in Section 8.

9.2

TKOWFL will carry out statutory consultation on the offshore cables, the Landfall, the IEC, the
Substation and the onshore underground electrical cables. This will involve setting out further
detail of the proposals for the TKES and consulting with the relevant communities to gain their
comments on the proposals.

9.3

As members of the public, landowners and other stakeholders have already been consulted on
the siting of key elements of the project, this consultation will focus on issues surrounding the
construction methodology and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts
from arising.

9.4

Key consultation documents will include the Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) and details
of the principles that could be applied to the design and construction of TKES. We are also making
available the Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR), which explains why we have chosen
the connection point at Bicker Fen. These documents will be available during the consultation which
will give members of the public an opportunity to engage with us.
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9.5

Guidance from The Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) on preapplication consultation requires that:
“consultation must happen at a sufficiently early stage to allow consultees a real opportunity to
influence the proposals.”

9.6

The consultation will focus on people in the ‘vicinity’ of both the onshore and offshore elements
of the Electrical System who may be directly or indirectly affected by the proposals. TKOWFL
will also put in place mechanisms so that the wider community can contribute to the process, if
they wish to. Details are given in Section 10.

Defining ‘the vicinity’
9.7

Guidance from the DCLG on the pre-application consultation process states that:

“In most communities developers will need to strike a balance between consulting those who
are significantly affected by proposals (i.e. those identified in section 42 of the Act) and
consulting a wider group of local people who will not be directly affected, but who will have a
reasonable fear that they might be, or will have strong feelings about a project. This second
category may include people who live in the proximity of the development, but not close
enough to be physically affected by it, people who are likely to be affected by wider impacts of
the development, or who are users of, or visitors to the area.”
9.8

The guidance also states that:

“We also recognise that, whilst consultation should be thorough and effective, there will be a
variety of possible approaches to discharging the requirements, and that consultation will need
to be proportionate.”
9.9

The following section identifies how we have decided on the ‘vicinity’ for our consultation, based
on the potential impacts of TKES.

Potential Impacts of the project
9.10 The consultation will be proportionate to the potential impacts of the project, which are
summarised below:
•

temporary impacts offshore during construction and decommissioning, including disturbance to
marine users, ecological receptors and seabed habitats;

•

temporary disturbance onshore during construction to users of the beach at the Landfall and to
traffic along the cable route and at the IEC and Substation locations;

•

temporary noise and visual impacts during construction of the Landfall, cable route, IEC and
Substation;

•

offshore impacts on the seabed during operation from cable protection, where required;

•

onshore impacts during operation, including visual impact and noise of the IEC and Substation;

•

benefits, including the creation of jobs during construction and operation;
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•

contribution to reducing carbon dioxide emissions and securing energy supplies.

Consultation boundaries
9.11 The consultation boundaries as set out below define those living closest to the infrastructure.
People living within these boundaries will be targeted directly with information about the
consultation and how they can get involved. Other communities will receive information via the
local media and publication of the SoCC and they will be able to respond using a number of
methods if they have comments on the proposed infrastructure.
9.12 TKOWFL’s current noise predictions suggest that the IEC and the Substation could have a
potential impact on receptors up to 400 metres (1313 feet) away. Visual impacts are also
expected to be one of the key concerns of the community. Therefore, we have set the
Substation and IEC consultation boundary at 3 kilometres (km) (1.86 miles) from the boundary
of the proposed sites and within 200m (657 feet) of current potential access routes from the
nearest ‘A’ road.
9.13 TKOWFL’s cable route and consultation boundary will extend to 400m either side of the outer
edge of the cable route corridor, Landfall, and transition pits. This reflects a consultation
distance considered adequate for this type of development.
9.14 The following consultees will be identified and contacted directly:
•

Local residents, businesses and organisations with postcodes within the consultation
boundaries for the infrastructure as described above;

•

Members of British and European Parliaments with local constituencies wholly or partly within
any of the consultation boundaries;

•

District and County Councillors with wards/divisions wholly or partly within any of the
consultation boundaries;

•

Fishermen and other marine users

9.15 A further, extensive list of non-statutory consultees will also be consulted at this stage, details of
which are included below.
9.16 Further details of who we will consult with are in Section 10: How we will consult.

Statutory and Non-statutory consultees
9.17 At the same time as consulting with local communities, TKOWFL will consult with landowners
and others with an interest in the proposed development area and with statutory and technical
consultees. Statutory bodies are defined and will be consulted as set out under Section 42 of
the Act and supporting legislation and as advised to applicants on a case by case basis.
However, they typically include bodies such as (but not limited to):
•

Local authorities at both district and county level

•

Strategic health authorities

•

Natural England

•

Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission for England (English Heritage)

•

Environment Agency

•

Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment

•

Parish councils

9

•

Relevant fire and police authorities

•

Maritime and Coastguard Agency

•

Marine Management Organisation

9.18 In addition to the identified statutory consultees, TKOWFL has identified a number of additional
non-statutory groups and bodies which it thinks could provide valuable input to the consultation
process and will be included in the consultation with the statutory bodies. A list of proposed
consultees appears in Appendix 2.
9.19 Pre-application guidance identifies that there may be technical consultees who could provide
useful input to the consultation process. It is important that these consultees are provided with
sufficiently technical information to provide an appropriate response; however it is also
important that non-technical groups have clear and straightforward information about the
proposals.
9.20 Appendix 2 identifies those non-statutory groups and bodies that will be included within the
Section 47 community consultation and those bodies that TKOWFL has identified for inclusion
in the Section 42 consultation with statutory consultees.
9.21 There are important groups of directly and indirectly affected users of the sea such as dredging
and oil and gas companies, commercial fishing representative bodies and shipping interests,
who also need to be consulted. These non-statutory consultees are included in Appendix 2.

Hard-to-reach groups
9.22 The pre-application guidance states that it is important for developers to identify any hard-toreach groups in the areas where consultation is occurring.
9.23 It was identified during preliminary SoCC discussions with LCC, ELDC and BCC that the key
hard-to-reach group was the significant proportion of the population who are elderly and who
are unlikely to have access to the internet and may have relatively low mobility. For this reason
we will be holding public exhibitions close to the IEC, Substation and Landfall locations and at
locations along the cable route. We will also lodge all our consultation documents in local
libraries and council access points and distribute the documents to parish clerks.
9.24 We will also include in the SoCC a clear statement about how people can obtain a large print or
audio versions of the Statement.
9.25 A dedicated phone line will be available for members of the public to speak to the project team.
9.26 We will ensure that that consultation pages and other information on our website are easy to
navigate and information can be accessed easily.
9.27 Any venues chosen for exhibitions and any other public events will have disabled access.
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10. How we will consult
10.1 TKOWFL will invite communities and interested parties to view, discuss and comment on the
Electrical System proposals using a variety of communication tools. We will endeavour to
ensure that public consultation is effective so that members of the community understand the
project and have the opportunity to express their views. We will provide clear and concise
information about the project and its impacts throughout the pre-application consultation
process, to enable constructive consultation to take place.
10.2 The consultees listed in Appendix 2 will be contacted by post (determined using Royal Mail
postcode database). The section 47 consultees will be sent a newsletter about how they can
get involved in the consultation. Those bodies that TKOWFL has identified for inclusion in the
Section 42 consultation will receive the section 42 consultation documents. A telephone
information line will also be available.
10.3 We will carry out consultation with local communities specifically on issues surrounding the
construction methodology and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts
arising from the construction and operation of TKES. Consultation documents including
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) will be available as part of the consultation.
10.4 Outside the targeted consultation TKOWFL will announce the commencement of the
consultation by issuing information to local media using a press release and by making
information available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages.
10.5 The following consultees will receive newsletters by post and will also be able to obtain
information via the other communication methods listed in Section 11:
•

Those residents and businesses with postcodes located within the consultation boundary for
the IEC, Substation, Landfall and along the cable route (determined using Royal Mail
postcode database).

•

Those listed in Appendix 2.

•

Any individual or organisation that responds to the advertisement of the SoCC; responds to
general media notifications concerning community consultations or who otherwise records
their interest in engaging in consultation.

10.6 A key consultation activity will be the public exhibitions, details of which are given in Section
11.
10.7 In addition to the posting of newsletters, the community and consultees will be made aware of
the project via:
•

notices issued to local media;

•

the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages;

•

information provided to local elected representatives; and

•

information provided to local parish councils.

10.8 The Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages will be developed during the pre-application
consultation process and a dedicated telephone contact number, postal address and e-mail
address will also be made available.
10.9 Newsletters will be sent out following the consultation providing an update and setting out the
next step of the project.

11

11. Communication tools
11.1 A range of communication tools will be used to disseminate information to the public and
consultees. These include the following:
•

•

Information provided by TKOWFL:
•

Newsletters – Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System newsletters will be
sent by post to those local communities most likely to be affected. The newsletters will
also be made available to wider communities through a range of community outlets.
Copies will also be available on request from RWE Innogy UK and at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

•

Website - www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll will be updated during the consultation
process and the application process. The website will explain what we are consulting
about, advertise the public exhibitions, include electronic copies of the newsletters
and will have a facility to allow people to seek information and contact us on-line via
an enquiry form.

•

Preliminary Environmental Information – this will be in the form of a draft
Environmental Statement which will contain all the results and assessment of various
environmental and technical surveys undertaken by TKOWFL which will form part of
the application.

Opportunities to speak to the project team and ask questions:
Public exhibitions - to be held in in the locations set out below. They will be open
exhibitions where people will be able to view details of the proposal, talk to the project
team and submit their comments:

Date
st

Tuesday 21 October

nd

Wednesday 22 October

rd

Thursday 23 October

th

Friday 24 October

th

Saturday 25 October

Location

Times

Bicker Village Hall Cemetery
Road, Bicker, Boston PE20 3BT

1pm to 8pm

Orby, Orby Village Hall, Marsh
Lane, Orby, Skegness, PE24
5JA

1pm to 8pm

Skegness – North Shore Hotel
and Golf Club, North Shore
Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN

1pm to 8pm

Anderby – Anderby Village
Hall, Sea Road, Anderby,
Skegness, PE24 5YE

1pm to 8pm

Stickney – Stickney Community
Hall, Hall Lane, Stickney,
Boston, PE22 8BA

12pm to 5pm

Firthville Village Hall - Church

12pm to 5pm

th

Sunday 26 October

Corner, Frithville, Boston
PE22 7EX
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•

•

•

Points of contact – a dedicated Triton Knoll postal address, telephone message
service (using an answer phone system) and email address will be set up.

•

On-going liaison with marine users - including general and issue-specific meetings,
newsletters and direct contact with relevant individuals and organisations about the
proposals.

Opportunities for members of the pubic and consultees to provide feedback to us:
•

Questionnaire - the questionnaire will ask specific questions about elements of the
infrastructure. People will be able to respond to the consultation by completing a
questionnaire online at www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or by completing a
questionnaire at one of the exhibitions (see above). Alternatively, anyone can request
a paper copy of the questionnaire by using the contact details at the end of this
statement. The questionnaire can be returned to us using the freepost address
provided.

•

Comments forms – comments forms will be available for people to record views
when they attend the public exhibitions.

Updates with elected representatives:
•

•

Elected representative engagement (including information for parish councils) –
TKOWFL will offer updates and briefings for local politicians about the Electrical
System to ensure they have all of the relevant facts. The opportunity to comment on
the project will feed into the consultation process.

Media announcements and public documents:
•

Media - press releases will be issued during the consultation process including details
about the questionnaire and the public exhibitions.

•

Lodging of documents in public – It may not be sufficient to place documents solely
at local libraries or key council offices. Parish Councils are best placed to determine
where their community members will be able to access information most readily. We
therefore propose to provide parish clerks with a copy of:

−

the published Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC);

−

the consultation documents;

−

newsletters issued to local communities; and

−

any other relevant advertisements or documents about TKES.

What we will do with the consultation
11.2 All consultation responses received will be recorded and considered. TKOWFL, and its project
team, will carefully consider all issues raised during the pre-application consultation period.
11.3 Responses received after the consultation deadline will be accepted and considered wherever
possible.
11.4 We will produce a Consultation Report which will form part of our Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm Electrical System application.
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11.5 The Consultation Report will summarise all the consultation undertaken, the responses received
and how these have influenced the final proposal.

12. Consultation summary
12.1 During the pre-application consultation process, the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm website
will be updated with relevant information as it becomes available. The dedicated contact
methods (telephone, postal and e-mail) will be available throughout the pre-application and
post-application periods.

Media communications
12.2 Liaising with local media, proactively sending out press releases and reactively responding to
th
media enquiries will begin before the statutory consultation period starts on 15 October 2014
and will continue during the consultation period and beyond.
12.3 The consultation will be carried out as follows and as shown Figure 1 below:
•

advertise the commencement of the consultation in the SoCC;

•

newsletters sent to local stakeholders providing information about the consultation and
updates to TKES;

•

questionnaires available on the website and at the public exhibitions;

•

issue press release to local media;

•

local media briefings about the proposals accompanied by press releases;

•

elected representative engagement;

•

public exhibitions;

•

newsletters issued following the consultation setting out the next steps;

•

information and updates on the project website; and

•

on-going liaison with communities.
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Figure 1: Consultation diagram
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13. Further information
For more information about RWE Innogy UK or our plans for Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm you can
contact us.
Post:

FREEPOST
RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
SWINDON SN5 8ZT

Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Tel:

01793 474 013

Website:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
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Appendix 1 - Draft Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC)

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Statement of Community Consultation
Triton Knoll Electrical System

Introduction
RWE Innogy UK is publishing this Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) on behalf of Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) for the proposed Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES).
This statement explains how we will consult with the local community including residents, businesses,
th
th
organisations and users of the area. The consultation will take place from 15 October to 19
November 2014.

Objectives
The objectives of the consultation are:
•

to inform local people about our proposals in a clear and concise way;

•

inform people about the infrastructure required for the Triton Knoll Electrical System;

•

to provide an opportunity for local people to put forward their ideas and to influence the
proposals;

•

to provide an opportunity for local people to meet face-to-face with RWE Innogy UK staff who
are involved in the development; and

•

to explain how we will respond to local people.

Background
th

On 11 July 2013, The Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change granted consent for the
offshore array of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF). The offshore site is approximately 33
kilometres (km) (20.5 miles) off the coast of Lincolnshire, 46km (28.5 miles) off the coast of north
Norfolk and 48km (29.8 miles) off the nearest point on the East Riding of Yorkshire coast. Consent is
now sought for the TKES, which includes offshore export cables, the Landfall, onshore underground
cables an onshore electrical Substation (Substation) and an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC)
along the onshore cable route (see Figures 1 and 2).
Consultation took place in March 2013 to identify the most suitable location for the IEC and
Substation.
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In November 2013, the Secretary of State issued a direction that the TKES was of national signficance
and could be consented under the Planning Act.
th

th

A Cable Route Consultation was held between 3 February and 16 March 2014. Questionnaires
were sent to landowners along the route and the public were given the opportunity to make comments
through a questionnaire on the Triton Knoll website.
nd

rd

Landowner focused exhibitions were held on 2 and 3 of July 2014 to ensure that landowners
affected by our proposals had the opportunity to speak to staff and understand the proposals in
greater detail before the statutory consultation commences in October 2014.

Project Description: Triton Knoll Electrical System
The offshore elements of TKES required to connect the offshore wind farm to the national grid will
include:
•

up to 6 circuits of offshore buried electricity cables, approximately 64km in length – these
cables will run from the offshore substation platforms to come ashore at the Landfall at
Anderby Creek. Each circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all 6 trenches will be
located within a corridor approximately 1100m wide; and

•

secondary cable protection for short discrete lengths of cable where adequate burial is not
achievable or where joints between cable lengths are required.

The onshore elements include:
•

up to six buried cable transition pits of approximately 20m x 3m, located at Anderby Creek
where the offshore cables will pass below the flood defences using horizontal directional drill
and joined to the onshore cables;

•

up to 6 circuits of approximately 60km of onshore underground electrical cables from the
transition pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each circuit will be buried within a separate
trench, all 6 trenches will be located within a corridor approximately 60m wide;

•

an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation) located at Bicker Fen, required to transform the
electricity generated by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage suitable for connection to the
national grid. The footprint of the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares (21.2 acres) excluding
landscaping;

•

an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located on the onshore cable route near Orby. The
IEC is needed to ensure voltage stability and system efficiency. The footprint of the IEC will be
approximately 1.76 hectares (4.3 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage;

•

additional onshore underground cables, to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid
substation; and

•

landscaping and drainage at both the Substation and IEC.

What we will consult on
The focus of this consultation will be on issues surrounding the construction methodology and
opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts arising from the construction and
operation of TKES. As the scheme requires Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) the consultation
documents will include Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI).

The methods we will use to consult
Newsletters
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We will issue newsletters, which will include information about the onshore, and offshore elements and
updates of the project, information about how people can get involved in the consultation including
details of the questionnaires, locations of the public exhibitions, and contact details for RWE Innogy
UK.
Newsletters will be issued by post to people living close to the Electrical System (within 3km (1.86
miles of the IEC and the Substation locations, 400m (1313 feet) from the proposed landfall, transition
pits and cable route, and 200m (657 feet) from access routes to the Landfall, the IEC and the
Substation), to other organisations and individuals identified as community stakeholders and others
engaged in the consultation process (including those who have contacted us or attended previous
exhibitions).
Newsletters will also be sent to:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

local elected representatives;
local libraries;
parish and town councils;
groups and organisations which are included on Boston Borough Council’s and East Lindsey
District Council’s list which they use for their own consultations, and some additional
organisations agreed with Boston Borough Council and East Lindsey District Council;
Boston Borough Council access points at Boston Municipal Buildings offices; and
East Lindsey District Council access points at Spilsby, Alford, Skegness, Mablethorpe and
Horncastle area offices; and
offshore groups and individuals who have previously consulted with us or as identified by the
Marine Management Organisation (MMO).

Questionnaires
People will be able to respond to the consultation by completing a questionnaire online at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or by completing a questionnaire at one of the exhibitions (details
below). Alternatively, anyone can request a paper copy of the questionnaire by using the contact
details at the end of this statement. The questionnaire can be returned to us using the freepost
address provided.
Public exhibitions
Exhibitions will be held so that local people can find out more about the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm Electrical System proposals. RWE Innogy UK staff will be at the exhibitions to answer questions
that people may have.
Exhibitions will take place at the following locations:

Date

Location

Times

Tuesday 21st October

Bicker Village Hall Cemetery
Road, Bicker, Boston PE20 3BT

1pm to 8pm

Wednesday 22nd October

Orby, Orby Village Hall, Marsh
Lane, Orby, Skegness, PE24
5JA

1pm to 8pm

Thursday 23rd October

Skegness – North Shore Hotel
and Golf Club, North Shore
Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN

1pm to 8pm
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Friday 24th October

Anderby – Anderby Village Hall,
Sea Road, Anderby, Skegness,
PE24 5YE

1pm to 8pm

Saturday 25th October

Stickney – Stickney Community
Hall, Hall Lane, Stickney,
Boston, PE22 8BA

12pm to 5pm

Sunday 26th October

Firthville Village Hall - Church

12pm to 5pm

Corner, Frithville, Boston
PE22 7EX

The locations listed above have been chosen because they are located in areas close to the electrical
infrastructure and the underground cable route.

Engagement with elected representatives and parishes
We will keep your regionally and locally elected politicians informed of our proposals. We will also offer
copies of documents to parish clerks so they can decide on the best locations to provide information to
their community.
Liaison with marine users - we will consult with users of the sea through newsletters and direct
contact with individuals and organisations about the project.
Details about the consultation will also be made available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
webpages and through press releases issued to the local media. Comment forms will be available at
the exhibitions for people to give feedback. An email contact list of other interested parties will be
compiled to ensure up to date information is regularly distributed.

Environmental Impact Assessment regulations
Legislation requires that we undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to identify any
likely significant environmental effects of the project. The results of the EIA will be presented in an
Environmental Statement (ES) to accompany the application to the Planning Inspectorate. Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI) setting out the initial results of the EIA will be made available as part
of the consultation.

Example potential effects of Triton Knoll Electrical System
We will provide information about the potential effects of the Triton Knoll Electrical System through the
consultation. Below is a list of likely potential effects:
•

temporary impacts offshore during construction and decommissioning, including disturbance to
marine users, ecological receptors and seabed habitats;

•

temporary disturbance onshore during construction to users of the beach at the Landfall and to
traffic along the cable route and at the IEC and Substation locations;

•

temporary noise and visual impacts during construction of the Landfall, cable route, IEC and
Substation;
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•

offshore impacts on the seabed during operation from cable protection, where required;

•

onshore impacts during operation, including visual impact and noise of the IEC and Substation;

•

benefits, including the creation of jobs during construction and operation;

•

contribution to reducing carbon dioxide emissions and securing energy supplies.

IMPORTANT: The consultation for the Triton Knoll Electrical
System begins on 15th October 2014. Responses must reach us by
5pm on 19th November 2014
Responding to your comments
All comments received during the consultation will be recorded and carefully considered by TKOWFL.
The Consultation Report that accompanies the final application will explain how your views have been
incorporated into the project. There may be a large number of responses so the Consultation Report
may group comments into broad issues of concern. Please note that all comments submitted and
other communications may be made publicly available.
th

Consultation responses need to reach us by 5pm on 19 November 2014. We will, however, do our
best to consider responses received outside this period wherever possible.
A more detailed document, explaining how our consultation strategy was developed, is available on
our website or by contacting us.
Post:

FREEPOST
RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
SWINDON SN5 8ZT

Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Tel:

01793 474 013

Website:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

A large print version is available, please visit
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or phone 01793
474 013
21

Figure 1 – Locations of the offshore cables, Landfall, underground cable route, IEC and Substation
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Appendix 2 - List of non-statutory groups and bodies
Non-statutory consultation bodies
included in the S.47 Consultation

East Lincolnshire Primary Care Trust

Age Concern Lindsey

East Lindsey Citizens Advice Bureau

Agriculture Chaplin

East Midlands Tourism

Alford Chamber of Trade

Eresby School Sports Co-ordinator

Alford Civic Trust

Freight Transport Association

Alford PCC

Friends of The Earth

Anchor East Midlands

Friends of the Riverhead

Friends, Families and Travellers
Government Pipelines & Storage
Boatshed Young Peoples Project

Hagworthingham Parish Plan Group

Brick Yard Fishing

Havelok Housing Association Ltd

British Geological Survey

Heart of England Tourism

British Holiday & Home Parks Association

Help The Aged

British Resorts Association

Heritage Lincolnshire

British Telecom

Home Builders Federation

Renewable UK

Horncastle Belles Netball

Broadgate Builders

Horncastle Civic Society

Burgh & District Playing Fields Association

Horncastle Cricket Club

Burgh Bowls Club

Horncastle District Tennis Club

Burgh Cricket Club

Horncastle Hockey Club

Campaign for the Protection of Rural England

Horncastle Playing Fields Committee

Castle Bowls Club

Horncastle Ramblers Group

Centre for Ecology & Hydrology

Horncastle Rugby Club
Horncastle School Sports Co-ordinator

Church Commissioners

Horncastle Skatepark Committee

Citizen Advocacy Lincolnshire Link

Horncastle Squash Club
Horncastle Town FC

Community Council of Lincolnshire

Horncastle Youth Centre
Home Builders Federation
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Learning & Skills Council - Lincolnshire &
Rutland
Country Land & Business Association

Lincolnshire Area Ramblers Association

Diocesan Board of Finance

Lincolnshire Association of Local Councils

Disability Lincs Ltd

Lincolnshire Compact

District Councillors

Lincolnshire Development

DRC Helpline

Lincolnshire Extreme Sports Association
Lincolnshire Family Practitioner Committee

East Coast Kiting/Surf Club

Lincolnshire Fieldpaths Association

Lincolnshire Gypsy Liaison Group

Planning Aid for the East Midlands

Lincolnshire Historic Buildings Committee

Renewable Energy Foundation

Lincolnshire Playing Fields Association

RSPB

Lincolnshire Road Safety Partnership

RSPCA (East Branch)

Lincolnshire Rural Housing Association Ltd

Shelter

Lincolnshire Sports Partnerships

Skate/BMX/Inline Project

Lincolnshire Tourism

Skegness & District Council for Voluntary
Service

Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust

Skegness and District Seniors Forum

Linkage Community Trust

Skegness Bridge Club

Linx Homes

Skegness Cable Ski

Longhurst Housing Association Ltd

Skegness Chamber of Trade & Commerce
Skegness Crime Reduction Centre

Louth and District Help for the Homeless
Louth Area Voluntary Centre

Skegness Hoteliers Association

Louth Canoe Club
Louth CAWAC
Louth Chamber of Trade & Commerce

Skegness Model Flying Club

Louth Civic Trust

Skegness Rugby Club

Louth Dolphins

Skegness Self Catering Association
Skegness Sports College

Louth Naturalists, Antiquarian & Literary
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Society
Louth Navigation Trust

Louth Silvadale Bowling

Society for Lincolnshire History & Archaeology

Louth Spire RRC

Spilsby Bowls Club

Louth United FC

Spilsby Chamber of Trade & Commerce

Louth Westgate Bowling

Spilsby Juniors FC

Mablethorpe and District Seniors Forum

Spilsby Table Tennis Club

Mablethorpe Chamber of Trade & Commerce

Spilsby Tennis Club

Mablethorpe Cricket

Sport England

Mablethorpe Residents Association

Sutton On Sea Cricket Club

Mablethorpe Running Club

Sutton Rovers FC

Mablethorpe Short Mat Bowls

The British Horse Society

Mablethorpe Tourism Forum

The Camping & Caravanning Club

MACH1

The Caravan Club

Manby Area Conservation Group

The Gypsy Council

Mareham Le Fen Bowls Club

The House of Commons

Mumby Community Group

The Housing Corporation

National Farmers Union - East Midlands

The Inland Waterways Association

National Housing Federation

The National Trust - East Midlands
The Skegness Society

Peacock and Smith

The Theatres Trust
Valuation Office Agency

Transport Services Group

Wash & North Norfolk Coast SAC

Road Haulage Association - S & E Region

Wash Estuary Project Manager
Whitehaven, Sunnyside & Seabreeze
Residents Assoc

Wolds Business Initiative

Woodhall Spa Tennis Club

Wolds Housing Association Ltd

Woodhall Spa Town Bowls Club

Women's National Commission

Woodland Trust

Woodhall Spa Cricket Club

Wragby Parish Plan Group

Woodhall Spa Seniors forum

Wragby Sports Hall
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Additional non-statutory bodies (proposed by TKOWFL) to be included in the s42

consultation with the statutory bodies
Anglian Water Services

National Grid Wireless

BBC Spectrum Planning Group

Norfolk Wildlife Trust

British Telecoms

NTL Spectrum Planning Group

British Trust for Ornithology

OFCOM

Cable & Wireless plc

Orange

Central Networks

Renewables East

East of England Energy Group

T-Mobile (UK) Ltd

East of England Tourist Board

Virgin Mobile

Gibraltar Point National Nature Reserve

Visit Britain

Greenpeace UK

Vodafone Ltd

Joint Radio Company Ltd

WWF UK

Marine Conservation Society

RSPB

Additional non-statutory marine bodies (proposed by Innogy UK) to be included in the

consultation with the statutory bodies
FISHERIES

Boston and District Fishermen's Association

King's Lynn Fishing Industry Co-operative Ltd

Brancaster Staithe Fishermen's Society

King's Lynn Fishing Vessel Owners &
Skippers Association

Bridlington and Flamborough Fishermen's
Society

Lincolnshire Coast Fishermen’s Association

Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Committee (or
equivalent IFCA replacement)

National Federation of Fishermen's
Organisations

Greater Wash Association

North Norfolk Business Forum (Fisheries
Round Table)

Grimsby Seiners Association

North Norfolk Coast Inshore Fishermen's
Association & Wells and District Fishermen's
Association

Heiploeg & Lynn Shrimpers Inc

North Norfolk Shellfishermen's Association

Hornsea and Withernsea District Fishermen's
Association

The Grimsby Fishing Vessel Owners
Association

John Lake Shellfish

Yorkshire/Humber Fishermen’s Association &
Companies

27

SHIPPING AND NAVIGATION

Stena Line

ABP Grimsby

Torbulk

ABP Hull and Goole

UK Hydrographic Office

ABP Humber

Wharton Grove Wharf Ltd

ABP Kings Lynn

Yorkshire Shipping

ASP Ship Management Ltd
Associated Petroleum Terminals (Immingham)
Ltd

RNLI

BG Freight Line BV

RNLI Divisional Base East

Boston Putfords Offshore Safety Ltd

RNLI Divisional Base North

British Ports Association

Recreation

Casper Shipping

British Sub Aqua Club

CB Shipping

Grimsby & Cleethorpes Yacht Club

Chamber of Shipping

National Association of Boat Angling Clubs

DFDS Tor Line

Angling Trust

Eimskip

Royal Yachting Association

Euroship Services Ltd as operator / manager
of Cobelfret.

Royal Yorkshire Yacht Club

Fast Lines

Skegness Yacht Club

Flixborough Wharf Ltd

The Cruising Association

GB Holdings
Hartel shipping and chartering BV

OTHER MARINE INDUSTRIES

Hudig and Veder Chartering BV

Aggregates

Hull & Humber Chamber of Commerce and
Shipping

British Marine Aggregate Producers
Association

Hull and Humber Chamber of Shipping and
Commerce

CEMEX UK Marine

Humber Area Dredging Association (HADA)
(part of United Marine)

Hanson Aggregates Marine Ltd

King's Lynn Conservancy Board

United Marine Aggregates Ltd

Minship UK Ltd

Westminster Gravels Ltd

Mol Tankship Management-Europe (UK)
Norfolk Line

Wind Farm Companies
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P&O Ferries

Centrica Renewable Energy Ltd

PD Port Services

DONG Energy & Power

Port of Boston

E.ON Climate & Renewables

Port of Wisbech Harbour Authority

Scira Offshore Energy

Port of Wisbech Ltd

Statoil Hydro A/S

Rederiet Nielsen and Bresling A/S

Warwick Energy Ltd

RMS Group Logistics Ltd.
Samskip

Aviation

Seacon Terminals Ltd

Bristow Helicopters Ltd

Simon Group Ltd, Port of Sutton Bridge

CHC Scotia

Oil and Gas Operators

RMS

Amasus Shipping

Swanland Shipping Ltd

ARCO British Ltd

Union Transport

Arklow Shipping

Wagenborg Shipping

British Petroleum

Wilson EuroCarriers AS

Conoco Philips Ltd
Frank Dahl Shipping

OTHER INTERESTS

Orion Shipping
Perenco

Joint Nautical Archaeology Policy Committee

Rettig Group Ltd Bore

Marinet
Norfolk Coast Partnership
Norfolk Ornithologists’ Association
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 3E: ELDC response to final draft SoCC document
April 2015

11/18/2014

Theenergyworkshop.co.uk Mail - Re: Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC

>

Tom Surman

Re: Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC
Panton, Chris <
To: Tom Surman <t
Cc: "Loveday, David" <

>

k>

3 September 2014 14:26
>

Hi Tom
We have had a look at the updated final draft SoCC and are now happy with the document.
Thanks Chris
From: Tom Surman [mailto:
Sent: 03 September 2014 13:23
To: Phil Hughes;
; Loveday, David; Panton, Chris; Gibson, Alan (MMO); Andy
Gutherson
Cc: <
Subject: Re: Triton Knoll Electrcial System Draft SoCC
[Quoted text hidden]

Responsible People love where they live. We’ve launched a campaign to reduce fly tipping, dog fouling and
littering in East Lindsey. Click here to find out more and download a poster.
***************************************************************************

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or
entity to whom they are addressed. This communication may contain confidential material. If you are not the
intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the email to the intended recipient, be advised that
you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this
email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender. The views
expressed in this message are my own, and any negotiations by email are subject to formal contract. Any
correspondence with the sender will be subject to automatic monitoring for inappropriate content. Your
information will be processed in accordance with the law, in particular the Data Protection Act 1998. The
information that you provide will only be used for Council purposes unless there is a legal authority to do
otherwise. The contents of emails may have to be disclosed to a request under the Data Protection Act 1998
and the Freedom of Information Act 2000.
**************************************************************************

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ui=2&ik=f3b39bdb38&view=pt&q=paul.edwards%40boston.gov.uk&qs=true&search=query&msg=1483bb1fe51efe25&siml…
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Triton Knoll Electrical System
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited

Triton Knoll Electrical System

Statement of Community
Consultation Document
Section 47 of the Planning Act 2008
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1.

Statement of Community Consultation document

1.1

This document sets out the consultation process that will be undertaken for the Triton Knoll
Electrical System (TKES). It will be made available to the public and explains the objectives and
the key elements of the consultation.

1.2

The Planning Act 2008 (the Act) requires developers to undertake pre-application consultation
before submitting an application for a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP). As
part of this the developer is required to prepare a Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC)
explaining how consultation will be carried out with the local community. Section 47 (2) of the
Act requires that the SoCC is agreed with the local planning authorities within whose area the
development will be located. In this case the relevant local authorities are Lincolnshire County
Council (LCC), East Lindsey District Council (ELDC) and Boston Borough Council (BBC).

1.3

Since elements of TKES are located offshore, and in line with guidance published by the
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG), the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO), has also been consulted on the SoCC.

1.4

Consultation on the proposed development will also take place with other statutory stakeholders
(under the provisions of section 42 of the Act) but details of this are outside the scope of this
document, which deals solely with the community consultation under Section 47 of the Act.

1.5

This document comprises the ‘Consultation Documents’ for the purposes of section 47(3) and
(4) of the Act.

2. Triton Electrical System Background
th

2.1

TKES is an essential part of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm (TKOWF). On 11 July 2013,
the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change (SoS) granted consent for the TKOWF
offshore array and consent is now to be sought for the Electrical System, which includes the
offshore export cables, Landfall works, onshore cables, and an Intermediate Electrical
Compound (IEC) and Substation.

2.2

Following a request from TKOWFL, the SoS issued a direction in November 2013 that the
Electrical System works should be treated as development for which development consent is
required and determined under the Planning Act 2008.

2.3

Non-statutory consultation, which is not a requirement of the Act, has already taken place for
elements of TKES. In March 2013, the Alternatives Consultation was held to assist TKOWFL to
determine the most suitable location of the Substation and the IEC. A Cable Route Consultation
rd
th
was held between 3 February and 16 March 2014. These consultations have influenced the
development of the project and the preparation of the Environmental Statememt.

3. Triton Knoll Electrical System project overview
3.1

There are two key elements to the TKES project, the onshore works and the offshore works
(shown in Figure 2). For the purposes of this document, offshore means any point on the
seaward side of the mean high water springs tide level and includes the Landfall where the
offshore electricity export cables come onshore.

3.2

The offshore elements of TKES required to connect the offshore wind farm to the national grid
will include:


up to 6 circuits of offshore buried electricity cables, approximately 64km in length – these
cables will run from the offshore substation platforms to come ashore at the Landfall at
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Anderby Creek. Each circuit will be buried within a separate trench, all 6 trenches will be
located within a corridor approximately 1100m wide; and

3.3

secondary cable protection for short discrete lengths of cable where adequate burial is not
achievable or where joints between cable lengths are required.
The onshore elements include:



up to six buried cable transition pits of approximately 20m x 3m, located at Anderby Creek
where the offshore cables will pass below the flood defences using horizontal directional drill
and joined to the onshore cables;



up to 6 circuits of approximately 60km of onshore underground electrical cables from the
transition pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each circuit will be buried within a separate
trench, all 6 trenches will be located within a corridor approximately 60m wide;



an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation) located at Bicker Fen, required to transform the
electricity generated by the offshore wind turbines to a voltage suitable for connection to the
national grid. The footprint of the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares (21.2 acres) excluding
landscaping;



an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located on the onshore cable route near Orby. The
IEC is needed to ensure voltage stability and system efficiency. The footprint of the IEC will be
approximately 1.76 hectares (4.3 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage;



additional onshore underground cables, to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid
substation; and



landscaping and drainage at both the Substation and IEC.

3.4

The Electrical System works will allow the electricity generated at Triton Knoll to be connected
to the national high-voltage electricity transmission system – the national grid. This is operated
1
by National Grid , which is responsible for developing and maintaining an efficient, co-ordinated
and economical GB electricity transmission system. National Grid is also responsible for
determining where it is appropriate for power generation projects such as TKOWF to connect to
the transmission system.

3.5

In September 2014 we published a report outlining the results of a study undertaken in 2011
with National Grid which considered the merits of 17 different substations across the east coast
of England. The Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR) clearly highlights why Bicker
Fen near Boston, is the best location to connect the Triton Knoll offshore wind farm to the
national grid.

4. The consenting regime and policy context
4.1

In November 2013, the Secretary of State issued a direction under section 35 of the Act that
development consent would be required for the electrical system works. Consent will be sought
for the works described below, the onshore elements of which will be located within the County
of Lincolnshire, District of East Lindsey and Borough of Boston.

4.2

Following the direction issued by the SoS, that the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical
System TKES was of national signficance and could be consented under the Planning Act
2008, an application will be made under the Act for a Development Consent Order (DCO). The
Act places a statutory duty on TKOWFL to undertake consultation with the community and to
take account of any responses received in finalising the application. For example, as a result of

1

National Grid in this document means the company National Grid Electricity Transmission Limited.
‘national grid’ is the name of the electricity network itself.
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the consultation responses received we may provide more information, seek to reduce identified
impacts, include additional mitigation (such as landscaping or restoring affected land after
construction) or amend the design of certain aspects of the project to take account of any
concerns raised. It is therefore important that local communities get involved with the
consultation and make their views known, so we understand and can address issues and
concerns. Equally, consultation responses may be influential in determining how the application
is examined.
4.3

Legislation requires that we undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to identify
any likely significant environmental effects of the project. The results of the EIA will be
presented in an Environmental Statement (ES) to accompany the application to the Planning
Inspectorate. Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) setting out the initial results of the
EIA will be made available as part of the consultation.

4.4

The primary policy for the determination of NSIPs is set out in the National Policy Statements
(NPSs). The NPSs relevant to the application are EN-1 – Overarching Energy, EN-3 –
Renewable Energy and EN-5 – Electricity Networks.

5. Community consultation
5.1

The objectives of the formal consultation on the Electrical System are to:


inform community stakeholders about the various elements of the project in a clear and
concise way;



provide information on an inclusive basis to all sections of the relevant communities; and



provide an opportunity for local people to influence and comment on the formal proposals.

5.2

The SoCC (which is shown in Appendix 1) will be published in full. TKOWFL is required to
comply with the SoCC in carrying out its consultation with local communities on the TKES.

5.3

Following the consultation, TKOWFL will review all responses received and consider whether:

5.4



any additional information needs to be provided;



changes are needed to the project to further reduce or minimise impacts; and



any additional mitigation is required.
TKOWFL is aware that it can be confusing if different consultations take place at the same time.
Other major consultations being held in the area will be considered during the formal
consultation process for the Electrical System to ensure that any confusion and potential
consultation fatigue are kept to a minimum. TKOWFL is aware of the Heckington Fen Wind Park
Grid Connection which also connects into the Bicker Fen National Grid substation and is being
taken forward as an NSIP. No information is available for the timing of the formal consultation
with the public of the project at this time but TKOWFL will seek to co-ordinate its consultation
with any undertaken for that project.

6. Agreement of the SoCC and consultation process
6.1

The Act (Section 47) requires TKOWFL to undertake public consultation with people living and
working in the ‘vicinity’ of TKES.

6.2

The SoCC sets out how we propose to communicate with the various communities. The draft
SoCC and this document will be consulted upon with East Lindsey District Council (ELDC),
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Boston Borough Council (BBC) and Lincolnshire County Council (LCC) as required by s42(1) of
the Act because the Landfall, the underground cables, the IEC and the Substation would be
located within their boundaries.
6.3

The views of the Marine Management Organisation (MMO) will be sought about the
consultation strategy for the offshore elements of the Electrical System.

6.4

It is important that the pre-application consultation is directed at those that are likely to be
affected by the various elements of the project. As a result TKOWFL has sought to define an
appropriate ‘vicinity’ for the consultation process and this is an important focus of this
document. The level of consultation in each area has been designed to be appropriate to the
potential impacts of the scheme at those locations; for each of the elements of the Electrical
System works the vicinity for consultation defined for TKES community consultation is set out in
Section 9 of this document.

7. Publishing the SoCC
7.1

Section 47(6) of the Act requires that:
Once the applicant has prepared the SoCC, the applicant must publish it –

7.2

(a)

in a newspaper circulating in the vicinity of the land, and

(b)

in such other manner as may be prescribed.

TKOWFL will publish the SoCC in the following newspapers, in the form of a single public notice
advertisement. The publications proposed have been chosen to advertise widely the
consultation to potentially affected communities, both onshore and offshore.

Publication

Distribution

Purpose

Boston
Standard

Includes areas around Boston including
Bicker, Swineshead and Heckington

To ensure adequate coverage in the
Boston Area.
To capture the areas for the Substation,
and cable route.

Louth Leader

Includes areas near Louth including Anderby

To ensure adequate coverage in the
Louth area.
To capture the areas for the Landfall,
IEC and cable route.

Skegness
Standard and
the local edition
- The Spilsby
Standard

Includes the towns of Skegness, Louth,
Orby, Spalding, Alford, Spilsby

To ensure adequate coverage in
Skegness ands Spilsby area.

East Coast
Target

To ensure adequate coverage in towns and
villages along the coast from Boston up to
Mablethorpe and inland across the Wolds.

To capture the areas for the Landfall,
IEC, Substation and cable route.

Fairplay

UK and international shipping industry

To capture offshore users.

Fishing News

Commercial fishing industry

To capture offshore users.

To capture the areas for the IEC and
cable route.

Table 1 - Publications in which the SoCC will be advertised
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7.3

The SoCC will also be available on RWE Innogy UK’s Triton Knoll web pages
(www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll)

8. Non-statutory Consultation
8.1

Consultation has already been carried out on elements of the project with members of the
public and consultees. This non-statutory consultation is not a requirement of the Act, but has
shaped the proposal for TKES and comments received have been taken into account as
described below.

8.2

The Alternatives Consultation was designed to assist TKOWFL to determine which one of four
identified zones (Blue, Green, Purple and Orange) should be chosen for the Substation location
near Bicker Fen and one of three zones (Brown, Red and Yellow) for the IEC along the onshore
cable route.

8.3

The consultation material consisted of newsletters, questionnaires, site booklets, site reports
and public exhibitions. Local, Parish, Ward and County Councils, statutory and non-statutory
bodies, and members of the public were invited to participate in the consultation. The
th
th
consultation commenced on 19 February 2013 and ran until 5 April 2013, but responses were
th
th
th
accepted until 30 April 2013. Public exhibitions took place between 5 and 13 March.

8.4

888 people attended the public exhibitions during this nine day period. 364 individual comments
were received via questionnaire, email or letter. Responses were also received from
Lincolnshire County Council, ELDC, BBC, North Kesteven District Council, Parish Councils,
statutory consultees such as the Environment Agency and non-statutory consultees such as
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust.

8.5

The Cable Route Consultation was held between 3 February and 16 March 2014.
Questionnaires were sent to landowners along the route and the public were given the
opportunity to make comments through a questionnaire on the Triton Knoll website. During the
cable route consultation, representatives from parish councils along the cable route were invited
to meetings with the TKOWF project team to provide a project update and information on the
cable route consultation.

8.6

Consultation responses from the cable route consultation have been included in the design of
the cable route, which will be presented at the statutory consultation.

8.7

Landowner focused exhibitions were held on 2 and 3 of July 2014 to ensure that landowners
affected by our proposals had the opportunity to speak to staff and understand the proposals in
greater detail before the statutory consultation commences in October 2014.

th

nd

th

rd

9. Scope of the statutory community consultation
9.1

The statutory consultation planned for TKOWF is set out below in more detail. It has been
designed to follow on from and develop the non-statutory consultation already undertaken as
set out in Section 8.

9.2

TKOWFL will carry out statutory consultation on the offshore cables, the Landfall, the IEC, the
Substation and the onshore underground electrical cables. This will involve setting out further
detail of the proposals for the TKES and consulting with the relevant communities to gain their
comments on the proposals.

9.3

As members of the public, landowners and other stakeholders have already been consulted on
the siting of key elements of the project, this consultation will focus on issues surrounding the
construction methodology and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts
from arising.
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9.4

Key consultation documents will include the Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) and details
of the principles that could be applied to the design and construction of TKES. We are also making
available the Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR), which explains why we have chosen
the connection point at Bicker Fen. These documents will be available during the consultation which
will give members of the public an opportunity to engage with us.

9.5

Guidance from The Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) on preapplication consultation requires that:
“consultation must happen at a sufficiently early stage to allow consultees a real opportunity to
influence the proposals.”

9.6

The consultation will focus on people in the ‘vicinity’ of both the onshore and offshore elements
of the Electrical System who may be directly or indirectly affected by the proposals. TKOWFL
will also put in place mechanisms so that the wider community can contribute to the process, if
they wish to. Details are given in Section 10.

Defining ‘the vicinity’
9.7

Guidance from the DCLG on the pre-application consultation process states that:

“In most communities developers will need to strike a balance between consulting those who
are significantly affected by proposals (i.e. those identified in section 42 of the Act) and
consulting a wider group of local people who will not be directly affected, but who will have a
reasonable fear that they might be, or will have strong feelings about a project. This second
category may include people who live in the proximity of the development, but not close
enough to be physically affected by it, people who are likely to be affected by wider impacts of
the development, or who are users of, or visitors to the area.”
9.8

The guidance also states that:

“We also recognise that, whilst consultation should be thorough and effective, there will be a
variety of possible approaches to discharging the requirements, and that consultation will need
to be proportionate.”
9.9

The following section identifies how we have decided on the ‘vicinity’ for our consultation, based
on the potential impacts of TKES.

Potential Impacts of the project
9.10 The consultation will be proportionate to the potential impacts of the project, which are
summarised below:


temporary impacts offshore during construction and decommissioning, including disturbance to
marine users, ecological receptors and seabed habitats;



temporary disturbance onshore during construction to users of the beach at the Landfall and to
traffic along the cable route and at the IEC and Substation locations;



temporary noise and visual impacts during construction of the Landfall, cable route, IEC and
Substation;



offshore impacts on the seabed during operation from cable protection, where required;
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onshore impacts during operation, including visual impact and noise of the IEC and Substation;



benefits, including the creation of jobs during construction and operation;



contribution to reducing carbon dioxide emissions and securing energy supplies.

Consultation boundaries
9.11 The consultation boundaries as set out below define those living closest to the infrastructure.
People living within these boundaries will be targeted directly with information about the
consultation and how they can get involved. Other communities will receive information via the
local media and publication of the SoCC and they will be able to respond using a number of
methods if they have comments on the proposed infrastructure.
9.12 TKOWFL’s current noise predictions suggest that the IEC and the Substation could have a
potential impact on receptors up to 400 metres (1313 feet) away. Visual impacts are also
expected to be one of the key concerns of the community. Therefore, we have set the
Substation and IEC consultation boundary at 3 kilometres (km) (1.86 miles) from the boundary
of the proposed sites and within 200m (657 feet) of current potential access routes from the
nearest ‘A’ road.
9.13 TKOWFL’s cable route and consultation boundary will extend to 400m either side of the outer
edge of the cable route corridor, Landfall, and transition pits. This reflects a consultation
distance considered adequate for this type of development.
9.14 The following consultees will be identified and contacted directly:


Local residents, businesses and organisations with postcodes within the consultation
boundaries for the infrastructure as described above;



Members of British and European Parliaments with local constituencies wholly or partly within
any of the consultation boundaries;



District and County Councillors with wards/divisions wholly or partly within any of the
consultation boundaries;



Fishermen and other marine users

9.15 A further, extensive list of non-statutory consultees will also be consulted at this stage, details of
which are included below.
9.16 Further details of who we will consult with are in Section 10: How we will consult.

Statutory and Non-statutory consultees
9.17 At the same time as consulting with local communities, TKOWFL will consult with landowners
and others with an interest in the proposed development area and with statutory and technical
consultees. Statutory bodies are defined and will be consulted as set out under Section 42 of
the Act and supporting legislation and as advised to applicants on a case by case basis.
However, they typically include bodies such as (but not limited to):


Local authorities at both district and county level



Strategic health authorities



Natural England
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Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission for England (English Heritage)



Environment Agency



Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment



Parish councils



Relevant fire and police authorities



Maritime and Coastguard Agency



Marine Management Organisation

9.18 In addition to the identified statutory consultees, TKOWFL has identified a number of additional
non-statutory groups and bodies which it thinks could provide valuable technical input to the
consultation process and will be included in the consultation with the statutory bodies.
9.19 There are important groups of directly and indirectly affected users of the sea such as dredging
and oil and gas companies, commercial fishing representative bodies and shipping interests,
who also be consulted.
9.20 There are additional non-statutory groups and bodies could provide valuable input to the
community consultation process that will be included in the section 47 consultation.

Hard-to-reach groups
9.21 The pre-application guidance states that it is important for developers to identify any hard-toreach groups in the areas where consultation is occurring.
9.22 It was identified during preliminary SoCC discussions with LCC, ELDC and BCC that the key
hard-to-reach group was the significant proportion of the population who are elderly and who
are unlikely to have access to the internet and may have relatively low mobility. For this reason
we will be holding public exhibitions close to the IEC, Substation and Landfall locations and at
locations along the cable route. We will also lodge all our consultation documents in local
libraries and council access points and distribute the documents to parish clerks.
9.23 We will also include in the SoCC a clear statement about how people can obtain a large print or
audio versions of the Statement.
9.24 A dedicated phone line will be available for members of the public to speak to the project team.
9.25 We will ensure that that consultation pages and other information on our website are easy to
navigate and information can be accessed easily.
9.26 Any venues chosen for exhibitions and any other public events will have disabled access.
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10. How we will consult
10.1 TKOWFL will invite communities and interested parties to view, discuss and comment on the
Electrical System proposals using a variety of communication tools. We will endeavour to
ensure that public consultation is effective so that members of the community understand the
project and have the opportunity to express their views. We will provide clear and concise
information about the project and its impacts throughout the pre-application consultation
process, to enable constructive consultation to take place.
10.2 The section 47 consultees will be sent a newsletter about how they can get involved in the
consultation. Those bodies that TKOWFL has identified for inclusion in the Section 42
consultation will receive the section 42 consultation documents. A telephone information line will
also be available.
10.3 We will carry out consultation with local communities specifically on issues surrounding the
construction methodology and opportunities for mitigation which may reduce or avoid impacts
arising from the construction and operation of TKES. Consultation documents including
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) will be available as part of the consultation.
10.4 Outside the targeted consultation TKOWFL will announce the commencement of the
consultation by issuing information to local media using a press release and by making
information available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages.
10.5 The following consultees will receive newsletters by post and will also be able to obtain
information via the other communication methods listed in Section 11:


Those residents and businesses with postcodes located within the consultation boundary for
the IEC, Substation, Landfall and along the cable route (determined using Royal Mail
postcode database).



Non-statutory groups and bodies as identified by TKOWF;



Any individual or organisation that responds to the advertisement of the SoCC; responds to
general media notifications concerning community consultations or who otherwise records
their interest in engaging in consultation.

10.6 A key consultation activity will be the public exhibitions, details of which are given in Section
11.
10.7 In addition to the posting of newsletters, the community and consultees will be made aware of
the project via:


notices issued to local media;



the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages;



information provided to local elected representatives; and



information provided to local parish councils.

10.8 The Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm web pages will be developed during the pre-application
consultation process and a dedicated telephone contact number, postal address and e-mail
address will also be made available.
10.9 Newsletters will be sent out following the consultation providing an update and setting out the
next step of the project.

11. Communication tools
11.1 A range of communication tools will be used to disseminate information to the public and
consultees. These include the following:
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Information provided by TKOWFL:


Newsletters – Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System newsletters will be
sent by post to those local communities most likely to be affected. The newsletters will
also be made available to wider communities through a range of community outlets.
Copies will also be available on request from RWE Innogy UK and at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll



Website - www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll will be updated during the consultation
process and the application process. The website will explain what we are consulting
about, advertise the public exhibitions, include electronic copies of the newsletters
and will have a facility to allow people to seek information and contact us on-line via
an enquiry form.



Preliminary Environmental Information – this will be in the form of a draft
Environmental Statement which will contain all the results and assessment of various
environmental and technical surveys undertaken by TKOWFL which will form part of
the application.

Opportunities to speak to the project team and ask questions:


Public exhibitions - to be held in in the locations set out below. They will be open
exhibitions where people will be able to view details of the proposal, talk to the project
team and submit their comments:

Date
st

Tuesday 21 October

Wednesday 22

nd

October

rd

Thursday 23 October

th

Friday 24 October

th

Saturday 25 October

th

Sunday 26 October

Location

Times

Bicker Fen - Bicker Village Hall
Cemetery Road, Bicker, Boston
PE20 3BT

2pm to 8pm

Orby - Orby Village Hall, Marsh
Lane, Orby, Skegness, PE24
5JA

2pm to 8pm

Skegness - North Shore Hotel
and Golf Club, North Shore
Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN

2pm to 8pm

Anderby Creek - Anderby
Village Hall, Sea Road,
Anderby, Skegness, PE24 5YE

2pm to 8pm

Stickney - Stickney Community
Hall, Hall Lane, Stickney,
Boston, PE22 8BA

12pm to 5pm

Frithville - Frithville Village Hall,

12pm to 5pm

Church Corner, Frithville,
Boston, PE22 7EX


Points of contact – a dedicated Triton Knoll postal address, telephone message
service (using an answer phone system) and email address will be set up.
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Opportunities for members of the pubic and consultees to provide feedback to us:


Questionnaire - the questionnaire will ask specific questions about elements of the
infrastructure. People will be able to respond to the consultation by completing a
questionnaire online at www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or by completing a
questionnaire at one of the exhibitions (see above). Alternatively, anyone can request
a paper copy of the questionnaire by using the contact details at the end of this
statement. The questionnaire can be returned to us using the freepost address
provided.



Comments forms – comments forms will be available for people to record views
when they attend the public exhibitions.

Updates with elected representatives:




On-going liaison with marine users - including general and issue-specific meetings,
newsletters and direct contact with relevant individuals and organisations about the
proposals.

Elected representative engagement (including information for parish councils) –
TKOWFL will offer updates and briefings for local politicians about the Electrical
System to ensure they have all of the relevant facts. The opportunity to comment on
the project will feed into the consultation process.

Media announcements and public documents:


Media - press releases will be issued during the consultation process including details
about the questionnaire and the public exhibitions.



Lodging of documents in public – It may not be sufficient to place documents solely
at local libraries or key council offices. Parish Councils are best placed to determine
where their community members will be able to access information most readily. We
therefore propose to provide parish clerks with a copy of:

−

the published Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC);

−

the consultation documents;

−

newsletters issued to local communities; and

−

any other relevant advertisements or documents about TKES.

What we will do with the consultation
11.2 All consultation responses received will be recorded and considered. TKOWFL, and its project
team, will carefully consider all issues raised during the pre-application consultation period.
11.3 Responses received after the consultation deadline will be accepted and considered wherever
possible.
11.4 We will produce a Consultation Report which will form part of our Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm Electrical System application.
11.5 The Consultation Report will summarise all the consultation undertaken, the responses received
and how these have influenced the final proposal.
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12. Consultation summary
12.1 During the pre-application consultation process, the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm website
will be updated with relevant information as it becomes available. The dedicated contact
methods (telephone, postal and e-mail) will be available throughout the pre-application and
post-application periods.

Media communications
12.2 Liaising with local media, proactively sending out press releases and reactively responding to
th
media enquiries will begin before the statutory consultation period starts on 15 October 2014
and will continue during the consultation period and beyond.
12.3 The consultation will be carried out as follows and as shown Figure 1 below:


advertise the commencement of the consultation in the SoCC;



newsletters sent to local stakeholders providing information about the consultation and
updates to TKES;



questionnaires available on the website and at the public exhibitions;



issue press release to local media;



local media briefings about the proposals accompanied by press releases;



elected representative engagement;



public exhibitions;



newsletters issued following the consultation setting out the next steps;



information and updates on the project website; and



on-going liaison with communities.
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Figure 1: Consultation diagram
Boston Standard
Louth Leader
Advertise SoCC

Throughout scheme

Skegness and Spilsby Standard
East Coast Target
Fairplay
Fishing News
Libraries

Announce commencement
of consultation and dates of
public exhibitions

Directly contact, updates
and details of public
exhibitions

Elected representatives and parish
clerks (for town and parish councillors)
All addresses within 3km of the
Substation and IEC, 400m from the
Landfall, transition pits and cable route
and 200m of potential access routes

Newsletters

Website available
and updated

non-statutory consultee list and marine
users
Media and press
Libraries and community outlets
Parish clerks
Access points (where requested)

Dedicated phone
line

Elected representatives and parish
clerks (for town and parish councillors)
Media releases
Hold public exhibitions

Bicker, Frithville, Skegness, Stickney,
Orby and Anderby
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13. Further information
For more information about RWE Innogy UK or our plans for Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm you can
contact us.
Post:

FREEPOST
RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
SWINDON SN5 8ZT

Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Tel:

01793 474 244

Website:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
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RWE Innogy UK

TRITON KNOLL OFFSHORE WIND FARM LTD
STATEMENT OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION Triton Knoll Electrical System
RWE Innogy UK is publishing this Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) on behalf of Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm Limited (TKOWFL) for the proposed Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES). This statement explains how we will
consult with the local community including residents, businesses, organisations and users of the area as required under
section 47 of the Planning Act 2008. The consultation will take place from 15 October 2014 to 19 November 2014.

OBJECTIVES
The objectives of the consultation are:
–	to inform local people about our proposals in
a clear and concise way
–	inform people about the infrastructure required
for The Electrical System
–	to provide an opportunity for local people to put
forward their ideas and to give an opportunity to
influence the proposals
–	to provide an opportunity for local people to
meet face-to-face with RWE Innogy UK staff who
are involved in the development and
–	to explain how we will respond to local people.

BACKGROUND
On 11 July 2013, The Secretary of State for Energy
and Climate Change granted consent for the
offshore array of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm (TKOWF). The offshore site is approximately
33 kilometres (km) (20.5 miles) off the coast of
Lincolnshire, 46km (28.5 miles) off the coast of
north Norfolk and 48km (29.8 miles) off the nearest
point on the East Riding of Yorkshire coast. Consent
is now sought for the TKES, which includes offshore
export cables, the Landfall, onshore underground
cables an onshore electrical Substation (Substation)
and an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC).
Consultation took place in March 2013 to identify the
most suitable location for the IEC and Substation.
In November 2013, the Secretary of State issued a
direction that the TKES was of national significance
and could be consented under the Planning Act.
A Cable Route Consultation was held between 3
February to 16 March 2014. Questionnaires were
sent to landowners along the route and the public
were given the opportunity to make comments
through a questionnaire on the Triton Knoll website.
Landowner focused exhibitions were held on 2 and
3 July 2014 to ensure that landowners affected
by our proposals had the opportunity to speak to
staff and understand the proposals in greater detail
before the statutory consultation commences in
October 2014.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: TRITON KNOLL
ELECTRICAL SYSTEM
The offshore elements of TKES required to connect the
offshore wind farm to the national grid will include:
–	up to 6 circuits of offshore buried electricity
cables, approximately 64km in length – these
cables will run from the offshore substation
platforms to come ashore at the Landfall at
Anderby Creek. Each circuit will be buried within
a separate trench, all 6 trenches will be located
within a corridor approximately 1100m wide and
–	secondary cable protection for short discrete
lengths of cable where adequate burial is not
achievable or where joints between cable lengths
are required.
The onshore elements include:
–	up to six buried cable transition pits of
approximately 20m x 3m, located at Anderby
Creek where the offshore cables will pass below
the flood defences using horizontal directional
drill and joined to the onshore cables
–	up to 6 circuits of approximately 60km of onshore
underground electrical cables from the transition
pits to the onshore electricity substation. Each
circuit will be buried within a separate trench,
all 6 trenches will be located within a corridor
approximately 60m wide
–	an Onshore Electricity Substation (Substation)
located at Bicker Fen, required to transform the
electricity generated by the offshore
wind turbines to a voltage suitable for
connection to the national grid. The footprint of
the Substation will be up to 8.6 hectares (21.2
acres) excluding landscaping
–	an Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) located
on the onshore cable route near Orby.
The IEC is needed to ensure voltage stability and
system efficiency. The footprint of the IEC will be
approximately 1.76 hectares
(4.3 acres) excluding landscaping and drainage
–	additional onshore underground cables, to
connect the Substation to the existing National
Grid substation and
–	landscaping and drainage at both Substation
and IEC.

WHAT WE WILL CONSULT ON
The focus of this consultation will be on issues
surrounding the construction methodology and
opportunities for mitigation which may reduce
or avoid impacts arising from the construction
and operation of TKES. As the scheme requires
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) the
consultation documents will include Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI).

THE METHODS WE WILL USE TO CONSULT
Newsletters
We will issue newsletters, which will include
information about the onshore, and offshore
elements and updates of the project, information
about how people can get involved in the
consultation including details of the questionnaires,
locations of the public exhibitions, and contact
details for RWE Innogy UK.
Newsletters will be issued by post to people living
close to the Electrical System (within 3km (1.86
miles) of the IEC and the Substation locations, 400m
(1313 feet) from the proposed Landfall, transition
pits and cable route, and 200m (657 feet) from
access routes to the Landfall, transition pits, the
IEC and the Substation), to other organisations and
individuals identified as community stakeholders
and others engaged in the consultation process
(including those who have contacted us or provided
contact details at previous exhibitions).
Newsletters will also be sent to:
–	local elected representatives
–	local libraries
–	parish and town councils
–	groups and organisations which are included
on Boston Borough Council’s and East Lindsey
District Council’s list which they use for their own
consultations, and some additional organisations
agreed with Boston Borough Council and East
Lindsey District Council
–	Boston Borough Council access points at Boston
Municipal Buildings offices and
–	East Lindsey District Council access points at
Spilsby, Alford, Skegness, Mablethorpe and
Horncastle area offices and
–	offshore groups and individuals who have previously
consulted with us or as identified by the MMO.

ADVERTISEMENT FEATURE

Questionnaires
People will be able to respond to the consultation
by completing a questionnaire online at www.
rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or by completing
a questionnaire at one of the exhibitions (details
below). Alternatively, anyone can request a
paper copy of the questionnaire by using the
contact details at the end of this statement.
The questionnaire can be returned to us using
the freepost address provided.
Public exhibitions
Exhibitions will be held so that local people can find
out more about the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Electrical System proposals. RWE Innogy UK staff
will be at the exhibitions to answer questions that
people may have.
See table for locations of where Exhibitions will
take place. The locations listed in the table have
been chosen because they are located in areas close
to the electrical infrastructure and the underground
cable route.

ENGAGEMENT WITH ELECTED
REPRESENTATIVES AND PARISHES
We will keep your regionally and locally elected
politicians informed of our proposals. We will
also offer copies of documents to parish clerks so
they can decide on the best locations to provide
information to their community.
Liaison with marine users – we will consult with
users of the sea through newsletters and direct
contact with individuals and organisations about
the project.
Details about the consultation will also be made
available on the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
webpages and through press releases issued to
the local media. Comment forms will be available
at the exhibitions for people to give feedback.
An email contact list of other interested parties
will be compiled to ensure up to date information
is regularly distributed.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS
Legislation requires that we undertake an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to identify
any likely significant environmental effects of the
project. The results of the EIA will be presented in
an Environmental Statement (ES) to accompany the
application to the Planning Inspectorate. Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI) setting out the
initial results of the EIA will be made available as
part of the consultation.

Date

Location

Times

Tuesday 21 October

Bicker Fen – Bicker Village Hall, Cemetery Road, Bicker,
Boston, PE20 3BT

2pm to 8pm

Wednesday 22 October Orby – Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane, Orby, Skegness,
PE24 5JA

2pm to 8pm

Thursday 23 October

Skegness – North Shore Hotel and Golf Club, North Shore
Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN

2pm to 8pm

Friday 24 October

Anderby Creek – Anderby Village Hall, Sea Road, Anderby,
Skegness, PE24 5YE

2pm to 8pm

Saturday 25 October

Stickney – Stickney Community Hall, Hall Lane, Stickney,
Boston, PE22 8BA

12pm to 5pm

Sunday 26 October

Frithville – Frithville Village Hall – Church Corner, Frithville, 12pm to 5pm
Boston, PE22 7EX

EXAMPLE POTENTIAL EFFECTS OF TRITON
KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM
We will provide information about the potential
effects of the Triton Knoll Electrical System
through the consultation. Below is a list of likely
potential effects:
–	temporary impacts offshore during construction
and decommissioning, including disturbance
to marine users, ecological receptors and
seabed habitats
–	temporary disturbance onshore during
construction to users of the beach at the Landfall
and to traffic along the cable route and at the IEC
and Substation locations
–	temporary noise and visual impacts during
construction of the Landfall, cable route, IEC
and Substation
–	offshore impacts on the seabed during operation
from cable protection, where required
–	onshore impacts during operation, including
visual impact and noise of the IEC and Substation
–	benefits, including the creation of jobs during
construction and operation
–	contribution to reducing carbon dioxide emissions
and securing energy supplies.

A more detailed document, explaining how
our consultation strategy was developed, is
available on our website or by contacting us.
Post: 	FREEPOST RTBK-ABSH-TGLU,
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm,
RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House,
Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
SWINDON SN5 8ZT
Email:

tritonknoll@rwe.com

Tel:

01793 474 244

Website:	
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

A large print version
is available, please visit
www.rweinnogy.com/
tritonknoll or phone
01793 474 244

RESPONDING TO YOUR COMMENTS
All comments received during the consultation will
be recorded and carefully considered by TKOWFL.
The Consultation Report that accompanies the final
application will explain how your views have been
incorporated into the project. There may be a large
number of responses so the Consultation Report
may group comments into broad issues of concern.
Please note that all comments submitted and other
communications will be publicly available.
IMPORTANT: The consultation for the Triton
Knoll Electrical System begins on 15 October
2014. Responses need to reach us by 5pm on
19 November 2014. We will, however, do our
best to consider responses received outside of
this period where possible.

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited have been
awarded EU TEN-E funding. The funding which is
to be matched will support a number of surveys,
engineering reports, and environmental impact
assessment studies for the Triton Knoll Electrical
System. The sum of €1,159,559 has been granted
and the process to reclaim this funding is ongoing.

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
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Section 48 Planning Act 2008
Regulation 4 Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009
Triton Knoll Electrical System Order

		

NOTICE PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER ("DCO")

Notice is hereby given that Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (the "Applicant") of Auckland House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way, Swindon SN5
8ZT proposes to apply to the Secretary of State under section 37 of The Planning Act 2008 (the "Act") for the above-mentioned development consent order
(the "Application").
The Application relates to the construction of the offshore and onshore electrical system works required for the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
located on the bed of the North Sea approximately 33 kilometres off the coast of Lincolnshire and 46 kilometres off the coast of North Norfolk. Following a
direction from the Secretary of State under section 35 of the Act that the electrical system works should be treated as development for which development consent is required consent will be sought for the works described below, the onshore element of which will be located within the County of Lincolnshire, District
of East Lindsey and Borough of Boston.
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise:
1

2
3
4
5

The construction of up to six circuits of offshore buried electrical cables including secondary cable protection and pipeline crossings; up to six 		
buried cable transition joint bays located at Anderby Creek where the offshore cables will join the onshore cables; up to six circuits of 			
onshore underground cables from the landfall to the Triton Knoll substation; an Intermediate Electrical Compound ("IEC") for the compensation
of reactive power located near Orby; a new Triton Knoll onshore electricity substation (‘Substation”) located at Bicker Fen; up to four circuits of
additional onshore underground cables to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid substation; connection works at the National Grid
substation; new private accesses, land raising, landscaping and drainage at the IEC and Triton Knoll substation; and temporary construction works
including accesses from the public highway to the development site, temporary work areas and other associated works.
Temporary stopping up of roads and footpaths to facilitate the development of the onshore works described above.
The permanent compulsory acquisition of land and /or rights for the Project, including rights to access land for surveys.
The application and/or disapplication of legislation relevant to the Project including legislation relating to compulsory acquisition and land
drainage consents.
Such ancillary, incidental and consequential provisions, permits or consents as are necessary and/or convenient.

The Project is an Environmental Impact Assessment development. Accordingly, the Applicant will be making preliminary environmental information (PEI)
available. The documents, plans and maps showing the nature and location of the proposed development, including the PEI and Non-Technical Summary
which include details of the proposals, may be inspected free of charge at the following locations and during the hours set out below:
Lincolnshire County Council Access Point, Lincolnshire County Council, Witham Park House, Waterside South, Lincoln, LN5 7JN (Opening hours: Mon –
Thurs 8:30am – 5pm, Fri 8:30am – 4.30pm)
North Kesteven Access Point, North Kesteven District Council, Kesteven Street, Sleaford, Lincolnshire, NG34 7EF (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 9am –
5pm, Fri 9am – 4.30pm)
Mablethorpe Library and Community Access Point, Stanley Avenue, Mablethorpe, Lincolnshire, LN12 1DP (Opening hours: Mon - Wed 9am – 5pm, Thurs
9am – 6pm, Fri 9am – 5pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
Alford Customer Service Centre (East Lindsey District Council), The Corn Exchange, Market Place, Alford, Lincolnshire, LN13 9EB (Opening hours: Tues
9am – 1pm / 1:30pm – 4pm)
Horncastle Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Wharf Road, Horncastle, Lincolnshire, LN9 5HL (Opening hours: Mon and Thurs 9am
- 4pm, closed Tues, Weds 9am-1pm, Fri 9am-5pm)
Spilsby Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Franklin Hall, Halton Road, Spilsby, Lincolnshire, PE23 5LA (Opening hours: Mon, Wed,
Fri 9am – 5pm, closed Tues, Thurs)
Skegness Customer Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Skegness Town Hall, North Parade, Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 1DA (Opening hours:
Mon, Tues, Thurs, Fri 9am – 5pm, Wed 9am – 4pm)
Boston Borough Council Access Point, Municipal Buildings, West Street, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 8QR (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:45am – 5:15pm,
Fri 8:45am – 4:45pm)
Boston Library, County Hall, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 6DY (Opening hours: Mon, Tues, Wed, Fri 9am – 5pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
South Holland District Council Access Point, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire, PE11 2XE (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:30am – 5:15pm, Fri 8:30am – 4:45pm)
Skegness Library, 23 Roman Bank, Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 2SA (Opening hours: Mon, Fri 9am – 5pm, Tues, Wed 9am – 1pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat
9am – 4pm)
The documents will be on display at the above locations from 15 October until 19 November 2014. A reasonable copying charge may be made by these outlets
for the reproduction of any of the documents. The documents will be available free of charge from 15 October 2014 at www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
which also has other information on the project. Alternatively, the consultation documents including the PEI can be purchased for £500 in hard copy or free
of charge for a CD from the address below, by writing with a cheque made out to RWE Innogy UK. The Non-Technical Summary is available free of charge.
The documents will also be available to view at public exhibitions at the following locations:
Date			Location								Times
Tuesday 21st October		
Bicker Fen - Bicker Village Hall Cemetery Road, Bicker, Boston PE20 3BT		
2pm to 8pm
Wednesday 22nd October
Orby - Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane, Orby, Skegness, PE24 5JA			
2pm to 8pm
Thursday 23rd October
Skegness - North Shore Hotel and Golf Club, North Shore Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN
2pm to 8pm
Friday 24th October		
Anderby Creek - Anderby Village Hall, Sea Road, Anderby, Skegness, PE24 5YE
2pm to 8pm
Saturday 25th October
Stickney - Stickney Community Hall, Hall Lane, Stickney, Boston, PE22 8BA		
12pm to 5pm
Sunday 26th October		
Frithville - Frithville Village Hall - Church Corner, Frithville, Boston, PE22 7EX
12pm to 5pm
Any responses in respect of the Project should be sent to Freepost RTBK-ABSH-TGLU, Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, RWE Innogy UK, Auckland
House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way, Swindon SN5 8ZT.
Any response must be in writing and must be received on or before 19 November 2014. Responses should explain who is making the response and give
an address for future correspondence. Responses may be made public.

Date of Notice: 8 October 2014

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 4B: Copies of Section 48 Adverts
April 2015
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CLASSIFIED

www.intrafish.com/fisheries

10 October 2014

CLASSIFIED

Section 48 Planning Act 2008
Regulation 4 Infrastructure Planning
(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure)
Regulations 2009 : Triton Knoll Electrical System Order

engines for sale

Notice is hereby given that Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (the "Applicant") of Auckland House, Lydiard Fields,
Great Western Way, Swindon SN5 8ZT proposes to apply to the Secretary of State under section 37 of The Planning Act
2008 (the "Act") for the above-mentioned development consent order (the "Application").
The Application relates to the construction of the offshore and onshore electrical system works required for the
consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm located on the bed of the North Sea approximately 33 kilometres off the
coast of Lincolnshire and 46 kilometres off the coast of North Norfolk. Following a direction from the Secretary of State
under section 35 of the Act that the electrical system works should be treated as development for which development
consent is required consent will be sought for the works described below, the onshore element of which will be located
within the County of Lincolnshire, District of East Lindsey and Borough of Boston.
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise:
1 The construction of up to six circuits of offshore buried electrical cables including secondary cable protection and
pipeline crossings; up to six buried cable transition joint bays located at Anderby Creek where the offshore cables
will join the onshore cables; up to six circuits of onshore underground cables from the landfall to the Triton Knoll
substation; an Intermediate Electrical Compound ("IEC") for the compensation of reactive power located near
Orby; a new Triton Knoll onshore electricity substation (‘Substation”) located at Bicker Fen; up to four circuits
of additional onshore underground cables to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid substation;
connection works at the National Grid substation; new private accesses, land raising, landscaping and drainage at
the IEC and Triton Knoll substation; and temporary construction works including accesses from the public
highway to the development site, temporary work areas and other associated works.
2 Temporary stopping up of roads and footpaths to facilitate the development of the onshore works described above.
3 The permanent compulsory acquisition of land and /or rights for the Project, including rights to access land
for surveys.
4 The application and/or disapplication of legislation relevant to the Project including legislation relating
to compulsory acquisition and land drainage consents.
5 Such ancillary, incidental and consequential provisions, permits or consents as are necessary and/or convenient.

LICENCES FOR SALE

ENGINES WANTED
AND FOR SALE

OCEAN BLUE
QUOTA COMPANY

All types of marine engines and
gearboxes. Gardner, Cats,
Cummins, Kelvin etc.
Also engine and parts
for sale.
KB Mason Marine, Newark
Tel: 01636 672165
Fax: 01636 612359
Mob. (anytime): 07836 322527
Email: kevin@kbmmarine.com
Web: www.kbmmarine.com

Quota leased/bought/sold
VCU’s bought/sold
Contact us on:
Tel: 01779 490500
Fax: 01779 490600
Email: info@fishquota.net or
Web: www.fishquota.net

public notices
Section 155 & 156
Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009
Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the above
Regulation, Southern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation
Authority intends to apply to the Minister for the Department for
Rural Affairs for the confirmation of the following byelaw.
BYELAW
‘Poole Harbour Dredge Permit’
This byelaw will permit shellfish dredging in Poole Harbour subject to
conditions. The restrictive permit will introduce temporal and spatial
closures to balance the socio-economic needs of a sustainable fishery
within the Poole Harbour European Marine Site.
A full text of the above Byelaw and associated assessments can be
inspected at, or obtained from Southern IFCA 64 Ashley Road,
Parkstone, Poole Dorset BH14 9BN or viewed on the Authority’s
website at www.southern-ifca.gov.uk
Any person wishing to object to the confirmation of the above
byelaws must send a statement of objection in writing to:
Marine Conservation and Enforcement Team, Marine Management
Organisation, Lancaster House, Hampshire Court, Newcastle Upon
Tyne NE4 7YH (or IFCAbyelaws@marinemanagement.org.uk) within
28 days of the publication of this notice and must send a copy of this
statement to the CEO at Southern IFCA, 64 Ashley Road, Parkstone,
Poole Dorset BH14 9BN (or enquiries@southern-ifca.gov.uk).
Section 155 & 156
Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009
Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the above
Regulation, Devon & Severn Inshore Fisheries and
Conservation Authority intends to apply to the
Minister for the Department for Rural Affairs for the
confirmation of the following byelaw.
Diving Permit Byelaw
The Byelaw will provide the Authority with the ability to balance the needs
of persons diving with the requirements to secure a sustainable marine
eco-system and the local socio-economic environment for the benefit of
all sea users. Any person that dives with or without breathing equipment
and removes crab, lobster or scallops from any fishery in the Authority’s
district is required to do so in accordance with a permit which must be
obtained from the Authority The byelaw introduces the ability to apply a
daily catch limits for all divers. The flexible permit conditions will be
reviewed when necessary on the basis of best available evidence and
within a time period not exceeding three years.

NOTICE PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER ("DCO")

The Project is an Environmental Impact Assessment development. Accordingly, the Applicant will be making preliminary
environmental information (PEI) available. The documents, plans and maps showing the nature and location of the
proposed development, including the PEI and Non-Technical Summary which include details of the proposals, may be
inspected free of charge at the following locations and during the hours set out below:
Lincolnshire County Council Access Point, Lincolnshire County Council, Witham Park House, Waterside South,
Lincoln, LN5 7JN (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:30am – 5pm, Fri 8:30am – 4.30pm)
North Kesteven Access Point, North Kesteven District Council, Kesteven Street, Sleaford, Lincolnshire, NG34 7EF
(Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 9am – 5pm, Fri 9am – 4.30pm)
Mablethorpe Library and Community Access Point, Stanley Avenue, Mablethorpe, Lincolnshire, LN12 1DP
(Opening hours: Mon - Wed 9am – 5pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Fri 9am – 5pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
Alford Customer Service Centre (East Lindsey District Council), The Corn Exchange, Market Place, Alford,
Lincolnshire, LN13 9EB (Opening hours: Tues 9am – 1pm / 1:30pm – 4pm)
Horncastle Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Wharf Road, Horncastle, Lincolnshire, LN9
5HL (Opening hours: Mon and Thurs 9am - 4pm, closed Tues, Weds 9am-1pm, Fri 9am-5pm)
Spilsby Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Franklin Hall, Halton Road, Spilsby, Lincolnshire,
PE23 5LA (Opening hours: Mon, Wed, Fri 9am – 5pm, closed Tues, Thurs)
Skegness Customer Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Skegness Town Hall, North Parade, Skegness,
Lincolnshire, PE25 1DA (Opening hours: Mon, Tues, Thurs, Fri 9am – 5pm, Wed 9am – 4pm)
Boston Borough Council Access Point, Municipal Buildings, West Street, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 8QR (Opening
hours: Mon – Thurs 8:45am – 5:15pm, Fri 8:45am – 4:45pm)
Boston Library, County Hall, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 6DY (Opening hours: Mon, Tues, Wed, Fri 9am – 5pm,
Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
South Holland District Council Access Point, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire, PE11 2XE (Opening hours: Mon –
Thurs 8:30am – 5:15pm, Fri 8:30am – 4:45pm)
Skegness Library, 23 Roman Bank, Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 2SA (Opening hours: Mon, Fri 9am – 5pm, Tues,
Wed 9am – 1pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
The documents will be on display at the above locations from 15 October until 19 November 2014. A reasonable
copying charge may be made by these outlets for the reproduction of any of the documents. The documents will be
available free of charge from 15 October 2014 at www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll which also has other information
on the project. Alternatively, the consultation documents including the PEI can be purchased for £500 in hard copy
or free of charge for a CD from the address below, by writing with a cheque made out to RWE Innogy UK. The NonTechnical Summary is available free of charge.
The documents will also be available to view at public exhibitions at the following locations:
Date

Location

Times

Tuesday 21st October

Bicker Fen - Bicker Village Hall Cemetery Road,
Bicker, Boston PE20 3BT

2pm to 8pm

Wednesday 22nd October

Orby - Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane,
Orby, Skegness, PE24 5JA

2pm to 8pm

Thursday 23rd October

Skegness - North Shore Hotel and Golf Club,
North Shore Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN

2pm to 8pm

A full text of the above Byelaw and associated assessments can be
inspected at, or obtained from Devon & Severn IFCA, Old Foundry
Court, 60A Fore Street, Brixham, Devon, TQ5 8DZ or viewed on the
Authority’s website at www.devonandsevernifca.gov.uk

Friday 24th October

Anderby Creek - Anderby Village Hall, Sea Road,
Anderby, Skegness, PE24 5YE

2pm to 8pm

Saturday 25th October

Stickney - Stickney Community Hall, Hall Lane,
Stickney, Boston, PE22 8BA

12pm to 5pm

Any person wishing to object to the confirmation of the above Byelaw
must send a statement of objection in writing to: Marine Conservation
and Enforcement Team, Marine Management Organisation, Lancaster
House, Hampshire Court, Newcastle Upon Tyne, NE4 7YH (or
IFCAbyelaws@marinemanagement.org.uk) within 28 days of the
publication of this notice and must send a copy of this statement to
the Chief Officer at Devon & Severn IFCA, Old Foundry Court, 60A Fore
Street, Brixham, Devon, TQ5 8DZ or
(office@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk).

Sunday 26th October

Frithville - Frithville Village Hall Church Corner, Frithville, Boston PE22 7EX

12pm to 5pm

Any responses in respect of the Project should be sent to Freepost RTBK-ABSH-TGLU, Triton Knoll Offshore
Wind Farm, RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way, Swindon SN5 8ZT.
Any response must be in writing and must be received on or before 19 November 2014. Responses should
explain who is making the response and give an address for future correspondence. Responses may be made public.
Date of Notice: 8 October 2014
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Euronav IPO to dominate
investor interest in crude
Likely to push out
smaller operators
seeking US listing
WHILE the impending US listing
for Belgium-based tanker giant
Euronav will be watched closely
by market participants and
investors, a successful initial
public offering should not be a
signal for smaller crude tanker
companies to beat a path to Wall
Street, market players said, writes
Alexander MacInnes.
Having wrapped up its 21-day
quiet period, as mandated by
the US Securities and Exchange
Commission, investors are
awaiting the IPO launch ahead of
the company reporting its thirdquarter results next month.
Euronav filed its plan with
the US Securities and Exchange
Commission on September 8,
detailing a technical listing of
94.1m shares at a maximum
proposed price of $12.30 per
share.
With a proposed $1bn market
capitalisation, Euronav is about
to elbow its way into the top
echelon of US-listed tanker
companies and will syphon
investor interest from the smaller
tanker players currently looking
to tap the US equity markets.
Market sources said last week
that those operators should see
Euronav’s move as blocking,
rather than paving, the way for
their introduction to American
investors.
With a fleet of 53 vessels –

which includes 27 very large
crude carriers and 23 suezmax
vessels – Euronav will be
considered the “bellwether
stock” for US investors who have
yet to place their bet in the crude
oil sector, shunning the secondtier operators with fewer vessels
and thin liquidity, sources said.
As the dominant mover,
Euronav will offer an opportunity
to put larger sums of capital to
work, to the detriment of those
companies with less scale.
“I’m not sure there’s a ton of
implications for others,” said one
investor. “It’s hard to say that a
company with 10 aframaxes will
file on the heels of Euronav.”
Euronav is a “unique animal”
and its eventual listing provides
more credence to a bifurcated
shipping universe, in which
smaller companies struggle to
obtain easy access to capital, said
an investment banker.
“You’re starting to have the
‘haves” and the ‘have nots,’” he
continued. “Euronav is certainly
a ‘have.’”
Representatives from Euronav
and its attorneys at Seward &
Kissel declined comment last
week.
In comparing Euronav to other
crude tanker operators interested
in a US listing, investors pointed
to Idan Ofer’s Quantum Crude
Tankers, which pulled its plan
to file a $200m over-the-counter
offering in April, due to investor
concerns over the proposed $9.75
per share and $10.30 per share
price target.

Euronav plans a technical listing
of 94.1m shares at a maximum
proposed price of $12.30
per share.

That company still plans a US
listing; however, the timing is
uncertain, according to a source
familiar with the company.
Quantum operates 12 tankers and
will take five newbuildings in
2016, according to its website.
Another tanker operator that
has officially announced its
intentions for an IPO in the US,
Principal Maritime, continues to
keep the market guessing on its
timeline. That company, backed
by US hedge fund Apollo Global
Management, filed with the SEC
in April to seek $100m in equity.
Principal, which operates
12 tankers, offers a stark
comparison to Euronav, with the
former booking $74m in revenues
in the first half of 2014, compared
to $201m for the latter.
Some investors believe part
of the reason for delay on
Principal has to do with the
use of proceeds. The company
says in its filing that it intends
to use the $100m to partly
repay a $350m credit facility
provided by Apollo. That has

generated little excitement in
the market, especially since
once that amount is paid down,
the company cannot re-borrow
from that facility, according to an
advisory source and a buyside
analyst.
Representatives from Principal
did not return a call for comment
on Tuesday.
As for Euronav, there is little
pressure on when it goes ahead
on its IPO. The company will
receive no proceeds and it has
no real pressing capital needs,
having already found funding
solutions to its $980m purchase
of 15 VLCCs from Maersk Tankers
Singapore that it announced in
January.
Moreover, while smaller tanker
companies should not read too
much into Euronav’s results, they
likely will, according to another
investor.
“If they fail, it will probably
discourage others,” he said. “If
it’s a great success, it’ll probably
push others down the quality
scale, to test the market.”
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Exit Nova, enter VLCC Chartering
Fresh consolidation
among very large crude
carriers comes with a
greener twist
BACK in July, as Euronav
received six of the 15 very
large crude carriers it bought
from Maersk Tankers, we
wondered when a big, new
VLCC pool would come along
to replace the defunct Nova
pool, writes Hal Brown.
Three months later, it seems
that the new VLCC pool
has arrived, in the form of
VLCC Chartering, formed on
October 1.
VLCC Chartering is not
explicitly a pool, preferring
the shinier label of “new
VLCC company”.
However, its functions are
clearly that of a pool; a larger
version of well-established
VLCC pool Tankers
International.
VLCC Chartering combines
the fleets of John Fredriksen’s
Frontline and Tankers
International.
The combination creates a
roughly 60-strong VLCC pool,
slightly larger than the Nova
pool, which met its demise in
June as two of the partners —
Maersk Tankers and Samco

Shipholding — had sold their
VLCCs.
The aims of VLCC
Chartering, laid out at
its inception, highlight
its function as a pool,
consolidating the fleets of TI
and Frontline.
It is, then, a consolidating
pool; a relatively simple
way to bring together a
fair portion of the roughly
600-strong global VLCC fleet,
putting VLCC consolidation
squarely back on the agenda.
In the words of VLCC
Chartering, it will create
“a single point of contact”,
drawing on the benefits of a
larger fleet spread across the
world to attract charterers
and pick up cargoes of crude
oil.
The general view among
industry analysts is that
it benefits the VLCC
market because any form
of consolidation reduces
excessive competition
between vessels,
strengthening owners’
positions when it comes to
dealing with charterers.
The ultimate aim, of course,
is to boost vessel earnings.
A large fleet spread out
across the world means less
money spent on burning fuel
sailing long distances to load

cargoes, thus boosting the
bottom line.
Make no mistake, Frontline
wants to boost vessel earnings
because it is worried about the
cost of modifying its vessels to
meet green regulations.
The idea is that higher
earnings will allow the
company to raise funds to pay
for modifications required to
meet the green onslaught.
Frontline is quite clear that
these green requirements
are being “imposed on the
industry”.
Cost of green rules
As a tanker company
executive said at a London
conference earlier this
year, paying out for green
requirements “is not a
situation any of us would
have willingly put ourselves
in as a shipowner if we had a
choice”.
So the new VLCC Chartering
pool has, in effect, been
created by green regulations.
Pressing and costly
environmental issues have
spurred a prominent owner to
take action.
Whatever the reason
behind the creation of VLCC
Chartering, a new mega-pool
has arrived on the VLCC scene
following the demise of Nova.

If TI’s earnings performance
is anything to go by, the new,
larger entity is likely to be
beneficial for the owners with
ships in the pool.
Euronav, which has ships
in the TI pool, saw its VLCCs
that operate in that pool
make average earnings of
$19,150 per day in the second
quarter, up from $14,200
per day in last year’s second
quarter.
By late July in the third
quarter, Euronav’s VLCC’s
in the TI pool had earned on
average $22,600 per day and
37% of the available days had
been fixed.
Vessels will certainly need
such earnings — if not more
— if owners are to make
headway paying for expensive
modifications, brought
on by the wave of green
requirements.
VLCC Chartering is,
therefore, consolidation —
with a greener twist.

VLCC Chartering gets
down to business

A flying start for Fredriksenled tanker pool as fourthquarter momentum builds
http://www.lloydslist.
com/ll/sector/tankers

Golden Ocean and Knightsbridge
merge to form a dry bulk powerhouse
Tie-up taps firms’ low cash
breakeven and strong
balance sheet to ‘grow
aggressively’
THE consolidation of John
Fredriksen’s bulker giants has
picked up pace as Oslo-listed
Golden Ocean Group and
New York-listed Knightsbridge
Shipping plan to merge, writes
Tom Leander.
The new, combined company,
to be called Golden Ocean
2 Lloyd’s List www.lloydslist.com

Group, is being created following
the recent sale of the dry bulk
assets of John Fredriksencontrolled Frontline 2012 to
Knightsbridge.
Together, Golden Ocean and
Knightsbridge will form one
of the world’s biggest dry bulk
players, overtaking George
Economou-controlled, New Yorklisted DryShips.
The combined Golden Ocean
will have a modern fleet of 72
vessels, 26 of them still on order.
The combined share value of
Continued on Page 3

Fredriksen’s ambitions: Golden Ocean and Knightsbridge will form a huge
dry bulk firm.

Continued from page 2
the two companies will be an
estimated $493m.
The merger is subject to
approval by both companies’
shareholders, to be put to the
vote at general meetings in
December and in January.
In the merger plan, holders of
one share of Golden Ocean will
have the right to receive 0.13749
shares in Knightsbridge.
In turn, Knightsbridge will
issue a total of 61.5m shares to
shareholders in Golden Ocean.
Once the merger is closed, a
convertible bond worth up to
$200m issued by Golden Ocean
in January 2014 will be converted
into a bond in the new company.

After the merger is completed,
Hemen Holdings and its affiliates
— investment companies
controlled by Mr Fredriksen —
will own 39% of the shares and
votes in the combined company.
That percentage counts in
Hemen’s indirect ownership in
Knightsbridge shares owned by
Frontline 2012.
As part of the deal to
transfer its dry bulk assets to
Knightsbridge, Frontline 2012
agreed to sell dry bulk assets
to Knightsbridge for 62m newly
issued shares.
When full transfer of Frontline
2012 shares to Knightsbridge
is completed in March 2015,

Hemen’s stake in the combined
company will rise to 42%.
The merger between the
primary dry bulk players in the
Fredriksen portfolio has been
expected for some time, in part
because of the compatibility of
the combined companies.
“Golden Ocean contributes
with a very strong balance
sheet with investment capacity
to the combined company
while Knightsbridge Shipping
contributes with a highly modern
fleet with low cash breakeven;
$15,000 a day for capesize
ships,” wrote Herman Hilden, an
analyst at RS Platou Markets in a
research note.

He notes that the $493m
merger valuation is 11% lower
than the net asset value of
$545m of the two companies.
He partly endorses the
risktaking strategy behind
the merger, saying that
Knightsbridge’s low cashbreakeven for its capesize
fleet and Golden Ocean’s
significant investment
capacity will allow the
combined company to “take
advantage of weakness in
the market ahead and grow
aggressively”.
“This, however, does
not change market
fundamentals,” he said.

Asian holidays spell sluggish demand
for handysize and supramax bulkers
But Indian demand for
coal and US and Russian
grain exports keep
owners’ heads above
water
HOLIDAYS across much of
Asia, especially China, have
had a soporific effect on
demand for handysize and
supramax bulkers this week,
writes David Sexton.
The Baltic Exchange index
for handysize vessels shows
little change since late
last week, at 531 points on
October 3 and 530 points on
October 6.
It has all been pretty slow,
although some brokers point
to demand for ships to sail
between Singapore and Japan.
A Singaporean broker said
that despite some demand for
handies between Australia
and India, overall the market
is quiet.
“The Southeast Asia region
is generally very calm right
now,” the broker told Lloyd’s
List.
“Let’s see toward the end of
the week or even early next
week [after China resumes
full trading]... what’s
happening.”

China’s holidays have
dampened demand for
handysize and supramax
bulkers.

Supramaxes, meanwhile
appear to be in something of
a small-scale slump.
According to the Baltic
Supramax Index, trading
on Monday, October 6 was
recorded at 1,017 points and
on Tuesday at 1,007, down on
late last week and well down
on the recent peak of 1,054 on
September 29.
Nonetheless, the Singapore
broker talked of demand for
coal runs between India and
Southeast Asia.
“It is these coal runs that
are at the moment absorbing
tonnage,” he said.
India is, of course,
expected to increase its
coal imports. Glencore was

quoted in The Financial
Times’ The Commodities
Note predicting it could
reach as much as 300m
tonnes a year by 2020.
Clearly there is scope for
business growth for players
looking to operate bulkers
into this part of the world.
Up until late September,
both handies and supras
appeared to be doing
reasonably well.
RS Platou noted high
activity in Asian steel
exports and increased grain
shipments from Russia and
the US.
As analyst Yannis Olziersky
noted recently, the fourth
quarter outlook for supras

and handies is probably
better than for large vessel
classes.
“From this comparison
[with last year’s revival]
the only size or segments…
relatively close to last year’s
figures are the supras and the
handysizes,” Mr Olziersky
wrote in a recent report.
“These two sizes have
managed to find support
mainly by the US GulfContinent route, which
remains strong due to the
record high predicted US
grain export season.”
After a slow week, perhaps
that is an appropriately
pertinent point on which to
end.
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Capacity threat will cloud the next
12-18 months, warns Moody’s
Review of global
shipping prospects
predicts rates held
down by supply and
uncertain demand
RATES in global shipping could
rise, but only moderately, in the
next 12-18 months, and capacity
will outstrip demand and limit
the ability of shipping lines in
three sectors to improve their
operating earnings, writes Tom
Leander.
That is the sober assessment
of Moody’s Investors Service
in its annual outlook on the
industry.
Moody’s nevertheless said
the industry would be stable
for the next 12-18 months.
It said the “supply glut limits
the ability of companies to
raise the rates they charge
for shipping freight, which
subsequently constrains their
revenue and [earnings before
interest, tax, depreciation and
amortisation] growth”.

Moody’s made broadly similar
assessments for the three major
sectors, with the exception of
the product tanker segment,
where rates “should improve
modestly” for the next 12-18
months because of tight supply.
It added, however: “We expect
product tanker deliveries to
increase after 2015, which will
make sustained rate increases
difficult.”
Supply in the dry bulk sector
is problematic: deliveries this
year have been delayed, says
Moody’s.
If pushed into 2015, this could
dampen the favourable factors
that prompted Scorpio Bulker
chief financial officer Hugh
Baker to say that the “market is
at early stages of a recovery that
should really help it to prosper
in 2015 and 2016”.
Demand for dry bulk will rely
on economic growth in China,
which is slowing.
Moody’s, citing Drewry
Maritime Research, says
deliveries of dry bulk carriers

amounted to 19m dwt in the
first half of 2014.
An additional 44m dwt is
scheduled to be delivered by the
end of the second half.
“But we may see vessel
deliveries being pushed out
because only about a quarter of
the deliveries scheduled at the
beginning of 2014 have been
completed thus far,” Moody’s
noted.
If the delays persist through
2015, it could aid the rates
scenario.
However, if they are simply
pushed into next year, it could
hurt.
In the crude tanker sector,
Moody’s does not expect
supplies of crude tankers, net of
cancellation and scrapping, to
increase from the levels of the
past 12-18 months.
It cautions that “there is not
enough demand for crude oil
to absorb the current supply of
tankers”.
As for product tankers, the
sweet spot will come because of

increased tonne-mile demand
as more refined products are
exported from the US.
As a result: “We expect
freight rates for product
tankers to increase slowly
because most of the oversupply
in this sector has been
absorbed already.”
However, deliveries of
new orders will eventually
accelerate, which could put
upward pressure on rates.
In container shipping,
Moody’s notes that shipping
companies are continuing
to order the ultra-large
containerships and warns of a
supply glut into 2016.
“The vessel backlog for
containerships will remain
high through 2015.
Over time, if the backlog
eases and older ships continue
to be scrapped, the gap
between supply and demand
will decrease.
However, Moody’s says this is
“unlikely to take place before
2016”.

SHIPPING AND THE LAW

Bank timidity holding back
consolidation, Grimaldi warns
Unviable operators
should be culled, says
top Italian owner

VITAL consolidation in the
shipping industry is being held
back by continued bank support
for unviable operators who will
never operate profitably again,
one of Italy’s top shipowners has
told an industry audience, writes
David Osler.
Emanuele Grimaldi, president
of Italian shipowners’
association Confitarma and
managing director of Grimaldi
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Group, made his explicit call
for a cull of weaker companies
at the Shipping and the
Law Conference in Naples
yesterday.
Mr Grimaldi argued that
while on the face of it, shipping
appeared to be pulling out of the
recession that began in 2008, it
would be wrong to argue that it
was out of the woods.
“There remain significant
obstacles to full recovery, not
least of which is that despite the
market situation over the last
couple of years, we have not fully
shaken out the marginal players
Continued on Page 5

Grimaldi: Despite the market situation over the last couple of years, we
have not fully shaken out the marginal players.

Continued from page 4
that understandably thrive
when times are good,” he said.
More consolidation – as well as
a much clearer focus on quality
– was essential if shipping
were to overcome the challenge
represented by the current round
of regulation.
There had already been
warnings that the arrival of
emission control areas would
inevitably force up prices from
next year, he said. But this in

itself would not be enough to
force a change in owning and
operating patterns if some
players were content to continue
operating below cost.
“This is a situation that I am
sorry to say is being perpetuated
by banks who have not yet taken
the painful measures they need
to clean up their balance sheets
and put pressure on those
clients who are not performing
and may never perform

financially again,” Mr Grimaldi
maintained.
Mr Grimaldi also asked
delegates to consider the
implications of another major
casualty in European waters
that could be attributed to a
substandard operator.
As well as possible loss of life,
detriment to the environment
and the impact on marine
insurance, regulators could
well impose ill-considered

additional burdens on shipping,
he claimed.
“We have all seen the impacts
that knee-jerk regulation can
have, not just in Europe,” he
warned.
It would instead make
commercial and practical sense
for the industry to raise standards
through self-policing, thus
reassuring consumers, customers
and regulators alike that shipping
was a responsible business.

SHIPPING AND THE LAW

Lyras blasts Brussels for
meddling with shipping
Stay global: Eurosceptic
owner urges trade
associations to defend
the role of the IMO
ONE of Europe’s best-known
shipowner representatives
has mounted a fullblown attack on Brussels’
intervention in the shipping
industry, writes David Osler.
John Lyras, past president
of the Union of Greek
Shipowners and the
European Community
Shipowners’ Association,
launched his broadside at
the Shipping and the Law
conference in Naples.

In a stridently eurosceptic
speech, he stressed the need
to defend from European
Union interference the
P&I club system, strict
but limited liability and
the status of classification
societies.
The industry must
uphold the integrity of the
International Maritime
Organization as the global
regulator for shipping and
prevent it degenerating
into a forum for promoting
national interests.
Increasingly, the 28
member states of the
European Union are acting
as a monolithic bloc within
the IMO, Mr Lyras warned.

MORE FROM THE CONFERENCE

Regional and even
unilateral shipping
regulation can mask covert
protectionism, nationalism
and political expediency, he
charged.
That is undesirable for
shipping, which cannot
and should not conform to
the desiderata of national
governments and the
worrisome pre-empting of
international regulations
becoming endemic in Europe
and Australasia.
Power plays and turf wars
between EU institutions
have become apparent in
matters such as sulphur
oxide emissions and ship
recycling, he said.

When the European
Commission legislates,
nobody can object, and as a
result, that body is becoming
less and less legitimate.
“One wonders whether
the EU has not received
the message of the recent
European elections,” said Mr
Lyras.
Shipping trade associations
must lobby governments
and members of the
European Parliament against
the EU’s unacceptable
decisionmaking processes,
he said.

Lyras: a broadside
against Brussels.

Brussels competition laws trip up the unwary owner
Even gossip during after-work drinks can fall foul of the
regulator, warns barrister
http://www.lloydslist.com/ll/sector/regulation

The eco-ship debate has had its day, says Pribor

Investors focus on the business case, says Jeffries global
shipping boss
http://www.lloydslist.com/ll/sector/finance

Raise liquidated damages for non-compliant ecoships, urges lawyer

Existing cap on yard liabilities is too low, Naples conference
hears
http://www.lloydslist.com/ll/sector/finance
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It’s recovery in box shipping,
but not as we know it
Drewry says performance
in coming years will
reflect cost reduction,
not vessel utilisation
ANY recovery in container
shipping over the coming
years will be thanks to the
formation of global alliances
and a focus on cost rather than
improvements in freight rates,
according to one consultant,
writes Damian Brett.
In its annual Container
Annual Review and Forecast
2014-2015, Drewry says that
over the coming two years a
total of 98 containerships of
more than 10,000 teu will be
delivered.
Furthermore, 100 ships of
between 8,000 teu-10,000 teu

will be delivered over the same
time frame.
This will create excess
capacity on certain routes and
will drive down freight rates by
an estimated 3%-4% on-year in
2015 alone.
However, an increased focus
on costs instead of revenues
is starting to yield results for
carriers and their shareholders.
Drewry noted three main
trends helping to improve
profitability of late: carrier
revenue is increasing again due
to more rapid growth, costs are
falling faster than rates and
new alliances formed in the
next three to six months will
help many carriers to reduce
their cost base further.
Director of container
research Neil Dekker said:

“The possibility of matching
supply and demand to a degree
acceptable for carriers in 2015,
especially at the critical trade
route level and in key northsouth trades is probably out of
reach.
“The strategy of course is to
drive down unit costs, but this
will not necessarily result in
considerably better utilisation,
since all lines are upgrading,
nor in freight rates.
“The question we should be
asking is not about when a
recovery will happen, but what
form the so called recovery will
take.
“Recovery, in whatever form
it takes, will not simply be
in the traditional manner of
matching supply and demand.
“This is about survival and

the long-term management
and sharing of costs. ”
The consultant pointed
out that even though unit
revenues are down by an
estimated 4% on-year for the
first six months of this year,
unit costs fell by 6%.

Westbound transpacific
carriers recommend
rate minimums
TSA section warns
that further increase
recommendations look
likely over coming months
http://www.lloydslist.
com/ll/sector/containers

Fyffes must end its exclusivity
deal with Maersk
Brussels puts conditions
on banana giant’s
merger with Chiquita

THE Chiquita and Fyffes
merger has the green light from
the European Commission on
condition that Fyffes ends its
exclusivity deal with Maersk,
writes Damian Brett.
Approving the banana
suppliers’ merger, the
commission said Fyffes must
release Maersk from the
exclusivity clause that prevents
it providing shipping services
to rival suppliers.
Brussels is seeking to prevent
competitiors being shut out.
Chiquita and Fyffes must
also refrain from similar
exclusivity provisions with
shipping companies and
may not offer incentives
to shipping companies to
6 Lloyd’s List www.lloydslist.com

withhold services for other
banana producers.
The deal has implications for
shipping because of the fleet of
vessels the companies own and
the volume of cargo they move
by sea.
Analysts predict that the
$1.1bn deal will spark a search
for synergies in the companies’
container and reefer-shipping
operations.
Alphaliner said
ChiquitaFyffes is likely to seek
synergies, especially in the
trade between Central America
and Europe, where both
companies maintain services.
Services to Europe are likely to
evolve, with changes likely to ship
types, sizes and port rotations.
Dynamar said ChiquitaFyffes
will have the seventh-largest
reefer fleet with 18 vessels
and 297,000 cu m of capacity,
excluding containerships. This
would account for 5% of the
overall market.

Brussels banana drama:
Fyffes and Chiquita can
merge if shipping deal ends.

This compares with the
largest carrier, Seatrade, which
has a market share of 15.1%
through 65 ships and 892,000
cu m of capacity.
Dynamar said that Fyffes
largely relies on conventional
reefer ships, through Fyffes
Atlantic Shipping and 50%

ownership in box carrier Geest
Line.
Meanwhile, Chiquita’s
Great White Fleet has been
increasingly moving its
business to containers by
deploying its own vessels
or taking slots from other
operators.

Russia presses for a flexible Polar Code
Olersky questions
whether smaller
vessels will meet strict
environmental
requirements
RUSSIA has used the
Danish Shipping Forum in
Copenhagen to question the
ability of new Polar regulations
to impact local arctic shipping,
writes Craig Eason.
Work on regulating shipping
in the Arctic regions has been
developing at the International
Maritime Organization for a
number of years.
Despite slow progress due to
political sensitivities, the Polar
Code is now close to being
finalised.
The safety aspects have
been agreed at the IMO’s
safety committee, and the
environmental issues could
be agreed at next week’s
marine environment protection
committee, ahead of formal
acceptance of the code by the
IMO at the end of the year.
The Polar Code is likely to
affect all shipping, bringing
into force issues such as safety,
manning and how shipping
impacts the sensitive Arctic
environment.
Talking to journalists
during a break in workshop
discussions in Copenhagen,
Russian deputy minister
of transport Victor Olersky
warned that the code could
have a detrimental impact on
shipping if the regulations are
too restrictive.
Pointing to the sensitive

The IMO has worked for years to
regulate shipping through the
fragile Arctic regions.
Dimos/Shutterstock.com

issue of banning overboard
discharges, he said smaller
vessels operating between
Russia’s Arctic ports would
have great difficulty complying.
There is also the unspoken
issue of the number of
icebreakers in the Arctic that
may have to comply with the
Polar Code.
Some commentators suggest
that these vessels, if state
owned and operated, could be
exempt from compliance as
naval vessels are.
Mr Olersky also indicated
that the number of transit
voyages along the northern
sea route this summer could
be lower than in 2013, even
though the goal was to build

up to 60m tonnes of cargo on
the NSR annually.
With increased activity from
construction at Sabetta port to
support extraction at Yamal LNG,
Mr Olersky said the country’s
nuclear icebreakers have been
tied up, leaving less capacity to
escort transiting vessels.
However, there are reports
summer conditions in the
Russian Arctic were less
conducive to transit sailings
than last year, which is why the
numbers will be significantly
lower.
One operator that has made
several transits in the past
three years told Lloyd’s List in
August that it would make only
one transit this summer.
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Section 48 Planning Act 2008
Regulation 4 Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009
Triton Knoll Electrical System Order
NOTICE PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER ("DCO")
Notice is hereby given that Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (the "Applicant") of Auckland House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way, Swindon SN5
8ZT proposes to apply to the Secretary of State under section 37 of The Planning Act 2008 (the "Act") for the above-mentioned development consent order
(the "Application").
The Application relates to the construction of the offshore and onshore electrical system works required for the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
located on the bed of the North Sea approximately 33 kilometres off the coast of Lincolnshire and 46 kilometres off the coast of North Norfolk. Following a
direction from the Secretary of State under section 35 of the Act that the electrical system works should be treated as development for which development consent is required consent will be sought for the works described below, the onshore element of which will be located within the County of Lincolnshire, District
of East Lindsey and Borough of Boston.
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise:
1

2
3
4
5

The construction of up to six circuits of offshore buried electrical cables including secondary cable protection and pipeline crossings; up to six
buried cable transition joint bays located at Anderby Creek where the offshore cables will join the onshore cables; up to six circuits of
onshore underground cables from the landfall to the Triton Knoll substation; an Intermediate Electrical Compound ("IEC") for the compensation
of reactive power located near Orby; a new Triton Knoll onshore electricity substation (‘Substation”) located at Bicker Fen; up to four circuits of
additional onshore underground cables to connect the Substation to the existing National Grid substation; connection works at the National Grid
substation; new private accesses, land raising, landscaping and drainage at the IEC and Triton Knoll substation; and temporary construction works
including accesses from the public highway to the development site, temporary work areas and other associated works.
Temporary stopping up of roads and footpaths to facilitate the development of the onshore works described above.
The permanent compulsory acquisition of land and /or rights for the Project, including rights to access land for surveys.
The application and/or disapplication of legislation relevant to the Project including legislation relating to compulsory acquisition and land
drainage consents.
Such ancillary, incidental and consequential provisions, permits or consents as are necessary and/or convenient.

The Project is an Environmental Impact Assessment development. Accordingly, the Applicant will be making preliminary environmental information (PEI)
available. The documents, plans and maps showing the nature and location of the proposed development, including the PEI and Non-Technical Summary
which include details of the proposals, may be inspected free of charge at the following locations and during the hours set out below:
Lincolnshire County Council Access Point, Lincolnshire County Council, Witham Park House, Waterside South, Lincoln, LN5 7JN (Opening hours: Mon –
Thurs 8:30am – 5pm, Fri 8:30am – 4.30pm)
North Kesteven Access Point, North Kesteven District Council, Kesteven Street, Sleaford, Lincolnshire, NG34 7EF (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 9am –
5pm, Fri 9am – 4.30pm)
Mablethorpe Library and Community Access Point, Stanley Avenue, Mablethorpe, Lincolnshire, LN12 1DP (Opening hours: Mon - Wed 9am – 5pm, Thurs
9am – 6pm, Fri 9am – 5pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
Alford Customer Service Centre (East Lindsey District Council), The Corn Exchange, Market Place, Alford, Lincolnshire, LN13 9EB (Opening hours: Tues
9am – 1pm / 1:30pm – 4pm)
Horncastle Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Wharf Road, Horncastle, Lincolnshire, LN9 5HL (Opening hours: Mon and Thurs 9am
- 4pm, closed Tues, Weds 9am-1pm, Fri 9am-5pm)
Spilsby Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Franklin Hall, Halton Road, Spilsby, Lincolnshire, PE23 5LA (Opening hours: Mon, Wed,
Fri 9am – 5pm, closed Tues, Thurs)
Skegness Customer Access Point (East Lindsey District Council), Skegness Town Hall, North Parade, Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 1DA (Opening hours:
Mon, Tues, Thurs, Fri 9am – 5pm, Wed 9am – 4pm)
Boston Borough Council Access Point, Municipal Buildings, West Street, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 8QR (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:45am – 5:15pm,
Fri 8:45am – 4:45pm)
Boston Library, County Hall, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 6DY (Opening hours: Mon, Tues, Wed, Fri 9am – 5pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
South Holland District Council Access Point, Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire, PE11 2XE (Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:30am – 5:15pm, Fri 8:30am – 4:45pm)
Skegness Library, 23 Roman Bank, Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 2SA (Opening hours: Mon, Fri 9am – 5pm, Tues, Wed 9am – 1pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat
9am – 4pm)
The documents will be on display at the above locations from 15 October until 19 November 2014. A reasonable copying charge may be made by these outlets
for the reproduction of any of the documents. The documents will be available free of charge from 15 October 2014 at www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
which also has other information on the project. Alternatively, the consultation documents including the PEI can be purchased for £500 in hard copy or free
of charge for a CD from the address below, by writing with a cheque made out to RWE Innogy UK. The Non-Technical Summary is available free of charge.
The documents will also be available to view at public exhibitions at the following locations:
Date
Tuesday 21st October
Wednesday 22nd October
Thursday 23rd October
Friday 24th October
Saturday 25th October
Sunday 26th October

Location
Bicker Fen - Bicker Village Hall Cemetery Road, Bicker, Boston PE20 3BT
Orby - Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane, Orby, Skegness, PE24 5JA
Skegness - North Shore Hotel and Golf Club, North Shore Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN
Anderby Creek - Anderby Village Hall, Sea Road, Anderby, Skegness, PE24 5YE
Stickney - Stickney Community Hall, Hall Lane, Stickney, Boston, PE22 8BA
Frithville - Frithville Village Hall - Church Corner, Frithville, Boston, PE22 7EX

Times
2pm to 8pm
2pm to 8pm
2pm to 8pm
2pm to 8pm
12pm to 5pm
12pm to 5pm

Any responses in respect of the Project should be sent to Freepost RTBK-ABSH-TGLU, Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, RWE Innogy UK, Auckland
House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way, Swindon SN5 8ZT.
Any response must be in writing and must be received on or before 19 November 2014. Responses should explain who is making the response and give
an address for future correspondence. Responses may be made public.

Date of Notice: 8 October 2014
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Births, Marriages and Deaths
Fame” at WheelPower, Stoke Mandeville Stadium, Guttman Road, Aylesbury.
The Countess of Wessex later visited
the National Spinal Injuries Centre,
Stoke Mandeville Hospital, Mandeville
Road, Aylesbury.

Buckingham Palace
8th October, 2014
Her Excellency Ms Foo Chi Hsia was received in audience by The Queen today
and presented the Letters of Recall of her
predecessor and her own Letters of
Commission as High Commissioner for
the Republic of Singapore in London.
His Excellency Mr Peter Szabadhegy
was received in audience by The Queen
and presented the Letters of Recall of his
predecessor and his own Letters of Credence as Ambassador from Hungary to
the Court of St. James’s.
Mrs Szabadhegy was also received by
Her Majesty.
Sir Simon Fraser (Permanent UnderSecretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs) was present.
The Queen received the Bishop of
Liverpool (the Right Reverend Paul
Bayes) who did homage upon his appointment.
The Rt Hon Chris Grayling MP (Lord
Chancellor and Secretary of State for
Justice) administered the Oath.
The Right Reverend Dr Christopher
Hill (Clerk of the Closet) was in attendance.
The Queen, Patron, Royal College of
Veterinary Surgeons, this afternoon received Mr Desmond Thompson and
presented him with the Royal College of
Veterinary Surgeons Queen’s Medal.
Professor Stuart Reid (President),
Colonel Neil Smith (immediate past
President) and Mr Gordon Hockey
(Registrar) were also received by Her
Majesty.
The Queen held a Council at 5.30pm.
There were present: the Rt Hon Theresa May MP (Acting Lord President), the
Rt Hon Stephen Crabb MP (Secretary of
State for Wales), the Rt Hon Jeremy
Hunt MP (Secretary of State for Health)
and the Baroness Stowell of Beeston
(Leader of the House of Lords and Lord
Privy Seal).
Mr Richard Tilbrook was in attendance as Clerk of the Council.
The Rt Hon Theresa May MP had an
audience with Her Majesty before the
Council.
The Rt Hon David Cameron MP
(Prime Minister and First Lord of the
Treasury) had an audience of The
Queen this evening.
The Duke of Edinburgh, Patron,
London School of Hygiene and Tropical
Medicine, this afternoon held a Luncheon at Buckingham Palace.
His Royal Highness, Senior Fellow,
the Royal Academy of Engineering, later
received Sir John Parker upon relinquishing his appointment as President
and Professor Dame Ann Dowling upon
assuming the appointment.
The Duke of Edinburgh, Past President and Honorary Life Member, this
evening attended a Banquet to mark the
Bicentenary of Lord’s Ground at Marylebone Cricket Club, St John’s Wood,
London NW8.
Buckingham Palace
8th October, 2014
The Countess of Wessex, this morning
opened the Whiteleaf Centre, Oxford
Health National Health Service Foundation Trust, Bierton Road, Aylesbury,
and was received by the Countess of
Buckinghamshire (Deputy Lieutenant
of Buckinghamshire).
Her Royal Highness this afternoon
unveiled the Stoke Mandeville “Hall of

Buckingham Palace
8th October, 2014
The Princess Royal, Royal Colonel, The
Royal Scots Borderers, 1st Battalion The
Royal Regiment of Scotland, this morning visited Palace Barracks, Holywood,
North Down.
Her Royal Highness, Patron, Scotland’s Churches Trust, this afternoon attended a Meeting at New Kilpatrick
Church and a Luncheon at Bearsden
Burgh Hall, Bearsden, Glasgow, and was
received by Her Majesty’s Lord-Lieutenant of Dunbartonshire (Rear Admiral
Michael Gregory).
The Princess Royal, Royal Patron,
Dogs for Deaf People, this evening attended an Awards Dinner at 8 Northumberland Avenue, London WC2.
Kensington Palace
8th October, 2014
The Duke of Gloucester, Patron, Construction Youth Trust, this morning
visited
Summerfield
Community
Centre, Winson Green Road, Winson
Green, Birmingham, and was received
by Mr Peter Tomlinson (Deputy Lieutenant of West Midlands).
His Royal Highness afterwards
opened the restored Oak House Barns at
the Oak House Museum, Oak Road,
West Bromwich.
The Duke of Gloucester, Patron, today visited the Black Country Living
Museum, Tipton Road, Dudley.
His Royal Highness this afternoon
unveiled the Gift of Life sculpture at Russells Hall Hospital, Pensnett Road,
Dudley.
The Duke of Gloucester afterwards
opened Lion Health Surgery, 2 Lowndes
Road, Stourbridge.
His Royal Highness subsequently
presented The Queen’s Award for Enterprise to the Hope Centre, Block 11, Andrew Road, Halesowen.
The Duchess of Gloucester this afternoon visited Springhill Hospice, Broad
Lane, Rochdale, to mark its TwentyFifth Anniversary and was received by
Her Majesty’s Lord-Lieutenant of
Greater Manchester (Mr Warren
Smith).
Her Royal Highness afterwards
visited Dr Kershaw’s Hospice, Turf Lane,
Royton, Oldham, to mark its TwentyFifth Anniversary.
St James’s Palace
8th October, 2014
The Duke of Kent this morning visited
the energy-from-waste facility at Sita
United Kingdom Limited, Haverton Hill
Road, Billingham, Stockton-on-Tees,
Durham, and was received by Her Majesty’s Lord-Lieutenant of County Durham (Mrs Susan Snowdon).
His Royal Highness later visited Preston Park, Yarm Road, Eaglescliffe, Stockton-on-Tees.
The Duke of Kent this afternoon
visited Whitworth Park School, Whitworth Lane, Spennymoor, County
Durham.
Thatched House Lodge, Richmond
Park
8th October, 2014
Princess Alexandra, Patron, this morning visited Queen Mother’s Clothing
Guild at St. James’s Palace.
Her Royal Highness, Patron, Leeds
Castle Foundation, this evening attended a Dinner at Leeds Castle, Maidstone,
and was received by Her Majesty’s LordLieutenant of Kent (the Viscount De
L’Isle).

Judicial appointment
The Queen has appointed Richard Kwame Swake Inyundo to
be a district judge (magistrates’
courts) on the advice of the Lord
Chancellor, the Right Honourable Chris Grayling MP. The
Right Honourable The Lord

Thomas of Cwmgiedd, Lord
Chief Justice of England and
Wales, has deployed him to the
South Eastern Circuit, based at
Croydon Magistrates’ and
Family Court, with effect from
October 6.

Judicial retirement
Lord Justice Rimer retired as
Lord Justice of Appeal with effect from October 7. Sir Colin
Percy Farquharson Rimer was
called to the Bar (L) in 1968, took
silk in 1988 and elected a bencher in 1994. He was appointed a

judge of the High Court (Chancery Division) in 1994, a judge of
the Employment Appeal Tribunal in 2002 and a member of the
Competition Appeal Tribunal in
2004. He was appointed Lord
Justice of Appeal in 2007.

thetimes.co.uk/advertise
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm formal
consultation period opens
• Five week Statutory Consultation period starts 15th
October
• Public exhibitions present opportunity to view and discuss
final design options
Swindon, 15th October 2014
The Statutory Consultation for the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical
System starts today (15th October). RWE Innogy UK will share detailed
information about the proposed design and construction of the electrical system
and seek feedback, comments and suggestions from stakeholders and
communities.
A series of public exhibitions will be held between 21st – 26th October which will
provide detailed information about the electrical system including the onshore
cable route, the offshore cable route, the proposed intermediate electrical
compound near Orby and the substation near Bicker Fen.
The consultation will be used to shape the final proposal for the Triton Knoll
Electrical System before RWE Innogy UK submits an application under the
Planning Act 2008 for a Development Consent Order.
RWE Innogy UK’s Project Manager for Triton Knoll, Jacob Hain, said: “This five
week consultation is a further opportunity for people to discuss the design of the
proposed electrical system that will connect the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
to the national grid.
“We would like to encourage as many people as possible to participate and,
hopefully attend one of the exhibitions where we will have staff available to
discuss the proposals, answer questions and listen to ideas and suggestions.
“Previous engagement with local people has already resulted in significant
changes to our proposals that have improved its design and addressed specific
local concerns.”
RWE Innogy has advertised the consultation period and activity through a
Statement of Community Consultation published in regional newspapers. It has
also distributed newsletters and posters with details about the opportunities
available for people to find out about the proposals, provide their feedback and

RWE Innogy UK | Auckland House | Lydiard Fields | Great Western Way | Swindon | Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
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get involved. Copies of the consultation documents are available to view at the
public exhibitions, at local libraries, council offices and online.
Feedback on the consultation proposal is required no later than 5pm on 19th
November 2014 and can be provided via questionnaires which are available at all
of the exhibitions and online at www.rweinnogy.com /tritonknoll. Alternatively,
team members can be contacted on email at tritonknoll@rwe.com or by writing to
the following postal address: Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, RWE Innogy UK,
Auckland House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way, Swindon, SN5 8ZT.
Public exhibition details are as follows:

Date

Location

Times

Tues 21st October

Bicker Fen – Bicker Village Hall
Cemetery Road, Bicker, Boston PE20
3BT

2pm to 8pm

Weds 22nd October

Orby – Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane,
Orby, Skegness, PE24 5JA

2pm to 8pm

Thurs 23rd October

Skegness – North Shore Hotel and Golf
Club, North Shore Road, Skegness,
PE25 1DN

2pm to 8pm

Fri 24th October

Anderby Creek – Anderby Village Hall,
Sea Road, Anderby, Skegness, PE24
5YE

2pm to 8pm

Sat 25th October

Stickney – Stickney Community Hall, Hall
Lane, Stickney, Boston, PE22 8BA

12pm to 5pm

Sun 26th October

Frithville – Frithville Village Hall, Church
Corner, Frithville, Boston, PE22 7EX

12pm to 5pm

RWE Innogy was awarded a Development Consent Order for the offshore array
of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm by the Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change in July 2013. The current period of Statutory Consultation,
however, forms part of the planning application process for the electrical system
which is required to connect the offshore turbines to the national grid. Once the
whole project is constructed, it could provide enough electricity to meet the
energy needs of up to 800,000 average UK households annually1.
Economic benefits have already begun to flow from the project with over
£20million already invested in the UK during the development process. If the
project goes ahead, the economic benefits will be significantly more, creating
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around 1,900 jobs during construction and injecting millions of pounds of
investment through UK-based companies.
Up to £500,000 will also be available for local communities during the onshore
construction works and up to a further £40,000 of community investment awarded
annually to areas neighbouring these activities, during the operational life-time of
the wind farm.2 A further consultation focussed solely on the community
investment associated with Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm will take place in
early 2015.
Further information on Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm can be found at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
ENDS
Contact

Karen Maurice, PR Consultant, RWE Innogy UK
M

Rebecca Somers, PR Manager, RWE Innogy UK
T

Footnotes
1.

2.

Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is derived using long term wind speeds
calculated by meteorological models seeded with historical weather data obtained from
satellite, surface-based and airborne measurement systems. This enables a calculation to
be made to estimate the average annual energy production for the site based on 150
turbines each of rated capacity 6 MW. The energy capture predicted and hence derived
homes equivalent or emissions savings figures may change as further data are gathered.
Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual electricity consumption per home of
4500 kWh. This figure is supported by recent domestic electricity consumption data
available from The Digest of UK Energy Statistics and household estimates and
projections from the UK Statistics Authority.
Figures subject to review following confirmation of final installed capacity.

Notes to editors
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited has been awarded EU TEN-E funding. The money, which is to be
matched by RWE Innogy UK, is to support a number of surveys, engineering reports, and environmental impact
assessment studies for the Triton Knoll Electrical System. A sum of €1,159,559 has been granted and the
process to reclaim this funding is ongoing.

About RWE Innogy UK
RWE Innogy UK | Auckland House | Lydiard Fields | Great Western Way | Swindon | Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)845 672-0090 | F +44 (0)845 672-0050 | www.rweinnogy.com/uk

Press release

Page 4

RWE Innogy UK is the UK subsidiary of RWE Innogy and one of the UK’s leading renewable energy developers
and operators. We are committed to developing and operating renewable energy projects to produce
sustainable electricity.
We operate 22 hydroelectric power schemes, 32 onshore wind farms and two offshore wind farms, including the
UK’s first major offshore wind farm, North Hoyle. Construction of RWE Innogy UK’s Biomass Combined Heat
and Power (CHP) plant in Fife, Scotland, is now complete and the plant has entered its operational testing
phase, and construction of the 576 megawatt Gwynt y Môr Offshore Wind Farm, off the North Wales coast, is
progressing well.
From development, to construction and operation, our staff in area offices across Wales, Scotland and England
work in close partnership with local communities and companies. In 2013, renewable energy sites operated by
RWE Innogy UK invested over £1 million into communities across the UK. The investments made by RWE in
the UK are creating substantial new job opportunities, developing the supply chain and, very importantly,
helping the UK Government achieve the EU target of supplying 30% of electricity from renewables, by 2020.
RWE Innogy pools the renewable energy expertise and generating plant of the RWE Group. RWE Innogy is fully
committed to growth in renewable energy across Europe and the UK continues to play a significant role.
RWE Innogy UK is a sister company to RWE npower, a leading UK energy company with around 5.4 million
customer accounts.
For further information about RWE Innogy UK and RWE Innogy visit www.rweinnogy.com/uk and
www.rweinnogy.com For further information about RWE npower visit www.rwenpower.com
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm launches
community consultation process
• Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) published
• Thousands of newsletters to be sent to households along
the proposed cable route
• Dates and venues for next month’s public exhibitions
announced
Swindon, 17 September 2014
RWE Innogy UK has today published details of how it intends to consult on its
plans for the Electrical System for Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm.
A public notice containing the Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) has
been placed in local newspapers with newsletters being sent out to residents and
businesses along the proposed 37 mile onshore cable route.
The statutory consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System will run from 15th
October until 19th November with a series of public exhibitions held between 21st
– 26th October.
RWE Innogy UK’s Triton Knoll Project Manager, Jacob Hain, said: "This
consultation will be an opportunity to talk to local people about our proposals for
Triton Knoll’s Electrical System which includes all the onshore infrastructure and
the offshore cables.
“We hope as many people as possible will take part in the consultation by visiting
our exhibitions and talking to us about the proposals. People will be able to
respond to our plans by completing a consultation questionnaire and these
responses will form part of our application to the Planning Inspectorate next
Spring.
“Newsletters outlining our plans are being posted to households along the
onshore cable route with additional copies placed in local libraries and council
buildings.
“All the details of the consultation and how to participate along with the timetable
for the public exhibitions can be found on the Triton Knoll website.”
Triton Knoll was awarded a Development Consent Order for the offshore array of
the wind farm by the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change in July
2013. Once constructed it could provide enough electricity to meet the energy
needs of up to 800,000 average UK households annually1.
Triton Knoll is still in the early stages of development but over £20 million has
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Triton Knoll Electrical System Offshore Wind
Farm Statutory Consultation extended
• 28 day extension to Triton Knoll Electrical System
statutory consultation for online questionnaire responses
• Consultation to end on 22nd December 2014
Swindon, 18th November 2014
THE CLOSING date for the Statutory Consultation for the Triton Knoll Offshore
Wind Farm Electrical System has been extended until 22nd December 2014 for
online questionnaire responses only. The consultation period for postal and
Section 42 responses closes on 19th November 2014 as originally stated.
RWE Innogy UK has taken this decision due to a number of requests relating to
the online version of the consultation questionnaire, and in the light of a technical
issue on the project website. Members of the public will receive a letter in the
coming days to confirm the extension.
A copy of the online, editable, questionnaire can be found on the Triton Knoll
website at www.rweinnogy.co.uk/tritonknoll.
The consultation will be used to shape the final proposal for the Triton Knoll
Electrical System before RWE Innogy UK submits an application under the
Planning Act 2008 for a Development Consent Order.
RWE Innogy UK’s Project Manager for Triton Knoll, Jacob Hain, said: “We want
to ensure that all those who wish to respond to the consultation are given the
chance to do so.
“While the questionnaire has been available on the website to print out and return
by free-post throughout the initial consultation period, an editable version will now
be available to complete online until 5pm on 22nd December.
“We would like to encourage all those who still wish to respond to the
consultation who wanted to complete the online questionnaire to do so.”
Feedback on the consultation proposal is required no later than 5pm on 22nd
December 2014 and can be provided via questionnaires online at
www.rweinnogy.com /tritonknoll. Alternatively, team members can be contacted
on email at tritonknoll@rwe.com or by writing to the following postal address:
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House, Lydiard
Fields, Great Western Way, Swindon, SN5 8ZT.
RWE Innogy was awarded a Development Consent Order for the offshore array
of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm by the Secretary of State for Energy and
Climate Change in July 2013. The current period of Statutory Consultation,
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however, forms part of the planning application process for the electrical system
which is required to connect the offshore turbines to the national grid. Once the
whole project is constructed, it could provide enough electricity to meet the
energy needs of up to 800,000 average UK households annually1.
Economic benefits have already begun to flow from the project with over
£20million already invested in the UK during the development process. If the
project goes ahead, the economic benefits will be significantly more, creating
around 1,900 jobs during construction and injecting millions of pounds of
investment through UK-based companies.
Up to £500,000 will also be available for local communities during the onshore
construction works and up to a further £40,000 of community investment awarded
annually to areas neighbouring these activities, during the operational life-time of
the wind farm.2 A further consultation focussed solely on the community
investment associated with Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm will take place in
early 2015.
Further information on Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm can be found at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
ENDS
Contact

Rebecca Somers, PR Manager, RWE Innogy UK
T

Footnotes
1.

2.

Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is derived using long term wind speeds
calculated by meteorological models seeded with historical weather data obtained from
satellite, surface-based and airborne measurement systems. This enables a calculation to
be made to estimate the average annual energy production for the site based on 150
turbines each of rated capacity 6 MW. The energy capture predicted and hence derived
homes equivalent or emissions savings figures may change as further data are gathered.
Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual electricity consumption per home of
4500 kWh. This figure is supported by recent domestic electricity consumption data
available from The Digest of UK Energy Statistics and household estimates and
projections from the UK Statistics Authority.
Figures subject to review following confirmation of final installed capacity.

Notes to editors
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited has been awarded EU TEN-E funding. The money, which is to be
matched by RWE Innogy UK, is to support a number of surveys, engineering reports, and environmental impact
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assessment studies for the Triton Knoll Electrical System. A sum of €1,159,559 has been granted and the
process to reclaim this funding is ongoing.

About RWE Innogy UK
RWE Innogy UK is the UK subsidiary of RWE Innogy and one of the UK’s leading renewable energy developers
and operators. We are committed to developing and operating renewable energy projects to produce
sustainable electricity.
We operate 22 hydroelectric power schemes, 32 onshore wind farms and two offshore wind farms, including the
UK’s first major offshore wind farm, North Hoyle. Construction of RWE Innogy UK’s Biomass Combined Heat
and Power (CHP) plant in Fife, Scotland, is now complete and the plant has entered its operational testing
phase, and construction of the 576 megawatt Gwynt y Môr Offshore Wind Farm, off the North Wales coast, is
progressing well.
From development, to construction and operation, our staff in area offices across Wales, Scotland and England
work in close partnership with local communities and companies. In 2013, renewable energy sites operated by
RWE Innogy UK invested over £1 million into communities across the UK. The investments made by RWE in
the UK are creating substantial new job opportunities, developing the supply chain and, very importantly,
helping the UK Government achieve the EU target of supplying 30% of electricity from renewables, by 2020.
RWE Innogy pools the renewable energy expertise and generating plant of the RWE Group. RWE Innogy is fully
committed to growth in renewable energy across Europe and the UK continues to play a significant role.
RWE Innogy UK is a sister company to RWE npower, a leading UK energy company with around 5.4 million
customer accounts.
For further information about RWE Innogy UK and RWE Innogy visit www.rweinnogy.com/uk and
www.rweinnogy.com For further information about RWE npower visit www.rwenpower.com
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already been invested in the UK. At the same time around 1,900 jobs could be
created as a result of the from its construction.
Up to £500,000 will be available for local communities during the onshore
construction works and up to a further £40,000 of community investment awarded
annually to areas neighbouring these activities, during the operational life-time of
the wind farm.2 The consultation on the community investment associated with
Triton Knoll wind farm will take place in January 2015.
Further information on Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm can be found at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
ENDS
Contact

Karen Maurice, PR Consultant, RWE Innogy UK
M
E

Footnotes
1.

2.

Energy predicted to be generated by the proposal is derived using long term wind speeds
calculated by meteorological models seeded with historical weather data obtained from
satellite, surface-based and airborne measurement systems. This enables a calculation to
be made to estimate the average annual energy production for the site based on 150
turbines each of rated capacity 6 MW. The energy capture predicted and hence derived
homes equivalent or emissions savings figures may change as further data are gathered.
Equivalent homes supplied is based on an annual electricity consumption per home of
4500 kWh. This figure is supported by recent domestic electricity consumption data
available from The Digest of UK Energy Statistics and household estimates and
projections from the UK Statistics Authority.
Figures subject to review following confirmation of final installed capacity.

Notes to editors
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited has been awarded EU TEN-E funding. The money, which is to be
matched by RWE Innogy UK, is to support a number of surveys, engineering reports, and environmental impact
assessment studies for the Triton Knoll Electrical System. A sum of €1,159,559 has been granted and the
process to reclaim this funding is ongoing.

About RWE Innogy UK
RWE Innogy UK is the UK subsidiary of RWE Innogy and one of the UK’s leading renewable energy developers
and operators. We are committed to developing and operating renewable energy projects to produce
sustainable electricity.
We operate 22 hydroelectric power schemes, 30 onshore wind farms and two offshore wind farms, including the
UK’s first major offshore wind farm, North Hoyle. Construction of RWE Innogy UK’s Biomass Combined Heat
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and Power (CHP) plant in Fife, Scotland, is now complete and the plant has entered its operational testing
phase, and construction of the 576 megawatt Gwynt y Môr Offshore Wind Farm, off the North Wales coast, is
progressing well.
From development, to construction and operation, our staff in area offices across Wales, Scotland and England
work in close partnership with local communities and companies. In 2013, renewable energy sites operated by
RWE Innogy UK invested over £1 million into communities across the UK. The investments made by RWE in
the UK are creating substantial new job opportunities, developing the supply chain and, very importantly,
helping the UK Government achieve the EU target of supplying 30% of electricity from renewables, by 2020.
RWE Innogy pools the renewable energy expertise and generating plant of the RWE Group. RWE Innogy is fully
committed to growth in renewable energy across Europe and the UK continues to play a significant role.
RWE Innogy UK is a sister company to RWE npower, a leading UK energy company with around 5.4 million
customer accounts.
For further information about RWE Innogy UK and RWE Innogy visit www.rweinnogy.com/uk and
www.rweinnogy.com For further information about RWE npower visit www.rwenpower.com

RWE Innogy UK | Auckland House | Lydiard Fields | Great Western Way | Swindon | Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)845 672-0090 | F +44 (0)845 672-0050 | www.rweinnogy.com/uk

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 5A: Consultation Signpost Document
April 2015

RWE Innogy UK

This image is not intended to represent the appearance of the proposed Triton Knoll Wind Farm.

TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM
Consultation Signpost Document
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) is developing its proposals for the Triton Knoll Electrical
System (TKES), which will connect the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm to the national grid.
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm was
consented on 11 July 2013 and is located
off the coast of Lincolnshire and could
provide enough clean electricity to meet
the energy needs of up to 800,000
average UK households annually.1
This document sets out how you can get
involved in the consultation and which
documents are available on the electrical
system to help you to understand the
TKES proposals.
The consultation process
Under the Planning Act 2008 TKOWFL
has a duty to consult the community and
statutory bodies before submitting an
application to the Secretary of State (SoS)
at the Department for Energy & Climate
Change (DECC) for a Development
Consent Order (DCO).

The objectives of the Section 47
consultation with the TKES community
are to:
–	inform community stakeholders about
the various elements of the project in
a clear and concise way
–	provide information on an inclusive
basis to all sections of the relevant
communities
–	provide an opportunity for local
people to influence and comment
on the proposals.
Under the Act we are also required to:
–	consult with statutory bodies such as
Natural England, English Heritage, the
Marine Management Organisation and
other bodies and the wider public
–	produce a Consultation Report detailing
how we have taken into consideration
the public’s views and how the
consultation requirements of the Act
have been complied with.

We intend to submit an application for
a Development Consent Order for TKES
to the Secretary of State in spring 2015.
Once the application is submitted, all
interested parties will have a further
opportunity to comment on the
proposals by contacting The Planning
Inspectorate (PINS) directly. More details
regarding the PINS process are available
from its website http://infrastructure.
planningportal.gov.uk or by telephone
on 0303 444 5000. The diagram on
page 2 sets out the process.

FOOTNOTE
1

 nergy predicted to be generated by the proposal is derived
E
using long term wind speeds calculated by meteorological
models seeded with historical weather data obtained from
satellite, surface-based and airborne measurement systems.
This enables a calculation to be made to estimate the average
annual energy production for the site based on 150 turbines
each of rated capacity 6 MW. The energy capture predicted
and hence derived homes equivalent or emissions savings
figures may change as further data are gathered. Equivalent
homes supplied is based on an annual electricity consumption
per home of 4500 kWh. This figure is supported by recent
domestic electricity consumption data available from The
Digest of UK Energy Statistics and household estimates and
projections from the UK Statistics Authority.
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TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM TIMELINE

Statement of Community
Consultation (SoCC) published

September 2014

October 2014
HAVE YOUR SAY
Public Exhibitions – Six exhibitions are being
held in the vicinity of the project so that the
public can find out more about our proposals
21 October – 26 October 2014

November 2014

HAVE YOUR SAY
Formal Community Consultation –
Section 47 of the Planning Act 2008
Formal Statutory Consultation – Section 42
and Section 48 of the Planning Act 2008
(including statutory bodies and landowners)
15 October – 19 November 2014

December 2014

FURTHER WORK
– analysis of consultation responses
– complete environmental surveys
– refine proposals following the consultation
and findings
– finalise and complete Environmental
Statement (ES)
– prepare consultation report
– finalise Development Consent Order (DCO)
with Deemed Marine Licence (DML)

January 2015

February 2015

March 2015

SUBMISSION
Full application made to Secretary of State,
including DCO with DML, ES, Consultation
Report, Plans and other documents
explaining the application.

DECISION
Announced by the Secretary of State

WWW.RWEINNOGY.COM/TRITONKNOLL

Spring 2015

HAVE YOUR SAY
Once the application is accepted by PINS
on behalf of the Secretary of State, you
will have an opportunity to register as an
interested party. The registration period
will be advertised.
THE PLANNING INSPECTORATE (PINS)
EXAMINATION
Interested parties have an opportunity,
if they wish, to take part in the examination
of the application.

2016

CONSULTATION DOCUMENTS
The following detailed documents are
available to view as part of the
consultation. They can be accessed:

–	on the internet at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
–	at the public exhibitions

–	at access points and libraries
–	by contacting RWE Innogy UK.

Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) – Volumes 1-4
An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) has been undertaken for the proposed development in accordance with the
Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009, as amended. The Preliminary Environmental
Information (PEI) documents provide the findings of the EIA process for the proposed development to date.
The EIA will be reviewed and updated in the light of responses we receive during the consultation and ongoing assessment
activity. The final Environmental Statement will be submitted as part of our application for a Development Consent Order.
– Draft Environmental Statement and
Technical Annexes

Provides information about the proposed development, the studies undertaken and
the preliminary findings of the Environmental Impact Assessment completed to
date. This can be found in Volumes 1–4 of the consultation documents.

– Non-Technical Summary

An overview of the draft Environmental Statement which provides summary
information about the proposed development, the studies undertaken and effects
of the project based on the findings of the Environmental Impact Assessment
completed to date.

PEI Supporting Documents – Volume 5
These documents set out the high level principles by which we intend to manage the potential environmental impacts of the
proposal. We will develop these documents further in the light of responses we receive during the consultation and ongoing
assessment activity. The documents listed below can be found in Volume 5 of the consultation documents.
– Outline Code of Construction Practice

Sets out the key control measures that are proposed to manage the potential
environmental impacts of onshore construction and limit the disturbance from
construction activities as far as possible.

– Outline Traffic Management Plan

Sets out the procedures and high level principles for managing the construction
traffic associated with the onshore works. It presents the high level principles which
will be further developed and will be agreed with the highways authority prior to
works commencing.

– Design Considerations Document

Discusses the proposed mitigation to establish a series of design principles that will
be applied to the final design of the IEC the Substation.

Draft Order Limit Plans – Volume 6
A set of plans which show the proposed area of land and seabed in which the proposed works will be carried out. The draft Order
Limit Plans in Volume 6 are a more up-to-date version of the proposed order limits than those presented in the PEI as they include
changes made since June 2014, which was the point at which it was necessary to freeze the design for the purpose of the
preliminary EIA. The key changes made since this date include the addition of strips of land to allow on-going access to the
onshore infrastructure for pre-construction surveys, fencing of the site at the start of construction, operational maintenance
and amendments made to the cable corridor following consultation with landowners and occupiers which was carried out in
June 2014. The EIA will be updated and will be applicable to the final draft of the Order Limit Plans which will be submitted as
part of our application for Development Consent.
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The following documents are project
Reference Documents, which give further
background to the project including how

we have arrived at decisions regarding
our proposals. They are available at the
public exhibitions, on the website at

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll and on
CD free of charge on request.

Reference Documents
These documents explain detailed decisions we have made about key elements of the project.
– Interface Selection Assessment
Report (ISAR)

This explains the outcomes of a process undertaken by TKOWFL and National Grid,
to choose the Onshore Interface Point, which is the point at which the Triton Knoll
project should be connected to the national grid. This process was undertaken
over a period of approximately 8 months in 2011. The report presents information
to explain the evolution of the Triton Knoll Electrical System which formed key
inputs into the Interface Selection Assessment and explains why the proposed
connection point at the existing National Grid substation at Bicker Fen was selected
over other options.

– Site Selection Report (SSR)

This document sets out the rationale behind the detailed selection of electrical
technology and the siting and detailed design of the infrastructure locations.

900MW

800,000

The wind farm will have installed capacity
of up to 900 Megawatts (MW).

The wind farm will provide enough
electricity for around 800,000 homes.

6
Six exhibitions are being held in the
vicinity of the project so that the public
can find out more about our proposals.
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TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM
N

KEY
Order Limits

Map of whole electrical system. Reproduced from Ordnance Survey digital map data © Crown copyright,
All rights reserved. 2014. Licence number 0100031673
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HOW YOU CAN RESPOND TO THE CONSULTATION
Questionnaires – People will be able
to respond to the consultation by
completing a questionnaire online at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll or by
completing a questionnaire at one of the
exhibitions (details below). Alternatively,
anyone can request a paper copy of the
Date
Tuesday 21 October
Wednesday 22 October
Thursday 23 October
Friday 24 October
Saturday 25 October
Sunday 26 October

questionnaire by using the contact
details at the end of this document.
The questionnaire can be returned to us
using the freepost address provided.
Public Exhibitions – Exhibitions are being
held so that local people can find out

more about our proposals, and everyone
is welcome to attend. RWE Innogy UK
staff will be at the exhibitions to answer
any questions that people may have.
The times, dates and locations can be
found in the table below.

Location
Bicker Village Hall – Cemetery Road, Bicker, Boston, PE20 3BT
Orby – Orby Village Hall, Marsh Lane, Orby, Skegness, PE24 5JA
Skegness – North Shore Hotel and Golf Club, North Shore Road, Skegness, PE25 1DN
Anderby – Anderby Village Hall, Sea Road, Anderby, Skegness, PE24 5YE
Stickney – Stickney Community Hall, Hall Lane, Stickney, Boston, PE22 8BA
Frithville Village Hall – Church Corner, Frithville, Boston, PE22 7EX

Consultation responses must be
received by 5pm on 19 November 2014.
Any responses made must include
contact information including a name
and an address to which any relevant
correspondence relating to the
consultation can be sent. Your comments
will be made public in a consultation
report. This is a record of comments

received and an explanation of how the
views of consultees have been considered
in developing our final application.
This report will become part of our
Development Consent application.
Where can I view information?
Preliminary Environmental Information
(PEI) and the Supporting Documents

Times
2pm to 8pm
2pm to 8pm
2pm to 8pm
2pm to 8pm
12pm to 5pm
12pm to 5pm

listed in this document may be inspected
free of charge at the following locations
and during the hours set out below.
The documents will be on display at these
locations from 15 October until 19th
November 2014 and on our website at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll.

Lincolnshire County Council Access Point Lincolnshire County Council, Witham Park House, Waterside South, Lincoln, LN5 7JN
(Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:30am – 5pm, Fri 8:30am – 4.30pm)
North Kesteven Access Point North Kesteven District Council, Kesteven Street, Sleaford, Lincolnshire, NG34 7EF
(Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 9am – 5pm, Fri 9am – 4.30pm)
Mablethorpe Library and Community Access Point Stanley Avenue, Mablethorpe, Lincolnshire, LN12 1DP
(Opening hours: Mon - Wed 9am – 5pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Fri 9am – 5pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
Alford Customer Service Centre (East Lindsey District Council), The Corn Exchange, Market Place, Alford, Lincolnshire, LN13 9EB
(Opening hours: Tues 9am – 1pm / 1:30pm – 4pm)
Horncastle Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council) Wharf Road, Horncastle, Lincolnshire, LN9 5HL
(Opening hours: Mon and Thurs 9am - 4pm, closed Tues, Weds 9am-1pm, Fri 9am-5pm)
Spilsby Community Access Point (East Lindsey District Council) Franklin Hall, Halton Road, Spilsby, Lincolnshire, PE23 5LA
(Opening hours: Mon, Wed, Fri 9am – 5pm, closed Tues, Thurs)
Skegness Customer Access Point (East Lindsey District Council) Skegness Town Hall, North Parade, Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 1DA
(Opening hours: Mon, Tues, Thurs, Fri 9am – 5pm, Wed 9am – 4pm)
Boston Borough Council Access Point Municipal Buildings, West Street, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 8QR
(Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:45am – 5:15pm, Fri 8:45am – 4:45pm)
Boston Library, County Hall, Boston, Lincolnshire, PE21 6DY
(Opening hours: Mon, Tues, Wed, Fri 9am – 5pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)
South Holland District Council Access Point Priory Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire, PE11 2XE
(Opening hours: Mon – Thurs 8:30am – 5:15pm, Fri 8:30am – 4:45pm)
Skegness Library 23 Roman Bank, Skegness, Lincolnshire, PE25 2SA
(Opening hours: Mon, Fri 9am – 5pm, Tues, Wed 9am – 1pm, Thurs 9am – 6pm, Sat 9am – 4pm)

Contact us:
Web:
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
Post:
FREEPOST – RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm, RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House, Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way, Swindon SN5 8Z

Email:
Tritonknoll@rwe.com
Telephone:
01793 474244
This booklet is printed on paper which is made from
FSC certified pulp.

If you would like this
guide in larger print or
other accessible format,
please contact us on:
01793 474244.
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TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION: QUESTIONNAIRE
The Planning Act 2008 requires developers
to undertake pre-application consultation
before submitting an application for a
Development Consent Order (DCO).
This questionnaire is part of our community
consultation under s47 of the Planning Act 2008.
We have described how we will consult with the
public and other consultees in our Statement of
Community Consultation, which was consulted
on with Lincolnshire County Council, East Lindsey
District Council, Boston Borough Council and the
Marine Management Organisation.
Please use the Consultation Signpost Document to
understand the different documents that are available
to help you respond to the consultation.
The responses we receive to this consultation will
help shape our proposals before we apply for a
Development Consent Order to the Secretary of State.

How to participate
Please answer as many of the questions in this
questionnaire as you feel able to. You can also

The consultation runs from
15 October until 19 November 2014.
Please note that consultation
responses must be received by
5pm on 19 November 2014.

complete a questionnaire online by
downloading the editable version available from
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

How to respond
Any responses made must include contact information
including a name and an address to which any
correspondence relating to the consultation can
be sent.
Your comments will be made public in a consultation
report. The report will record comments received
and explain how the views of consultees have
been considered in finalising the application.
This report will form part of our application for
development consent.
Please respond by returning the completed
questionnaire using this freepost address:
FREE POST – RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House,
Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
Swindon SN5 8ZT

If you would like this
questionnaire in larger print
or in another format, please
contact us on: 01793 474 244

QUESTIONNAIRE
SECTION 1 – THE LANDFALL
The landfall at Anderby Creek is where the offshore and onshore electricity cables are joined in the transition joint bays.
Construction activities are likely to have the following impacts:
– temporary visual and noise impacts from vehicles and machinery
– temporary beach closures
– temporary increases in construction traffic.
Further detail can be found in the Non-Technical Summary (NTS) of the Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI).
Chapter 5 (Onshore Project Description) and Chapter 13 (Traffic and Access) of the Environmental Statement (ES) set
out principles that could be applied to the management and the Outline Traffic Management Plan of construction
activities. The following measures have been identified for the landfall works. These include:
– traffic management of construction vehicles to minimise congestion and impacts on local roads
– alternative pedestrian access for beach users
– set working hours that minimise impacts on the local community by limiting evening and weekend working.
A. To what extent do you agree that the construction principles set out above will reduce the potential
	
impacts? Please tick box
			 Strongly agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly disagree

B. Would you suggest any additional measures to reduce construction impacts?
	

SECTION 2 – ONSHORE CABLE INSTALLATION
The onshore electrical cables will be buried underground, avoiding the need for overhead pylons. The cable route
has been defined considering environmental and technical factors and also by consulting with landowners and the
public as part of our Cable Route Consultation held during February and March 2014. The following measures have
been proposed:
– where possible, locating the cable route a minimum distance of 70m from residential dwellings
– a burial depth below existing identified land drains to reduce impacts on farming activities
– avoiding environmental and archaeological constraints where possible.
Further detail can be found in the NTS.

The Onshore Project Description Chapter and the outline Code of Construction Practice Document (CoCP) set out
the following principles for how we propose to manage the construction activities when building the cable route.
These include:
– Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) under roads, railways and larger watercourses
– a dedicated temporary haul road along the cable route to reduce traffic on local roads
– restoration after completion and the land returned to its former use.
A. To what extent do you agree that the construction principles set out above will reduce the impacts of
	
cable installation?
			 Strongly agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly disagree

B. Would you suggest any additional measures to reduce disruption?
	

SECTION 3 – THE INTERMEDIATE ELECTRICAL COMPOUND (IEC) AND
THE ONSHORE ELECTRICITY SUBSTATION (SUBSTATION)
The IEC and Substation contain electrical equipment that is necessary for the transmission of electricity from
the offshore array and connection of the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm to the national grid. The photomontages
and other designs displayed at the public exhibitions and in the ES show what the infrastructure could look like from
certain viewpoints.
We have identified a set of principles that will be applied to the final design of the IEC and the Substation in the
Design Considerations Document. Our landscaping principles include the following:
– a 50m area available for landscaping around the IEC and the Substation
– planting would begin during construction to allow screening to become established
– a mixture of slow and fast growing native species are proposed.
A. Which do you think is the most appropriate screening for the Substation and IEC? Please tick box
	
		 Substation
				

A mixture of slow and fast growing native species
No screening

Fast growing non-native species

		 IEC
				

A mixture of slow and fast growing native species
No screening

Fast growing non-native species

B. Do you have any other comments about our landscaping and screening principles?
	

C. Design options for the buildings and noise barriers at the IEC and Substation can be seen in the Design
	
Considerations Document. What do you think is the most appropriate design for the IEC and Substation?
Please tick box
		 Substation
				
		 Noise barriers
				
		
		 IEC
				
		 Noise barriers
				
		

Local vernacular (brick or stone)
Modern design (metal cladding)
Pale grey
Gradated green

Modern design (wood cladding)
Modern design
Khaki
No preference

		

Local vernacular (brick or stone)
Modern design (metal cladding)
Pale grey
Gradated green

Modern design (wood cladding)
Modern design
Khaki
No preference

		

Do you have any other suggestions?

SECTION 4 – MANAGING CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC
Following comments about our access proposals during our Alternatives Consultation held during February and April
2013, and during the Parish Council update meetings in March and April 2014, we have modified our access proposals
at the IEC to avoid the village of Orby and at the Substation to avoid the village of Bicker.
A. Do you think that our alternative access proposals will reduce the impacts of construction traffic when
	
compared to the original routes planned through the villages of Bicker and Orby? Please tick box
			 Strongly agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly disagree

The outline Traffic Management Plan sets out the main principles of managing traffic during construction of the project.
These include:
– Horizontal Directional Drilling to avoid road closures
– notifications of roads to be used and when
– safety and traffic management measures to be put in place
– roads we will avoid.
B. To assist us in developing a final Traffic Management Plan to minimise disruption, are there any specific
	
additional measures you would suggest to reduce traffic impacts during construction, and why?

SECTION 5 – MANAGING IMPACTS ON ECOLOGY
The Landscape and Ecological Mitigation Strategy, which forms part of Chapter 6 (Landscape and Visual), sets out how
we will manage impacts on ecology during construction, including:
– avoiding hedgerows and other sensitive habitats
– undertaking pre-construction surveys to avoid protected species
–	ensuring best practice construction management techniques are used to reduce the risk of contamination of
watercourses
– Project Ecologists overseeing environmentally-sensitive activities.
A. To what extent do you agree that the principles set out will reduce ecological impacts? Please tick box
	
			 Strongly agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly disagree

B. Would you suggest any additional measures to reduce impacts?
	

SECTION 6 – THE OFFSHORE CABLE ROUTE
The NTS and Offshore Project Description Chapter of the ES describe the key design principles which have shaped the
offshore cable route, including:
– avoiding sensitive ecological areas
–	minimising the amount of rock or concrete mattressing that will be required to protect the cable by routing the cable
through areas of the seabed where the required burial depth can be achieved
– avoiding dredging areas
– reducing impacts on fishermen and other sea users.
A. To what extent do you agree that we have captured the important issues for the offshore elements of the
	
proposed electrical system? Please tick box
			 Strongly agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly disagree

B. Is there any other information about the offshore cable route you think we should consider?
	

SECTION 7 – THE CONSULTATION
A. How were you informed about the Triton Knoll Electrical System Consultation? Please tick box
	
			Newsletter

Newspaper advert

Local media

other

B. Have you found the public exhibitions helpful in answering questions or concerns you may have had?
	
Please tick box
			Yes

No

C. Was the information available in the consultation documents and at the exhibitions helpful in answering
	
questions or concerns you may have had? Please tick box
			Yes

No

D. If you would like to be kept up to date with the project, how would you like us to contact you?
	
Please tick box
			Email

Newsletter

E. Do you have any other comments on the consultation or our proposals?
	

(You can continue on a separate sheet for any of the questions)

YOUR DETAILS
Any responses made must include contact information including a name and an address to which any
correspondence relating to the consultation can be sent. Please provide details below:
Name
Address

Telephone

E-mail

All personal details provided will be held in accordance with the Data Protection Act and will not be passed on to
any third parties. Your comments will be made public in a consultation report. The report will record comments
received and explain how the views of consultees have been considered in finalising the application. This report
will form part of our development consent application.

Thank you very much for taking the time to complete this questionnaire.
Please give it to a member of staff or send by freepost to the
address below.
Contact us
Email:
Tritonknoll@rwe.com
Telephone:
01793 474 244
Web:
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

Post:
FREE POST – RTBK-ABSH-TGLU
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
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April 2015
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GLOSSARY
Term

Definition

Intermediate Electrical
Compound (IEC)

The area containing a building housing switchgear,
busbars,
capacitors,
reactors,
reactive
power
compensation equipment, filters, cooling equipment,
control and welfare buildings, lightning rods (if required),
internal roads, security fencing and other associated
equipment, structures and buildings including noise
attenuation works.

Landfall Transition Joint
Bay

An underground pit where the offshore cables are joined
to the onshore works

Substation

A compound containing switchgear and electrical
equipment including power transformers, switchgear,
reactive compensation equipment, filters, colling
equipment, control and welfare buildings, lightning rods
(if required), internal roads, security fencing and other
associated equipment, structures and buildings including
noise attenuation works.

Abbreviations and Acronyms
Abbreviations

Definition

DECC

Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

ES

Environmental Statement

IEC

Intermediate Electrical Compound

HDD

Horizontal Directional Drilling

HVAC

High Voltage Alternating Current

NTS

Non-Technical Summary

NGET

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc

PEI

Preliminary Environmental Information

TKES

Triton Knoll Electrical System

TKOWF

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm

TKOWFL

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd
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1

INTRODUCTION

1.1

The purpose of this report is to set out the results of the questionnaire
responses received as part of the community consultation under section 47
of the Planning Act 2008 for the Triton Knoll Electrical System application for
development consent which took place from 15 October to 19 November
2014.

1.2

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) is submitting an
application to the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) (acting on behalf of the
Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change), for a Development
Consent Order (DCO) for the Triton Knoll Electrical System (TKES) (the
proposed development) under the Planning Act 2008.
The TKES
development will connect the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
(TKOWF) array to the existing National Grid substation at Bicker Fen, to the
south-west of Boston, and would comprise offshore and onshore export cable
circuits, landfall infrastructure, an onshore intermediate electrical compound
(IEC) and an onshore substation (see Figures 1.1 and 1.2)1.

1.3

From 2011-2013 TKOWFL carried out an Interface Selection Assessment
process to review the potential connection points to the National Grid on the
east coast of England. Following analysis of these investigations and the
consultations undertaken, Bicker Fen was selected as the location to connect
the Triton Knoll offshore wind farm to the National Grid2.

1.4

Following the decision to locate the connection to the National Grid at Bicker
Fen, further analysis and consultation was carried out with regard where to
locate the TKES onshore infrastructure, including the landfall, IEC, substation
and cable route during 2013 and 2014.

1.5

The Secretary of State confirmed on 14th November 2013 that the TKES
works are of national significance and should be treated as development for
which development consent is required. TKOWFL will therefore be submitting
an application for development consent under the Planning Act 2008 for a
DCO for the Triton Knoll Electrical System (see Next Steps section of this
report).

1

Further information is available on the TKOWF website (http://www.rwe.com/web/cms/en/306900/rweinnogy/sites/wind-offshore/developing-sites/triton-knoll/)
2

See the Interface Selection Assessment Report available at
http://www.rwe.com/web/cms/en/2613920/rwe-innogy/sites/wind-offshore/developing-sites/tritonknoll/electrical-system-consultation/
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The key components of the TKES application for development consent are as
follows:
•

Up to six offshore export cable circuits – to transmit the high voltage
alternating current (HVAC) electricity from the offshore substations to
the transition joint bays at the landfall;

•

Landfall infrastructure just north of Anderby Creek, Lincolnshire –
including transition joint bays which house the connection between the
offshore cables and the onshore cables;

•

Up to six onshore export cable circuits (up to 220 kV) – to transmit the
HVAC electricity from the transition joint bays at the landfall to the
proposed Triton Knoll Substation via the Intermediate Electrical
Compound;

•

An Intermediate Electrical Compound near to Orby Marsh – to provide
compensation for reactive power which will allow more efficient
transmission to minimise losses;

•

A substation near the existing Bicker Fen NGET Substation – to step-up
the voltage to the voltage used by the National Grid and provide
additional compensation for reactive power built up over the export
transmission.

•

Up to four onshore export cable circuits (400 kV) – to transmit the
HVAC electricity from the proposed Triton Knoll Substation to the
existing National Grid substation at Bicker Fen, Boston.

1.7

TKOWFL consulted the local community under s47 of the Planning Act 2008
in October and November 2014 following the procedures previously agreed in
a Statement of Community Consultation with local authorities and the Marine
Management Organisation.
Consultation included the provision of
questionnaires for local residents to complete and return to TKOWFL. This
report sets out the results of the responses to that questionnaire.

1.8

A number of non-questionnaire responses on the development proposals
were made by members of the public. Copies of these will be included in the
Consultation Report that will be submitted as part of the application for
development consent. TKOWFL also consulted with local authorities,
landowners and organisations such as the Environment Agency and Natural
England. These responses will also be included in the Consultation Report
and are being considered alongside the comments received from members of
the local community. All comments will be given appropriate regard in the
application for development consent which we expect to submit to the
Planning Inspectorate in Spring 2015.
4
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Figure 1.1: TKOWF Electrical System proposed offshore order limits (current Jan 2015)
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Figure 1.2: TKOWF Electrical System onshore order limits (current Jan 2015)
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2

METHODOLOGY

2.1

The aim of the community consultation exercise was to seek the views of
interested parties, both those affected directly by the project and those
indirectly interested in the developmental design of the project. It was also an
exercise to inform the public of the proposed design of both the offshore and
onshore elements of the project. Specific opinions were sought from
members of the local community on seven elements of the development:
•

The landfall at Anderby Creek;

•

The onshore cable installation method;

•

Landscaping and design options for the Substation and Intermediate
Electrical Compound (IEC);

•

Managing construction traffic;

•

Managing impacts on ecology;

•

The offshore cable route; and

•

Consultation method and practise.

2.2

The consultation was undertaken between 15 October and 19 November
2014. Public exhibitions were advertised in a number of local newspapers
and through a TKOWF newsletter.

2.3

Newsletters were issued by post to the following:
•

People living in the vicinity (within 3km) of the IEC and Substation
locations;

•

People living within 400m of the landfall, landfall transition jointing bays
and onshore cable route;

•

People living within 200m of access routes to the landfall, transition pits,
IEC and Substation;

•

Persons identified as having an interest in land directly affected by the
project;

•

Organisations and individuals identified as community stakeholders;

•

Organisations and individuals that had previously engaged in the
consultation process;

•

Local elected representatives;

•

Parish and Town councils;

•

Groups and organisations which are included on Boston Borough
Council’s and East Lindsey District Council’s list which they use for their

7
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own consultations, and some additional organisations agreed with
Boston Borough Council and East Lindsey District Council; and
•
2.4

2.5

Offshore groups and individuals who have previously consulted with us
or as identified by the MMO.

Newsletters were also provided to:
•

Local libraries;

•

Boston Borough Council access points at Boston Municipal Buildings
offices in Boston; and

•

East Lindsey District Council access points at Spilsby, Alford,
Skegness, Mablethorpe and Horncastle.

Public exhibitions manned by TKOWFL staff were held from Tuesday 1
October to Sunday 26 October. The exhibitions were held in venues across
the proposed site of the development in order that members of the public who
may be affected or perceive that they would be affected could attend an
exhibition that was local to them. The locations and dates of the exhibitions
were as follows:
•

Tuesday 21 Oct – Bicker Fen – Bicker Village Hall

•

Wednesday 22 Oct – Orby – Orby Village Hall

•

Thursday 23 Oct – Skegness – North Shore Hotel and Golf Club

•

Friday 24 Oct – Anderby Creek – Anderby Village Hall

•

Saturday 25 Oct – Stickney – Stickney Community Hall

•

Sunday 26 Oct - Frithville – Frithville Village Hall

2.6

The weekday exhibitions ran from 2pm to 8pm with the weekend exhibitions
held from 12pm – 5pm. Project update meetings for parish and local authority
councillors were held prior to the exhibitions being opened to members of the
public.

2.7

At the exhibitions, questionnaires were provided to allow members of the
public who attended to comment on all aspects of the proposed
development.. A downloadable version of the questionnaire was placed on
the TKOWF website for those that were unable to attend the exhibitions.
Towards the end of the statutory consultation period TKOWFL became aware
that there was a technical problem with the online consultation questionnaire
in that although a questionnaire was available to download it could not be
filled in online. In order to ensure that those wishing to complete and submit
the questionnaire online were not adversely affected by this, the problem was
resolved and the deadline for receipt of online questionnaires was extended
until 22 December 2014. All online questionnaires received by 22 December
8
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2014 have been considered by TKOWFL in finalising the details of its
application. This extension did not impact on the statutory consultation, which
closed on 19 November 2014.
2.8

38 questionnaires were returned to TKOWFL by 22 December 2014. This
included 12 responses received after the initial deadline of 19 November, four
of which used the online questionnaire. All of the responses received by 22
December were considered in this report.

2.9

A summary of the responses received is included in the results section of this
report. Note that in the results section of this report all graphs and charts
showing percentage responses are based only on those questionnaires
where a response and preference was indicated, i.e. if responses did not
include an answer these were not included in the analysis. Appendix 1 sets
out all responses received to quantitative questions (i.e. those questions
where there was a choice of answers). Appendix 2 sets out all responses
received for freeform questions where respondents could set out their
comments on the different aspects of the TKES proposals. A copy of the
questionnaire is included in Appendix 3.

9
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RESULTS

SECTION 1 – THE LANDFALL
3.1

A number of principles that could be applied to the management of
construction activities at the landfall works were identified in the
questionnaire, including:
–

traffic management of construction vehicles to minimise congestion and
impacts on local roads

–

alternative pedestrian access for beach users

–

set working hours that minimise impacts on the local community by
limiting evening and weekend working.

Question 1A asked, in relation to the landfall area, “to what extent do you agree that
the construction principles set out above will reduce the potential impacts?”
3.2

34 responses were received to this question of which 18 responses agreed or
strongly agreed with the statement and 16 responses disagreed or strongly
disagreed (see Fig 1A). Four questionnaires did not include a response to
this question.

Figure 1A – To what extent do you agree that the construction principles set out above will
reduce the potential impacts at landfall

Disagree and
Strongly
Disagree
47%

Agree &
Strongly
Agree
53%
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SECTION 2 – ONSHORE CABLE INSTALLATION
3.3

The questionnaire set out that the onshore electrical cables will be buried
underground therefore avoiding the need for overhead pylons. Other
mitigation measures and proposals set out in the questionnaire were:
–

where possible, locating the cable route a minimum distance of 70m
from residential dwellings

–

a burial depth below existing identified land drains to reduce impacts on
farming activities

–

avoiding environmental and archaeological constraints where possible.

–

Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) under roads, railways and larger
watercourses

–

a dedicated temporary haul road along the cable route to reduce traffic
on local roads

–

restoration after completion and the land returned to its former use.

Question 2A asked “to what extent do you agree that the construction principles set
out above will reduce the impacts of cable installation?”
34 responses were received to this question of which 16 responses agreed or agreed
strongly with the statement and 18 responses disagreed or disagreed strongly (see
Figure 2A). Four questionnaires did not include a response to this question.
Figure 2A – To what extent do you agree that the construction principles set out above will
reduce the potential impacts of cable installation

Disagree and
Strongly
Disagree
53%

Agree &
Strongly
Agree
47%
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SECTION 3 – THE INTERMEDIATE ELECTRICAL COMPOUND (IEC) AND THE
ONSHORE ELECTRICITY SUBSTATION (SUBSTATION)
3.4

The questionnaire set out the following landscaping principles that will be
applied to the final design of the IEC and the Substation:
–

a 50m area available for landscaping around the IEC and the
Substation

–

planting would begin during construction to allow screening to become
established

–

a mixture of slow and fast growing native species are proposed.

Question 3A: asked “which do you think is the most appropriate screening for the
Substation and IEC?
–

A mixture of slow and fast growing native species

–

Fast growing non-native species

–

No screening”

3.5

In relation to the Substation, 25 responses were received to this question of
which 18 responded a mix of slow and fast growing native species, five
responded fast growing non-native species and two responded no screening
(see Fig 3A (Substation). 13 questionnaires did not include a response to this
question.

3.6

In relation to the IEC, 29 responses were received to this question of which
22 responded a mix of slow and fast growing native species, five responded
fast growing non-native species and 2 responded no screening (see Fig
3A(IEC). Nine questionnaires did not include a response to this question.

12
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Figure 3A (Substation) – Which do you think is the most appropriate screening for the
substation?

Fast growing
non-native
spp
20%

No screening
8%
Native
species
72%

Figure 3A (IEC) – Which do you think is the most appropriate screening for the IEC?

Fast growing
non-native
spp
17%

No screening
7%
Native
species
76%
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The questionnaire set out a number of design options for the buildings and
noise barriers at the IEC and Substation.

Question 3C asked “what do you think is the most appropriate design for the IEC and
substation:
–

Local vernacular (brick or stone)

–

Modern design (metal cladding)

–

Modern design (wood cladding)

–

Modern design”

3.8

In relation to the Substation, 24 responses were received to this question of
which 20 responded local vernacular (brick or stone), two responded modern
design (wood cladding) and two responded modern design (see Fig 3C
(Substation)). There were no responses in favour of modern design (metal
cladding). 15 questionnaires did not include a response to this question.

3.9

In relation to the IEC, 21 responses were received to this question of which
17 responded local vernacular (brick or stone), two responded modern design
(wood cladding) and two responded modern design (see Fig 2 (IEC)). There
were no responses in favour of modern design (metal cladding). 18
questionnaires did not include a response to this question.

14
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Figure 3C1 (Substation) – What do you think is the most appropriate design for the substation?

Wood
cladding
9%

Modern
design
8%
Brick or stone
83%

Figure 3C3 (IEC) – What do you think is the most appropriate design for the IEC?

Wood
cladding
9%

Modern
design
10%

Brick or stone
81%
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3.10

A question was included relating to which colour was the most appropriate
design for the noise barriers for the Substation and IEC.

3.11

The options provided for this part of the question were as follows:
–

Pale grey

–

Khaki

–

Gradated green

–

No preference

3.12

In relation to the substation, 21 responses were received with two responding
pale grey and 17 responding gradated green (see Fig 3C2). There were no
responses in favour of khaki. Two responses had no preference and 17 did
not respond to the question.

3.13

In relation to the IEC, 22 responses were received of which two responded
the pale grey and 17 respondents selected gradated green (see Fig 3C4).
There were no responses in favour of khaki. Three responses had no
preference and 16 questionnaires did not include a response to this question.
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Figure 3C2 – What do you think is the most appropriate design for the noise barriers at the
substation?

Gradated
green
89%

Pale grey
11%

Figure 3C4 – What do you think is the most appropriate design for the noise barriers at the IEC?

Pale grey
11%
Gradated
green
89%
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SECTION 4 – MANAGING CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC
3.14

Section 4 of the questionnaire noted that TKOWFL had amended access
proposals at the IEC to avoid the village of Orby and at the Substation to
avoid the village of Bicker.

Question 4 asked: “Do you think that our alternative access proposals will reduce the
impacts of construction traffic when compared to the original routes planned through
the villages of Orby & Bicker?”

3.15

There were 31 responses to this question, with 20 responding agree or
strongly agree and 11 responding disagree or strongly disagree (see Fig 4).
Seven questionnaires did not give a response to this question.

Figure 4 - Do you think that our alternative access proposals will reduce the impacts of
construction traffic when compared to the original routes planned through the villages of Orby
& Bicker?

Disagree and
Strongly
Disagree
35%

Strongly
Agree &
Agree
65%
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SECTION 5 – MANAGING IMPACTS ON ECOLOGY
3.16

The questionnaire set out a number of means by which TKOWFL will manage
impacts on ecology during construction, including:
–

Avoiding hedgerows and other sensitive habitats

–

Undertaking pre-construction surveys to avoid protected species

–

Ensuring best practice construction management techniques are used
to reduce the risk of contamination of watercourses

–

Project Ecologists overseeing environmentally-sensitive activities.

Question 5 asked: “To what extent do you agree that the principles set out will reduce
ecological impacts?”

3.17

There were 33 responses to this question in which 17 responses agreed or
strongly agreed with the statement and 16 responses disagreed or strongly
disagreed (see Fig 5). Five questionnaires did not include a response to this
question.

Figure 5 - To what extent do you agree that the principles set out will reduce ecological
impacts?

Disagree and
Strongly
Disagree
48%

Strongly
Agree &
Agree
52%
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SECTION 6 – THE OFFSHORE CABLE ROUTE
3.18

Section 6 of the questionnaire set out some of the key design principles
which have shaped the offshore cable route as follows:
–

Avoiding sensitive ecological areas

–

Minimising the amount of rock or concrete mattressing that will be
required to protect the cable by routing the cable through areas of the
seabed where the required burial depth can be achieved

–

Avoiding dredging areas

–

Reducing impacts on fisherman and other sea users.

Question 6 asked: “To what extent do you agree that we have captured the important
offshore elements of the proposed electrical system?”

3.19

There were 28 responses to this question, with 17 responding agree or
strongly agree and 11 responding disagree or strongly disagree (see Fig 6).
Ten questionnaires did not give a response to this question.

Figure 6: To what extent do you agree that we have captured the important elements of the
proposed electrical system?

Disagree and
Strongly
Disagree
39%

Strongly
Agree &
Agree
61%
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SECTION 7 – THE CONSULTATION
3.20

Section 7 comprised four questions relating to the consultation.

Question 7A asked “How were you informed about the Triton Knoll Electrical System
consultation?”

3.21

40 responses were received to this question (some respondents selected
more than one answer), with 15 selecting Newsletter, 11 selecting newspaper
advert, seven selecting local media and seven selecting ‘other’ (see Fig 7A).
Two of the received questionnaires did not respond to this question.

Figure 7A: How were you informed about the TKES consultation?

Other

Local media

Newspaper advert

Newsletter
0
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10
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Question 7B asked “Have you found the public exhibitions helpful in answering
questions or concerns you may have had?”

3.22

35 of the received questionnaires responded to this question, with 17
respondents saying ‘yes’, and 18 saying ‘no’ (see Fig 7B). Three of the
questionnaires did not respond to this question.

Figure 7B: Have you found the public exhibitions helpful in answering questions or concerns
you may have had?
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Question 7C asked “Was the information available in the consultation documents and
at the exhibitions helpful?”

3.23

36 of the received questionnaires responded to this question, with 17 saying
‘yes’, and 19 saying ‘no’ (see Fig 7C). Two of the questionnaires did not
respond to the question.

Figure 7C – Was the information available in the consultation documents and at the exhibitions
helpful?
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Question 7D asked “If you would like to be kept up to date with the project, how would
you like us to contact you?”

3.24

30 of the received questionnaires responded to this question, with seven
selecting to receive correspondence through email, and 23 selecting the
newsletter (see Fig 7D). Nine questionnaires did not include a response to
this question.

Figure 7D – If you would like to be kept up to date with the project, how would you like us to
contact you?
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4

NEXT STEPS

4.1

This consultation stage is now closed and no further responses to this
consultation will be reviewed.

4.2

The results and comments presented in this report will be reviewed by
TKOWFL and will be included in the Consultation Report which will be
submitted in Spring 2015 as part of the TKES application for development
consent. The Consultation Report will include details of how TKOWFL has
had regard to the questionnaires and other responses.

4.3

If you have any queries relating to this document, our consultation or any
other issue related to TKOWFL then please visit our website at
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll.
Alternatively you can contact TKOWFL by telephone on 01793 474100 or via
email on tritonknoll@rwe.com
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APPENDIX 1 – QUANTITATIVE RESPONSES
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Q
No.

Totals
Question

Landfall

Onshore
Cables

1A

2A

IEC

3A1

Substation

3A2

Substation

Substation

IEC

IEC

3C1

3C2

3C3

3C4

To what extent do you agree that the
construction principles set out above
will reduce the potential impacts?
To what extent do you agree that the
construction principles set out above
will reduce the impacts of cable
installation?

What do you think is the most
appropriate screening?
What do you think is the most
appropriate screening?

Design of substation

Design of substation noise barriers

Design of IEC

Design of IEC noise barriers

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

No
response

Total nos
of
responses

3

15

3

13

4

34

3

13

3

15

4

34

Native
species

Fast
growing
non-native
spp

No
screening

No
response

22

5

2

9

29

18

5

2

13

25

Brick or
stone

Metal
cladding

Wood
cladding

Modern
design

No
response

20

0

2

2

15

Pale grey

Gradated
green

Khaki

No
preference

No
response

2

17

0

2

17

Brick or
stone

Metal
cladding

Wood
cladding

Modern
design

No
response

17

0

2

2

18

Pale grey

Gradated
green

Khaki

No
preference

No
response

2

17

0

3

16

24
21
21
22
ii
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Question
Category

Q
No.

Construction
traffic

4A

Ecology

5A

Offshore

6A

Consultation

Consultation

Consultation

Consultation
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7A

7B

7C

7D

Totals
Do you think that our alternative
access proposals will reduce the
impacts of construction traffic by
avoiding Orby & Bicker?
To what extent do you agree that the
principles set out will reduce ecological
impacts?
To what extent do you agree that we
have captured the important offshore
issues?

How were you informed about the
TKES consultation?

Have you found the public exhibitions
helpful in answering questions or
concerns?

Was the information available in the
consultation documents and at the
exhibitions helpful?

How would you like us to contact you?

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

No
response

2

18

5

6

7

31

5

12

3

13

5

33

1

16

3

8

10

28

Newsletter

Newspaper
advert

Local
media

Other

No
response

15

11

7

7

2

Yes

No

No
response

17

18

3

Yes

No

No
response

17

19

2

Email

Newsletter

No
response

7

23

9

40

35

36

30
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APPENDIX 2 –COMMENT RESPONSES
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Section 1 – The Landfall
Q1B Would you suggest any additional measures to reduce construction impacts [at
landfall]?

Respondent Comment
20141022-4

Selecting the correct time of year in regard to soil conditions

20141028-1

Have it somewhere else

20141027-4

Use local contractors/suppliers to minimise carbon producing
journeys by vehicles - & supports local economy

20141029-1

Cancel the project due to unacceptable environmental damage

20141029-2

Ensure that roads shared by construction traffic & other road users
are kept as clear as possible of mud & other debris in bad weather

20141029-5

Don’t build it

20141111-1

The construction activities will have considerable impacts on
residents of Anderby & Anderby Creek. Construction vehicles &
associated works will have massive implications for residents day to
day lives - this is not negligible - it is highly significant

20141112-1

Go to The Humber or The Wash with the cable way

20141112-2

Go to Killingholme. Forget the cost (RWE will make millions out the
project). Don’t use Lincolnshire as a dumping ground

20141118-1

If carried out.

20141119-1

Should be at Grimsby or Hull as nearer to Triton Knoll

20141120-1

No comments to make. Having read your documents but having no
personal knowledge of the landfall area we feel it would be unfair to
make a judgement on this chosen location.

20141124-1

You need to avoid doing construction during school holidays

20141126-2

Look at alternative scheme

20141126-5

Take an alternative route

20141218-2

Construct elsewhere.

20141221-1

If the cable route were down the wash there would be no impact at
all at Anderby Creek.
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Section 2 – Onshore Cable Installation
Q2B Would you suggest any additional measures to reduce disruption [during onshore
cable installation]?

Respondent Comment
20141022-3

Periodically farmers do deep mole drainage (1-2m deep) - cables
are 900mm

20141022-4

Keep to a minimum construction traffic on and off site movements

20141027-4

Fantastic to not have pylons in beautiful countryside

20141029-1

Cancel the project due to unacceptable environmental damage &
disruption to peoples lives

20141029-5

Some landowners have been told the tracks will remain so how is
that temporary

20141112-1

Go to The Humber or The Wash with the cable way

20141112-2

Go to Killingholme & stop messing about.

20141119-1

There are no measures that would reduce disruption - cable corridor
too wide & would adversley affect farming, wildlife & residents

20141120-1

We find the decision to route the cable to Bicker unbelievable.
National Grid have made the decision on cost/economy. Logic tells
us that a site nearer the landfall would cause less disruption to the
environment, be it short or long term. It seems that our position as a
rural population, [an area that is not of “outstanding beauty” or a
tourist area or has any historical sites, pipe/gas lines etc] has
loaded the decision against us with the fact that it is the cheapest
option for National Grid. At both consultations we found
representatives of National Grid to be evasive and not specific in
answering questions about future developments in Bicker Fen. We
already have 13 wind turbines & a sub-station. Plans are well
advanced with Triton Knoll. There is also talk of connection to wind
turbines from Heckington and more worryingly there is recent press
information of The Viking Link from Denmark. This is of major
concern to us and the local community. It is a step in the right
direction that a temporary road is planned. However it needs asking
“are RWE & National Grid going to rigorously monitor that all
construction vehicles use that road?” Local residents had very bad
experiences with haulage drivers when the sub-station was being
built, not so very long ago

20141126-2

Look at alternatives

20141218-2

Construct elsewhere.

20141221-1

One metre is not deep enough to go under LAND DRAINS
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Section 3 – The Intermediate electrical compound (IEC) and the
onshore electricity substation (Substation)
Q3B Do you have any other comments about our landscaping and screening
principles?

Respondent Comment
20141022-4

Landscaping never looks as good in the final outcome as illustration
indicates. Plant at the earliest possible time to get maximum
screening early.

20141027-1

Landscape area to be widened above 50m to reduce visual impacts
for nearby houses

20141027-2

Landscape area to be widened above 50m to reduce visual impacts
for nearby houses

20141029-1

Totally unacceptable damage to the environment & the green belt.
Waste of grade 1/2 agricultural land

20141029-5

None of the above will hide the substation from view as proved by
existing substation on Bicker Fen

20141030-1

Bird & nest boxes & wild flowers

20141103-1

The sub station has been here for a good few years & you can still
see it as the planting still hasn’t covered it.

20141111-1

This will have a huge impact upon the surrounding countryside
when farming land is in short supply - the disruption will be massive

20141112-2

Nothing would reduce impact - Go away! Go to Killingholme, as
stated.

20141119-1

No screening will alleviate the affect of building it. Don’t build it here
in rural Lincolnshire where we have enough windfarms etc around
us - you wont need screening then. Light & noise pollution?

20141120-1

Again we are not familiar with the locality of the IEC so our
comments are directed solely about the substation proposed at
Bicker

20141126-2

We need to replace the countryside as soon as possible

20141126-4

All areas to be put back in original condition

20141126-5

Make sure all original hedges put back to original state

20141218-1

By using a non-native species the area will standout like a sore
thumb and by using the mixture of species it will take many years to
cover the proposed eyesore.

20141222-1

Nothing could screen the size proposed.
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Q3C5 Do you have any other suggestions [on substation & IEC design]?

Respondent Comment
20141022-4

I feel buildings always look untidy in time

20141028-1

Personally I think that there should be no building of the windfarm at
all

20141027-4

Need to blend in with & compliment surroundings so difficult to
answer above without seeing surroundings. As a guess chose wood
cladding as at least being 'rustic'

20141029-1

This project must be stopped. Unacceptable visual intrusion,
environmental damage & waste of high grade agricultural land
needed for food production

20141029-5

No. It will stand out for miles no matter how you try to hide it.

20141103-1

This will not stop it being an eyesore

20141111-1

Yes - this shouldn’t be going ahead at Anderby Creek

20141112-2

Don’t want it. Go to Killingholme

20141119-1

Don’t build it here - use industrial area. Light & noise pollution?

20141120-1

a. Substation screening is a must with native species, a mix of
deciduous & evergreens. However during winter that screening
becomes much less effective once leaves have dropped. Other
screening alternatives ought to be investigated. A major concern of
ours is this. With such a large structure on flat fenland, where the
vista goes on for miles there is the concern of light pollution. We can
see the glow from the existing substation. This will be magnified with
the proposed substation and indeed magnified more with future
substation expansion which is being mooted. No amount of screening
will prevent this. At the present time we enjoy expansive starry skies
at night, something we never experienced when we lived in a city
environment in Yorkshire. To lose this asset would be a terrible
shame for the residents of Bicker. If the substation goes ahead it
MUST blend into the local environment. Visual, noise & light barriers
need to be investigated further, with interactive consultation with the
community. If screening is to be planted then natural coloured
wooden buildings may be the best solution. Green barriers of any
kind, be it visual, sound or light barriers, will stick out like a sore
thumb during autumn & winter months in the fenland geography.

20141218-1

Do not want this eyesore in our community.

20141222-1

Nothing, forget it.
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Section 4 – Managing Construction Traffic
Q4B To assist us in developing a final Traffic Management Plan to minimise
disruption, are there any specific additional measures you would suggest to reduce
traffic impacts during construction, and why?
Respondent Comment
20141022-2

Whilst given to understand HGVs will not go thro' Orby - what % of
support vehicles will travel tho' our village? Why can't all traffic follow
the proposed HGV route?

20141022-4

Large equipment moves to be kept to times outside of peak traffic
flow. To keep local roads moving allowing business to keep moving
locally.

20141027-1

Signs to be put up near village saying: 'No site traffic through the
village of Bicker'. Have monitoring & enforcement measures in place
for site traffic

20141027-2

Signs to be put up near village saying: 'No site traffic through the
village of Bicker'. Have monitoring & enforcement measures in place
for site traffic

20141027-4

Roads in Lincolnshire are small, twisting & dangerous. Ensure
vehicles are clean on departure to avoid mud on roads

20141029-1

All traffic must avoid Bicker village & area due to environmental
damage, totally unsuitable roads, noise, dirt, diesel fumes, danger &
disruption to residents. Much better the project is cancelled

20141029-3

The A17 near Bicker can be heavily conjested at times. Will your
proposals impact on this road?

20141029-4

Reduction in volume of construction traffic during peak periods

20141029-5

Avoid all villages & single track rural roads with ALL traffic

20141103-1

Our village is only small & doesn’t want heavy traffic going through it.

20141111-1

Will have massive disruption to residents of Anderby Creek - will
severly affect tourism & the holiday trade this area relies on for
income. (totally wrong place)

20141112-1

The A541 is not designed to take the volume of traffic this project
would generate, it is already at saturation point now.

20141112-2

Yes, forget Orby & Bicker, Go to Killingholme

20141118-1

Not sure where new access road will be to avoid Orby

20141119-1

Nothing will reduce the impact. This is a rural area where we have a
lot of tourism all year round - lots of farm vehicles use the road too.
Nothing will reduce the traffic impacts
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Respondent Comment
20141120-1

The alternate access proposals will reduce traffic only IF movement
is monitored effectively. Contractors & sub contractors & sub, sub
contractors need to be monitored on a regular if not daily basis.
Knowing the problems occurring last time, when residents were
verbally threatened, and experiencing how Sat Navs direct large
vehicles down the fen on a regular basis traffic needs to be controlled
and rigorously directed.

20141126-2

I have not seen these modified access plans, but support anything
which reduces disruption. We would hope you look at all ways to
reduce disruptions

20141126-4

No heavy traffic on the rural roads during holiday season as they are
too narrow to accommodate all traffic

20141126-5

Look at alternatives to avoid disrupting local villages

20141218-1

Do not want the increase in traffic and the congestion in and around
our small village.

20141222-1

Just go away.

vii

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Ltd

Community Consultation Oct – Nov2014 Questionnaire Response Report

Section 5 – Managing Impacts on Ecology
Q5E Would you suggest any additional measures to reduce impacts [on ecology]

Respondent Comment
20141022-4

Disturbed ground unearths a weed bank that takes many years to
control eg Ragwort

20141029-1

Cancel the project due to unacceptable environmental damage.

20141029-5

Whatever measures you have taken with your many surveys (seen
by myself) it will still cause environmental damage to all species living
on the Bicker Fen & routes, whether the species is endangered of not

20141103-1

We have lots of wildlife here & what you intend to do would cause
disruption.

20141111-1

Do not believe these principles will be adhered to

20141112-2

Go to Killingholme

20141119-1

What about impacts on humans too? Or don’t we count? There is
much wildlife around here - badgers, foxes, varieties of deer, hares,
grass snakes, adders, frogs, newts, etc, owls, buzzards, numerous
other species.

20141120-1

As mentioned earlier we cannot see the logic of digging up a huge
swath of land when it could be positioned much nearer to the coast.
Short term detrimental impact to wild life, fauna & agriculture will be
huge. We are not convinced that long term the environmental
disturbance will be healed.

20141126-2

The line of the offshore cable, you should look very carefully at the
area & its ecology before anything is disturbed

20141126-4

This is an area which includes coastal country PR [park] & should not
be disturbed

20141126-5

Use an alternative route for work to be completed to avoid wildlife
disruption

20141218-1

Whatever measures you use will cause disruption to the area and its
wildlife. We do not want this construction in our area.

20141218-2

Construct elsewhere.

20141221-1

Whatever is done will have an ecological impact you can only
mitigate damage later.
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Section 6 – The Offshore Cable Route
Q6B Is there any other information about the offshore cable route you think we should
consider?

Respondent Comment
20141028-1

Going through Anderby Creek means that the cable route is going
through conservation land which I think is not appropriate

20141029-1

Unacceptable damage to the sea bed & fishermen's livelihoods. Best
to cancel the project to avoid unacceptable environmental damage.

20141029-4

The public need to be assured that there will be no renewable electro
magnetic radiation that could affect currents or marine life

20141029-5

It is bound to damage the sea bed & all marine life, & affect
fishermen

20141103-1

No, it will still cause disruption.

20141111-1

Yes, the huge impact upon the community has been ignored in this
report - the cable route is in the wrong place

20141112-2

Go to Killingholme. Extra cost that you quote would be nothing
compared with profit RWE would create

20141119-1

Why can’t the cable route be run through the wash instead of inland.

20141120-1

Our knowledge of off shore eco systems is limited. Again we are not
convinced that damage to the sea bed, life forms and fishing will not
be long term.

20141126-2

I am no expert on this area

20141126-4

This cable should be brought ashore at Killingholme. Although this
will cost additional £128m that is only a small proportion of the cost &
will reduce traffic & not disrupt all residents who live in the designated
area

20141126-5

Put any disruption to sea defences back to original state of beauty

20141218-1

Whatever methods are used will cause major disruption.
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Respondent Comment
20141218-2

Our property is immediately alongside the proposed 60m wide cable
route, our rear and side garden fence approx. 75m from the start of
the trench. The reason we purchased our property was because it
has no near neighbours and enjoys a tranquil, peaceful setting
surrounded by farmland with outstanding rural views. If your plans
are approved we face a minimum 12 months of a construction site
with constant noise of vehicular/mechanical activity for 7/8 hours a
day, 7 days a week. The landowners/farmers will receive
compensation for disruption and loss of income. We will suffer
disruption on a massive scale causing stress. We would rather you
purchase our property than go through the hell it will cause to our
lives.

20141221-1

I have no opinion.
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Section 7 – The Consultation
Q7E Do you have any other comments on the consultation or our proposals?

Respondent Comment
20141022-1

Triangular field - next to Coldwater Lane. Need to look at re-routing N
closer to the road across wetland field (diagram included)

20141022-2

I am supporter of green energy. My major (original) concern was
overhead cabling ie pylons. With regard to wildlife (all kinds) "they"
will adapt/return. Afterall the farmers removed miles of hedgerows
and now are replanting and nature will return to its old environment

20141022-4

I am not keen on the routing of the cables to Bicker, I feel the impact
short term will be much greater than the county can imagine.
Community financial benefit needs to be very long term.

20141022-5

Charity owned land: E of Willoughby House - E of Prow, Belt of offsite
screening from Little Hale/ Great Hale, Cardyke Farm

20141028-1

I personally feel that it has been quite underhand. Until recently
Anderly Creek field was not clearly marked out as to where the piping
would commence. It is too close to local residents & would disturb the
wildlife. I feel the residents feelings & views need to be considered

20141027-1

I find it strange that the Danish connection to Bicker Fen was
announced the day after the exhibition at Bicker Village Hall.

20141027-2

I find it strange that the Danish connection to Bicker Fen was
announced the day after the exhibition at Bicker Village Hall.

20141027-4

Dissapointed 'short sighted' decision to go to Greenfield site 'Bicker'
& not Brownfield 'Killinghome'. Cost of £128m is nothing in relation to
total project costs. We can live without electricity (as we did before
1800AD) but we cannot live without food (see Africa currently), so I
deplore use of good agricultural land for industrial purposes. Is it too
late to reconsider?

20141029-1

Totally false consultation & complete waste of time. RWE has
decided exactly what it wants to do & is going through a 'tick box'
routine because it has to. The first & only question should be 'Do you
accept the environmental disruption & destruction of peoples lives,
which this project will cause - yes or no'. Our MP, MEP, parish
borough & county councillors have all expressed their wish to stop
this project. However, they have all been ignored alongside 99% of
local residents. What has become of green belt protection? What
has become of the localism act? This project is down to greed to get
hold of vast quantities of tax payers & electricity consumers money &
nothing else
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Respondent Comment
20141029-2

I went to Stickney Village Hall out of curiosity & to gain more
understanding of what it's all about. The visual presentations were
very clear & the people who spoke to me were very helpful - & thank
you for the cup of tea

20141029-3

I found the staff at the Bicker exhibition most helpful. They were able
to answer my questions with clear detail

20141029-5

All your questions have tick boxes that all agree to your proposals to
damage the countryside with your cable route (on land & under the
sea) & substation & miles of track

20141103-1

We already have a substation here, our village doesn’t need anymore
construction, it’s a lovely area to live in so don’t spoil it.

20141110-1

I thought the exhibition was well planned & questions were answered
helpfully by the people there. I feel a bit more local advertising may
have been helpful as a lot of people I spoke to afterwards did not
know about it. Good luck with the project. I dont like the idea of my
Grandchildren living in a cold dark world!

20141111-1

The views of the community, the impact upon their lives - the
disruption to the tourism trade - all these issues are not touched upon
in this report

20141112-2

Go to Killingholme. Lincolnshire land ripe for growing food & rearing
animals (your daily bread) we don’t want wide open trenches for
years - you don’t realise the inconvenience this would cause
landowners, as no doubt upsetting old established land drainage.
Just go away with your 'grand plans', forget the cost & go to
Killingholme which is well industrialised. Jacob Haine should
'Volunteer' to come & attend a meeting with the general public, not be
'dangling' a carrot with monies to a few councillors.

20141113-1

I was very impressed with the standard of the exhibition & RWE
Innogy UK staff

20141117-1

With the proliferation of electrical infastructure on Bicker Fen I am
keen to see a benefit for the local communities for the intrusion put
on them with the developments. This should include all parishes
neighbouring the site as they have to endure the loss of visual
amenity & noise generated by the operation.

20141118-1

Would like to know what the proposed timescale is from start to
completion. All questions are difficult to answer as they are based on
principles, which is fine but are they going to be adhered to?
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Respondent Comment
20141119-1

No large map to show where will live in relation to substation & cable
routes. Councillors & public in Orby were not invited to consultations,
therefore not everyone knew about it. Would there be noise? A
constant hum? What about light pollution? Even if unmanned there
would be security lights. As it would be only accross the field from
us, it would affect us greatly.

20141120-1

We wonder why all resident in Bicker didn’t receive the questionnaire
as a matter of course, through the post. Feedback has only been
limited since it is to be obtained by people attending the exhibitions.
Not all residents were aware the consultation in October was taking
place.

20141126-2

You do not listen to the public

20141126-5

I strongly disagree with the firm taking the cheapest option & causing
all damage & disruption to local areas where there is clearly
alternative routes, but you just cannot be bothered to spend extra
money to take the route.

20141218-1

This is a small rural community where a substation is already in situ.
To put more major construction in this area will ruin the environment,
spoil views and reduce the saleability and prices of property in the
area.

20141218-2

There is no doubt that we would be greatly affected by the proposals
that have been made. The impact on our quality of life and the highly
likely detrimental affect on our mental health as a result of the noise
and disruption is too awful to contemplate. These proposals have
forced us to consider selling our home rather than face what would
be for us a period of hell. Because of these proposals we have been
unsuccessful in finding a purchaser. It is obvious that we are not the
only ones who would not want large machinery and trenches
practically in their back garden. Farmers and/or landowners have
been offered compensation for disruption - does that apply to us?
Would RWE consider renting a suitable property for us elsewhere?

20141221-1

At the meetings my questions were at best evaded or ignored, but
usually met with the threat of 'comply now because we are applying
for compulsory purchase powers anyway.' My concerns that one
metre is not deep enough to go under the land drains and not even
deep enough to give safe working clearance for even current farming
practices, was ignored. They refused to discuss even a framework of
compensation, and how any future development plans might be
affected. They failed to engage with out Agents and have not been
out to site to discuss our concerns with us and our Agent. In short, I
feel bullied.
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Respondent Comment
20141222-1

As a farmer, this is absolute destruction of land for some 30 miles for
which, as you quote, a "one off payment" will be offered. What
concerns me is:
1. Amount of land you require to work on, plus additional access
roads
2. Time route could be left open - 3 to 5 years
3. Great loss of cropping
4. No doubt drainage problems
5. Fields in awkward shapes, while work proceeds leaving some
areas impossible to farm
6. Time required to re-instate the land for farming
7. Manhole covers to negotiate round with tractors and the like
8. Right of access if project proceeds, could interfere with growing
crops - loss of income
The cost to put matters right would not be known for some
considerable time and could well exceed your "one off payment" farmers should not have to be out of pocket for your convenience!!

20141222-2

The route, including the latest changes, comes very close to my land,
but does not appear to affect me. I am concerned that 'final' tweaks
and changes might alter that situation - that someone locally might
negotiate re-routing that would then affect me. (There are local
stories, that may be completely without foundation, along the lines of
"They wanted to come straight across here and store stuff there, but
X has told them they'll have to go behind that derelict cottage.") To be
clear, I have no problems with the published route and none with
rumoured 'negotiations' - all of which sound sensible. I just want to
protect my interest against any last-minute changes that might affect
me.
Thank you for your helpful responses by e-mail.
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Key
Y = Yes
N = No
AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application
Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141022-1

20141022-2

20141022-3

20141022-4

20141022-4

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Triangular field - next to Coldwater Lane. Need to
look at re-routing N closer to the road across
wetland field (diagram included)

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

I am supporter of green energy. My major (original)
concern was overhead cabling i.e. pylons. With
regard to wildlife (all kinds) "they" will adapt/return.
After all the farmers removed miles of hedgerows
and now are replanting and nature will return to its
old environment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Land

The request to amend the cable route was
considered against all the relevant constraints
(including engineering and environmental). The
cable route in the field was re-aligned to follow field
boundaries as far as reasonably practicable, whilst
maintaining a separation from residential properties.

Y

Ecology

Comments noted.

N

2B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Periodically farmers do deep mole drainage (1-2m
reduce disruption
deep) - cables are 900mm
[during onshore cable
installation]?

The cable ducts will be laid a to an indicative depth
of 975 mm below the top of the subsoil layer in
agricultural land to allow normal farming practices to
continue once the ground is reinstated. In addition,
the cables will be installed under identified field
drains to allow maintenance on the drains to be
Project details
carried out in the future without disturbing the
cables. TKOWFL will consult with landowners prior
to the installation of the cables on the design of any
pre- and post-construction drainage schemes
required. Landowners will be provided with records
of the location of the cables after installation.

AuC

1B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to Selecting the correct time of year in regard to soil
reduce construction
conditions
impacts [at landfall]?

Construction

The timing of construction at the landfall has not yet
been determined but will be based on a number of
factors, including likely ground conditions.

AuC

Traffic

An Outline Traffic Management Plan (TMP) is
included in the application and will be developed
further prior to construction to ensure safe access to
site, secure routing arrangements for HGV
movements and minimise vehicle movements to and
from the site. The draft DCO contains requirements
for a TMP to be agreed with the relevant local
planning authority prior to the start of construction.

AuC

2B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Keep to a minimum construction traffic on and off
reduce disruption
site movements
[during onshore cable
installation]?

1 of 34
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ID

Q No. Question text

20141022-4

3B

20141022-4

3C

20141022-4

20141022-4

20141022-4

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?
Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Landscaping never looks as good in the final
outcome as illustration indicates. Plant at the earliest Landscape
possible time to get maximum screening early.

An Outline Landscape Strategy and Ecological
Management (LSEMP) has been submitted as part
of the application. A full LSEMP will be agreed with
the relevant planning authority.

AuC

I feel buildings always look untidy in time

Landscape

All buildings will be maintained as a matter of routine
by the owners.

N

Traffic

An Outline TMP is included in the application. A full
TMP will be developed further prior to construction
to include scheduling and timing arrangements for
abnormal load deliveries. The draft DCO contains a
requirement for a TMP to be agreed with the
relevant planning authority prior to the start of
construction.

N

Land use

An Outline Soil Management Plan is included with
the application. A full version will be agreed with the
relevant planning authority.

AuC

Onshore site
selection,
community
benefit

The location of the onshore infrastructure was
predicated on the need to connect to the onshore
transmission system operated by National Grid. A
detailed selection process was undertaken that
resulted in National Grid offering a connection point
at Bicker Fen. Details of this process are set out in
the Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR).
Further detail on the reasoning for the selected
cable route and other onshore infrastructure is set
out in the Site Selection & Design Report (SS&DR).
Consultation on a Community Investment Fund was
held in Jan-Feb 2015. The results of this will inform
a decision on what types of project can be
supported by the fund and the geographic area the
fund will cover. With regard timescale of the fund it
is TKOWFL's intention that it will be in existence
throughout the operational period of the wind farm.

AuC

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

5B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to Disturbed ground unearths a weed bank that takes
many years to control e.g. Ragwort
reduce impacts [on
ecology]

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Large equipment moves to be kept to times outside
of peak traffic flow. To keep local roads moving
allowing business to keep moving locally.

I am not keen on the routing of the cables to Bicker,
I feel the impact short term will be much greater than
the county can imagine. Community financial benefit
needs to be very long term.

2 of 34
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ID

20141022-5

20141028-1

20141028-1

20141028-1

Q No. Question text

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Comment

Charity owned land: E of Willoughby House - E of
Prow, Belt of offsite screening from Little Hale/ Great Landscape
Hale, Cardyke Farm

1B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Have it somewhere else
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?

3C

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

6B

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Landfall site
selection

Personally I think that there should be no building of
Project need
the windfarm at all

Is there any other
Going through Anderby Creek means that the cable
information about the
Terrestrial
offshore cable route you route is going through conservation land which I
Ecology
think we should
think is not appropriate
consider?

3 of 34

Mitigation by screening is limited to the areas
immediately around the IEC and Substation.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)
N

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

Government policy supports the development of
offshore wind farms as part of a diverse energy mix
for the UK.

N

An assessment of impacts is included in the
Terrestrial Ecology Chapter of the ES. An Outline
LSEMP has been prepared and submitted as part of
the application for development consent. The
LSEMP includes mitigation to reduce potential
impacts on terrestrial ecology, such as the
reinstatement, where practicable, of terrestrial
habitats within the Proposed Development Boundary
following the completion of construction.

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141028-1

20141027-1

20141027-1

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

TKOWFL have undertaken an extensive site
selection process for the landfall looking at a large
number of factors, including proximity to dwellings
and ecological sensitivities. We have been open
with regards the location of the landfall since its
selection, and have welcomed the views of locals
I personally feel that it has been quite underhand.
throughout the process. The selection of Anderby
Until recently Anderby Creek field was not clearly
Creek as the landfall was reported on in the
Site selection, February 2013 newsletter and included in the
marked out as to where the piping would
commence. It is too close to local residents & would ecology
consultation materials of Feb-Apr 2013 and
disturb the wildlife. I feel the residents feelings &
exhibitions in Anderby and Stickney in March 2013.
views need to be considered
Further consultation with landowners and local
communities on the cable route, including an
indicative plan of the landfall area and cable route at
the landfall, took place in February - March 2014.
The landfall and proposed cable route was also
included in the materials available during the s47
consultation of October - March 2014.

AuC

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

An Outline LSEMP has been prepared and
submitted as part of the application for development
consent. A final landscaping scheme will be
prepared after TKES has received consent and will
be agreed with the relevant planning authority.

AuC

An Outline TMP is included in the application and
will be developed further prior to construction to
secure HGV routing arrangements and signing to
the site, including monitoring and enforcement. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
construction starting on works.

AuC

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Landscape area to be widened above 50m to
reduce visual impacts for nearby houses

Landscape

Signs to be put up near village saying: 'No site traffic
through the village of Bicker'. Have monitoring &
Traffic
enforcement measures in place for site traffic

4 of 34
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ID

20141027-1

20141027-2

20141027-2

20141027-2

20141027-4

20141027-4

Q No. Question text

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

I find it strange that the Danish connection to Bicker
Other
Fen was announced the day after the exhibition at
infrastructure
Bicker Village Hall.

TKOWFL only became aware of the Viking project
during the electrical system consultation at the end
of 2014. TKOWFL has contacted National Grid with
regard to the project and will continue to liaise with
them in order to gain a better understanding of the
project and any potential for cumulative impacts with
the electrical system works. At the time of printing
the application document there was no information
available that TKOWFL could use to assess the
potential for cumulative impacts.

N

Landscape area to be widened above 50m to
reduce visual impacts for nearby houses

An Outline LSEMP has been prepared and
submitted as part of the application for development
consent. A final landscaping scheme will be
prepared after TKES has received consent and will
be agreed with the relevant planning authority.

AuC

AuC

Landscape

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Signs to be put up near village saying: 'No site traffic
through the village of Bicker'. Have monitoring &
Traffic
enforcement measures in place for site traffic

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

An Outline TMP is included in the application and
will be developed further prior to construction to
secure HGV routing arrangements and signing to
the site, including monitoring and enforcement. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
construction starting on works.

I find it strange that the Danish connection to Bicker
Other
Fen was announced the day after the exhibition at
infrastructure
Bicker Village Hall.

See response to 20141027-1 Q7E

1B

Would you suggest any
Use local contractors/suppliers to minimise carbon
additional measures to
producing journeys by vehicles - & supports local
reduce construction
economy
impacts [at landfall]?

2B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce disruption
Fantastic to not have pylons in beautiful countryside Landscape
[during onshore cable
installation]?

5 of 34

Economy

TKOWFL will consider the use of local suppliers
where feasible in tender opportunities for the
project.

Comments noted.

N

AuC

N

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141027-4

Q No. Question text

3C

20141027-4

4B

20141027-4

7E

20141029-1

1B

20141029-1

2B

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?
Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Need to blend in with & compliment surroundings so
difficult to answer above without seeing
Landscape
surroundings. As a guess chose wood cladding as
at least being 'rustic'

Comments noted. The Design Principles Document
has regard to design suggestions and preferences
from the s47 consultation.

The final versions of the Code of Construction
Practice agreed with relevant planning authorities
will include a commitment to wheel washing facilities
where considered necessary.
The reasons for locating the onshore substation at
Bicker Fen is set out in detail in the ISAR and
SSDR.
The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to
existing land use, soils and agricultural interests
Disappointed 'short sighted' decision to go to
arising from the construction, operation and
Greenfield site 'Bicker' & not Brownfield
decommissioning of the proposed development
Do you have any other 'Killingholme'. Cost of £128m is nothing in relation
(Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and
comments on the
to total project costs. We can live without electricity Site selection,
Agriculture). Impacts on agricultural land are
land use
consultation or our
(as we did before 1800AD) but we cannot live
addressed in the assessment section.
proposals?
without food (see Africa currently), so I deplore use
A Soil Management Plan will be prepared in
of good agricultural land for industrial purposes. Is it
advance of construction to ensure protection,
too late to reconsider?
conservation and reinstatement of soil material, its
physical and chemical properties and functional
capacity for agricultural use. A Draft Soil
Management Plan (Volume 5, Annex 5.2) has been
prepared as part of the ES.
The application and supporting ES sets out the
Would you suggest any
potential effects of the TK electrical system
additional measures to Cancel the project due to unacceptable
application for development consent which will allow
Ecology
reduce construction
environmental damage
the wind farm to connect to the UK electricity
impacts [at landfall]?
transmission network.
Roads in Lincolnshire are small, twisting &
dangerous. Ensure vehicles are clean on departure Traffic
to avoid mud on roads

The ES sets out an assessment of the potential
effects of the TKES project. The Planning
Would you suggest any
Statement sets out the case that the environmental
additional measures to
Environmental
Cancel the project due to unacceptable
effects of the development are within acceptable
reduce disruption
environmental damage & disruption to peoples lives impacts
bounds when considered against the benefits of the
[during onshore cable
project in terms of supporting the development of
installation]?
renewable energy generation in the UK.

6 of 34

Change
(Y/N/AuC)
Y

AuC

AuC

AuC

N

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141029-1

20141029-1

20141029-1

20141029-1

20141029-1

Q No. Question text

3B

3C

4B

5B

6B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?
Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce impacts [on
ecology]
Is there any other
information about the
offshore cable route you
think we should
consider?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment
The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to
existing land use, soils and agricultural interests
arising from the construction, operation and
decommissioning of the proposed development
(Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and
Agriculture). Impacts on agricultural land are
addressed in the assessment section.

Totally unacceptable damage to the environment &
the green belt. Waste of grade 1/2 agricultural land

Land use

This project must be stopped. Unacceptable visual
intrusion, environmental damage & waste of high
grade agricultural land needed for food production

The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to
existing land use, soils and agricultural interests
arising from the construction, operation and
decommissioning of the proposed development
(Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and
Agriculture). Impacts on agricultural land are
addressed in the assessment section. The ES
Landscape,
assesses the landscape and visual effects of the
ecology, land
proposed development (Volume 3 Chapter 2
use
Landscape and Visual). The assessment is based
on the principles and broad approaches
recommended in relevant guidance documents
including those published by the Landscape
Institute, the Institute of Environmental Management
and Assessment, Scottish Natural Heritage and the
Countryside Agency.
An Outline TMP is included in the application and
will be developed further prior to construction to
secure HGV routing arrangements and signing to
the site, including monitoring and enforcement. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
construction starting on works.

All traffic must avoid Bicker village & area due to
environmental damage, totally unsuitable roads,
noise, dirt, diesel fumes, danger & disruption to
residents. Much better the project is cancelled

Traffic

Cancel the project due to unacceptable
environmental damage.

Environmental The ES sets out an assessment of the potential
impacts
environmental effects of the TKES project.

Unacceptable damage to the sea bed & fishermen's
livelihoods. Best to cancel the project to avoid
Fisheries
unacceptable environmental damage.

7 of 34

Potential impacts upon the sea bed and upon
commercial fisheries are fully assessed within the
ES, Vol 2 Chapters 4 and 8 respectively. The
detailed assessments conclude no significant
effects are anticipated.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

AuC

AuC

N

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141029-1

20141029-2

20141029-2

20141029-3

20141029-3

Q No. Question text

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Totally false consultation & complete waste of time.
RWE has decided exactly what it wants to do & is
going through a 'tick box' routine because it has to.
The first & only question should be 'Do you accept
the environmental disruption & destruction of
peoples lives, which this project will cause - yes or
no'. Our MP, MEP, parish borough & county
Consultation
councillors have all expressed their wish to stop this
project. However, they have all been ignored
alongside 99% of local residents. What has
become of green belt protection? What has become
of the localism act? This project is down to greed to
get hold of vast quantities of tax payers & electricity
consumers money & nothing else

1B

Would you suggest any
Ensure that roads shared by construction traffic &
additional measures to
other road users are kept as clear as possible of
reduce construction
mud & other debris in bad weather
impacts [at landfall]?

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

The A17 near Bicker can be heavily congested at
times. Will your proposals impact on this road?

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

I found the staff at the Bicker exhibition most helpful.
Consultation
They were able to answer my questions with clear
detail

Traffic

I went to Stickney Village Hall out of curiosity & to
gain more understanding of what it's all about. The
Consultation
visual presentations were very clear & the people
who spoke to me were very helpful - & thank you for
the cup of tea

8 of 34

Traffic

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

TKOWFL does not accept that the consultation was
false or a waste of time. The questionnaire, which
was one part of the consultation, was designed to
obtain community feedback on specific aspects of
the proposals, and in particular the mitigation
proposals for the chosen substation, IEC and
landfall locations. The locations of the substation,
IEC and cable corridor have been subject to
previous consultation and the decisions on the
locations of the onshore infrastructure were made by
TKOWFL in a systematic and transparent way,
having regard to the responses received in those
previous consultations. The decision-making
process is clearly set out in in Appendix B of the
SS&DR.

AuC

An Outline TMP is included in the application and
will be developed further prior to construction to
secure HGV routing arrangements and signing to
the site, including monitoring and enforcement. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
construction starting on works.

AuC

Comments noted.
The Traffic Chapter of the ES provides an
assessment of environmental impacts from all types
of vehicles. It also sets out that typical construction
working hours are outside of the traditional peak
hours and will therefore minimise impacts during the
busiest times of the day.
Comments noted.

N

AuC

N

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141029-4

20141029-4

20141029-5

20141029-5

20141029-5

20141029-5

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Traffic

The Traffic Chapter of the ES provides an
assessment of environmental impacts from all types
of vehicles. It also sets out that typical construction
working hours are outside of the traditional peak
hours and will therefore minimise impacts during the
busiest times of the day.

AuC

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

6B

Is there any other
information about the
The public need to be assured that there will be no
offshore cable route you renewable electro magnetic radiation that could
think we should
affect currents or marine life
consider?

EMF
(offshore)

Potential effects of electro magnetic fields on marine
ecology receptors are assessed in ES Vol 2,
Chapters 3-7. No significant effects are anticipated
for any marine receptor.

AuC

1B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Don’t build it
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?

Project need

Government policy supports the development of
offshore wind farms as part of a diverse energy mix
for the UK.

N

2B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Some landowners have been told the tracks will
reduce disruption
remain so how is that temporary
[during onshore cable
installation]?

With the exception of the permanent accesses that
will be created for the IEC and Substation, all
Project details
access tracks for enabling works, construction,
operations and maintenance will be temporary.

N

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

None of the above will hide the substation from view
Landscape
as proved by existing substation on Bicker Fen

An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.

AuC

3C

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

No. It will stand out for miles no matter how you try
to hide it.

An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.

AuC

Reduction in volume of construction traffic during
peak periods

9 of 34

Landscape

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141029-5

20141029-5

20141029-5

20141029-5

20141030-1

20141103-1

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

The ES Traffic chapter provides an assessment of
impacts from all types of vehicles and highlights
that, in environmental terms, HGVs have a greater
impact than cars and LGVs. TKOWFL has therefore
confirmed that new access tracks will be built for the
Substation and IEC and that HGVs will therefore be
routed to avoid the villages of Bicker and Orby
during construction. LGVs and cars may still be
routed through the villages.

AuC

5B

Whatever measures you have taken with your many
Would you suggest any
surveys (seen by myself) it will still cause
Terrestrial
additional measures to
environmental damage to all species living on the
ecology
reduce impacts [on
Bicker Fen & routes, whether the species is
ecology]
endangered of not

An assessment of impacts is included in the
Terrestrial Ecology Chapter of the ES. An Outline
LSEMP has been prepared and submitted as part of
the application for development consent. The
LSEMP includes mitigation to reduce potential
impacts on terrestrial ecology, such as the
reinstatement, where practicable, of terrestrial
habitats within the Proposed Development Boundary
following the completion of construction.

AuC

6B

Is there any other
information about the
It is bound to damage the sea bed & all marine life
offshore cable route you
and affect fishermen
think we should
consider?

Potential effects on marine ecology and other users
of the sea are fully assessed within the ES Vol 2.
The detailed assessments conclude no significant
effects are anticipated.

AuC

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

All your questions have tick boxes that all agree to
Consultation,
your proposals to damage the countryside with your
environmental
cable route (on land & under the sea) & substation &
impacts
miles of track

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

Bird & nest boxes & wild flowers

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

The sub station has been here for a good few years
& you can still see it as the planting still hasn’t
Landscape
covered it.

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Avoid all villages & single track rural roads with ALL
Traffic
traffic

Fisheries

Ecology

10 of 34

The questionnaire, which was one part of the
consultation, was designed to obtain community
feedback on specific aspects of the proposals, and
in particular the mitigation proposals for the chosen
substation, IEC and landfall locations. Q7E allowed
any other comments to be made.
Information on mitigation measures can be found in
the Outline LSEMP. TKOWFL has not proposed
erecting nest boxes or plant wildflowers but will be
planting trees which will have landscape and
ecological benefits.
An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.

N

N

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141103-1

20141103-1

Q No. Question text

3C

5B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to We have lots of wildlife here and what you intend to Terrestrial
reduce impacts [on
do would cause disruption.
ecology
ecology]

6B

20141103-1

7E

20141111-1

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

20141103-1

20141110-1

Comment

Is there any other
information about the
offshore cable route you
think we should
consider?
Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.

AuC

An assessment of impacts is included in the
Terrestrial Ecology Chapter of the ES. An Outline
LSEMP has been prepared and submitted as part of
the application for development consent. The
LSEMP includes proposed mitigation to reduce
impacts on terrestrial ecology.

AuC

Potential offshore impacts are fully assessed within
Volume 2 of the ES.

AuC

We already have a substation here, our village
Construction
doesn’t need anymore construction, it’s a lovely area
effects
to live in so don’t spoil it.

The reasoning for locating the substation at Bicker
Fen is set out in detail in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

I thought the exhibition was well planned &
questions were answered helpfully by the people
there. I feel a bit more local advertising may have
been helpful as a lot of people I spoke to afterwards Consultation
did not know about it. Good luck with the project. I
don't like the idea of my Grandchildren living in a
cold dark world!

Advertising of the exhibitions was agreed in a
Statement of Community Consultation with the local
authorities and the Marine Management
Organisation. This included advertising in local
newspapers and issuing of newsletters informing
local residents of the consultation.

AuC

An Outline TMP is included in the application and
will be developed further prior to construction to
secure HGV routing arrangements and signing to
the site, including monitoring and enforcement. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
construction starting on works.

AuC

This will not stop it being an eyesore

Landscape

Offshore
cable route

No, it will still cause disruption.

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

1B

The construction activities will have considerable
Would you suggest any
impacts on residents of Anderby & Anderby Creek.
additional measures to
Construction
Construction vehicles & associated works will have
reduce construction
effects
massive implications for residents day to day lives impacts [at landfall]?
this is not negligible - it is highly significant
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ID

20141111-1

20141111-1

20141111-1

20141111-1

Q No. Question text

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

This will have a huge impact upon the surrounding
countryside when farming land is in short supply the disruption will be massive

Land use

The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to
existing land use, soils and agricultural interests
arising from the construction, operation and
decommissioning of the proposed development
(Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and
Agriculture). Impacts on agricultural operations are
addressed in the assessment section.

AuC

Landfall site
selection

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

The impacts on tourism have been assessed as not
significant during construction in the Socioeconomics, Tourism and Recreation Chapter of the
ES. TMPs will be agreed with the relevant planning
authority in advance of construction works. An
Outline TMP is included with the application.

AuC

The mitigation agreed as part of the approved DCO
is enforceable by the relevant planning authority.

AuC

3C

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

Yes - this shouldn’t be going ahead at Anderby
Creek

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Will have massive disruption to residents of Anderby
Creek - will severely affect tourism & the holiday
Economy
trade this area relies on for income (totally wrong
place)

5B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Do not believe these principles will be adhered to
reduce impacts [on
ecology]
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Terrestrial
ecology

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141111-1

20141111-1

20141112-1

20141112-1

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

6B

A comprehensive assessment of the offshore
constraints that are located between the TKOWF
array and the Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken
by TKOWFL as set out in the ISAR. This resulted in
the selection of a landfall for the offshore cables in
Is there any other
Offshore /
Yes, the huge impact upon the community has been onshore cable the vicinity of Anderby Creek. A more detailed
information about the
offshore cable route you ignored in this report - the cable route is in the
site selection, assessment of the selected route is set out in the
think we should
wrong place
community
SS&DR. Information on the site selection of the
consider?
impact
onshore infrastructure, including the onshore cable
route, is set out in these two reports including details
of a community consultation (the Alternatives
Consultation) on the onshore development that took
place in 2013 (SS&DR Appendix A).

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

The effects on tourism are consider in the ES,
including in the Socio Economics, Tourism and
Recreation Chapter. TKOWFL has sought the
views of the local community throughout the
development of the TKES project.

AuC

1B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Offshore
Go to The Humber or The Wash with the cable way
reduce construction
cable route
impacts [at landfall]?

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

2B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Offshore
reduce disruption
Go to The Humber or The Wash with the cable way
cable route
[during onshore cable
installation]?

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

The views of the community, the impact upon their
lives - the disruption to the tourism trade - all these
issues are not touched upon in this report
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ID

20141112-1

20141112-2

20141112-2

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

The Traffic Chapter of the ES provides an
assessment of impacts from all types of vehicles. A
TMP will be agreed with the relevant planning
authority in advance of construction which can
include, if necessary, restrictions on routing to avoid
inadequate roads.

AuC

1B

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Would you suggest any
Go to Killingholme. Forget the cost (RWE will make
Transmission System works required; having a
additional measures to
millions out the project). Don’t use Lincolnshire as a Site selection significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
reduce construction
dumping ground
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
impacts [at landfall]?
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

AuC

2B

The C541 is not designed to take the volume of
traffic this project would generate, it is already at
saturation point now.

Traffic

The location of the onshore infrastructure was
predicated on the need to connect to the onshore
transmission system operated by National Grid. A
detailed selection process was undertaken that
Site selection resulted in National Grid offering a connection point
at Bicker Fen. Details of this process are set out in
the ISAR. Further detail on the reasoning for the
selected cable route and other onshore
infrastructure is set out in the SS&DR.

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce disruption
Go to Killingholme & stop messing about.
[during onshore cable
installation]?
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ID

20141112-2

20141112-2

Q No. Question text

3B

3C

20141112-2

4B

20141112-2

5B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Nothing would reduce impact - Go away! Go to
Killingholme, as stated.

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
Site selection significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

AuC

Don’t want it. Go to Killingholme

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
Site selection significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

AuC

Substation
site selection

See response to 20141112-2 Q1B

AuC

Site selection See response to 20141028-1 Q1B.

AuC

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
Yes, forget Orby & Bicker, Go to Killingholme
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?
Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Go to Killingholme
reduce impacts [on
ecology]
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ID

20141112-2

Q No. Question text

6B

20141112-2

7E

20141113-1

7E

20141117-1

20141118-1

7E

1B

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Is there any other
information about the
Go to Killingholme. Extra cost that you quote would
offshore cable route you
Site selection
be nothing compared with profit RWE would create
think we should
consider?
Go to Killingholme. Lincolnshire land ripe for
growing food & rearing animals (your daily bread)
we don’t want wide open trenches for years - you
don’t realise the inconvenience this would cause
Do you have any other
landowners, as no doubt upsetting old established
comments on the
land drainage. Just go away with your 'grand plans', Land Use
consultation or our
forget the cost & go to Killingholme which is well
proposals?
industrialised. Jacob Haine should 'Volunteer' to
come & attend a meeting with the general public, not
be 'dangling' a carrot with monies to a few
councillors.
Do you have any other
I was very impressed with the standard of the
comments on the
Consultation
exhibition & RWE Innogy UK staff
consultation or our
proposals?
Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

With the proliferation of electrical infrastructure on
Bicker Fen I am keen to see a benefit for the local
communities for the intrusion put on them with the
developments. This should include all parishes
neighbouring the site as they have to endure the
loss of visual amenity & noise generated by the
operation.

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
If carried out.
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

See response to 20141028-1 Q1B.

AuC

The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to
existing land use, soils and agricultural interests
arising from the construction, operation and
decommissioning of the proposed development
(Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and
Agriculture). Impacts on agricultural operations are
addressed in the assessment section of the chapter.
See response to 20141111-1 Q3C with regard the
Community Investment Fund.

AuC

Comments noted.

N

Community
benefit

Consultation on a Community Investment Fund was
held in Jan-Feb 2015. The results of this will inform
a decision on what types of project can be
supported by the fund and the geographic area the
fund will cover. With regard timescale of the fund it
is TKOWFL's intention that it will be in existence
throughout the operational period of the wind farm.

AuC

Mitigation

The comment appears to be an agreement that the
mitigation measures set out in the questionnaire will
reduce construction impacts in the landfall area
provided TKOWFL carries out the mitigation.
TKOWFL note that the mitigation is included in the
draft DCO either directly or as one of the documents
that has to be provided and agreed with the relevant
planning authority before the work commences, e.g.
a TMP.

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141118-1

20141118-1

20141119-1

Q No. Question text

4B

7E

1B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Not sure where new access road will be to avoid
Orby

Would like to know what the proposed timescale is
from start to completion. All questions are difficult to
answer as they are based on principles, which is
fine but are they going to be adhered to?

Would you suggest any
additional measures to Should be at Grimsby or Hull as nearer to Triton
reduce construction
Knoll
impacts [at landfall]?
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Traffic

TKOWFL propose to use a haul road from the A158
to serve the IEC to avoid routing HGVs along Marsh
Lane through the village of Orby. This is shown on
the plans submitted with the application.

AuC

Project
timetable,
securing
mitigation

The proposed timescale of the onshore elements of
the project are currently expected to be at most 6
years for elements such as the construction of the
Substation however a detailed programme is
dependent on many factors, including when consent
is achieved and when contractors can carry out the
work. As the programme develops TKOWFL will
inform local communities as to the locations and
timing of construction. An Outline Communications
Plan is included with the application and will be
finalised before the main construction starts.
TKOWFL and its construction contractors will be
bound by a number of means including
requirements set out in a Development Consent
Order and numerous other documents, such as a
Code of Construction Practice, which will be
developed before construction commences.

AuC

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
Site selection significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141119-1

20141119-1

20141119-1

20141119-1

Q No. Question text

2B

3B

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Would you suggest any
additional measures to There are no measures that would reduce disruption
- cable corridor too wide & would adversely affect
reduce disruption
farming, wildlife & residents
[during onshore cable
installation]?

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

No screening will alleviate the affect of building it.
Don’t build it here in rural Lincolnshire where we
have enough windfarms etc around us - you wont
need screening then. Light & noise pollution?

3C

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

Don’t build it here - use industrial area. Light &
noise pollution?

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Nothing will reduce the impact. This is a rural area
where we have a lot of tourism all year round - lots
of farm vehicles use the road too. Nothing will
reduce the traffic impacts
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Land use,
ecology and
construction
impacts

The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to
terrestrial ecology and existing land use, soils and
agricultural interests arising from the construction,
operation and decommissioning of the proposed
development (see Terrestrial Ecology and Land
Use, Agriculture and Soils chapters).

AuC

Landscape,
noise

An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP. An assessment of
potential noise impacts is included in the ES Noise
Chapter with mitigation secured through the CoCP
and operational noise through the limits set in the
draft DCO for operational noise levels.

AuC

Landscape,
noise, light

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR. See
20141119-1 Q3B for TKOWFL response regarding
noise and light.

AuC

Traffic,
economy

The ES Traffic chapter provides an assessment of
impacts from all types of vehicles. Mitigation has
been identified where it is considered necessary to
do so. A TMP will be agreed with the relevant
planning authority in advance of construction.

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141119-1

20141119-1

20141119-1

20141120-1

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

5B

What about impacts on humans too? Or don’t we
Would you suggest any
count? There is much wildlife around here additional measures to
badgers, foxes, varieties of deer, hares, grass
reduce impacts [on
snakes, adders, frogs, newts, etc, owls, buzzards,
ecology]
numerous other species.

Potential impacts on human health are covered in
various chapters of the ES, include the Noise and
Air Quality Chapters. An assessment of impacts is
Terrestrial
included in the Terrestrial Ecology Chapter of the
ecology,
ES. An Outline LSEMP has been prepared and
human health
submitted as part of the application for development
consent. The LSEMP includes proposed mitigation
to reduce impacts on terrestrial ecology.

AuC

6B

Is there any other
information about the
Why cant the cable route be run through the wash
offshore cable route you
instead of inland.
think we should
consider?

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

All PEI documents, including plans, were available
to view at the exhibitions and as downloads from the
TKOWF website during the consultation period.
Orby parish councillors were invited to the
exhibitions. Newsletters which included information
about the consultation and exhibitions were sent to
all residences in the vicinity of the onshore
development. Potential noise and light impacts are
assessed in the ES

N

Offshore
cable route

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

No large map to show where will live in relation to
substation & cable routes. Councillors & public in
Orby were not invited to consultations, therefore not
everyone knew about it. Would there be noise? A
Consultation,
constant hum? What about light pollution? Even if noise, light
unmanned there would be security lights. As it
would be only across the field from us, it would
affect us greatly.

1B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?

No comments to make. Having read your
documents but having no personal knowledge of the
Site selection Comments noted.
landfall area we feel it would be unfair to make a
judgement on this chosen location.
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ID

20141120-1

20141120-1

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

2B

We find the decision to route the cable to Bicker
unbelievable. National Grid have made the decision
on cost/economy. Logic tells us that a site nearer
the landfall would cause less disruption to the
environment, be it short or long term. It seems that
our position as a rural population, [an area that is
not of “outstanding beauty” or a tourist area or has
any historical sites, pipe/gas lines etc] has loaded
the decision against us with the fact that it is the
cheapest option for National Grid. At both
consultations we found representatives of National
Would you suggest any
Grid to be evasive and not specific in answering
additional measures to
questions about future developments in Bicker Fen.
reduce disruption
We already have 13 wind turbines & a sub-station.
[during onshore cable
Plans are well advanced with Triton Knoll. There is
installation]?
also talk of connection to wind turbines from
Heckington and more worryingly there is recent
press information of The Viking Link from Denmark.
This is of major concern to us and the local
community. It is a step in the right direction that a
temporary road is planned. However it needs asking
“are RWE & National Grid going to rigorously
monitor that all construction vehicles use that road?”
Local residents had very bad experiences with
haulage drivers when the sub-station was being
built, not so very long ago

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

The decision to have the connection to the national
grid at Bicker Fen was based on it having the most
efficient, co-ordinated and economic option; the
lowest environmental impact overall; the least cost
in terms of Transmission System works required;
having a significantly reduced risk of conflict with
other proposed offshore wind projects; and not
requiring new planning permissions or land
acquisition. See ISAR and SS&DR for further
details.
Traffic,
TKOWFL have taken into account existing and
substation site proposed infrastructure (where sufficient information
selection,
exists) in the submitted Environmental Statement
other
(see the relevant cumulative impacts sections).
infrastructure TKOWFL are in discussions with National Grid
regarding whether any developments are planned
for Bicker Fen however no detail on the potential
Viking Link interconnector was available at the time
of going to print. An Outline TMP is included in the
application and will be developed further prior to
construction to secure HGV routing arrangements
and signing to the site, including monitoring and
enforcement. The draft DCO contains a requirement
for a TMP to be agreed with the relevant planning
authority prior to construction starting on works.

Again we are not familiar with the locality of the IEC
so our comments are directed solely about the
Landscape
substation proposed at Bicker
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Commented noted.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

N
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ID

20141120-1

20141120-1

Q No. Question text

3C

4B

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

a. Substation screening is a must with native
species, a mix of deciduous & evergreens. However
during winter that screening becomes much less
effective once leaves have dropped. Other
screening alternatives ought to be investigated. A
major concern of ours is this. With such a large
structure on flat fenland, where the vista goes on for
miles there is the concern of light pollution. We can
see the glow from the existing substation. This will
be magnified with the proposed substation and
indeed magnified more with future substation
expansion which is being mooted. No amount of
Landscape,
screening will prevent this. At the present time we
enjoy expansive starry skies at night, something we lighting
never experienced when we lived in a city
environment in Yorkshire. To lose this asset would
be a terrible shame for the residents of Bicker. If the
substation goes ahead it MUST blend into the local
environment. Visual, noise & light barriers need to
be investigated further, with interactive consultation
with the community. If screening is to be planted
then natural coloured wooden buildings may be the
best solution. Green barriers of any kind, be it visual,
sound or light barriers, will stick out like a sore
thumb during autumn & winter months in the fenland
geography.

As detailed in ES Volume 3, Chapter 2 (Landscape
and Visual) under normal operating conditions the
Intermediate Electrical Compound and Substation
will not be illuminated at night. Lighting will be used
only when required for maintenance outages or
emergency repairs occurring at night. The lights will
be directed downward, and shielded to reduce glare
outside the facility. An Outline LSEMP has been
submitted as part of the application and sets out
how TKOWFL will carry out landscaping.

AuC

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

The alternate access proposals will reduce traffic
only IF movement is monitored effectively.
Contractors & sub contractors & sub, sub
contractors need to be monitored on a regular if not
daily basis. Knowing the problems occurring last
Traffic
time, when residents were verbally threatened, and
experiencing how Sat Navs direct large vehicles
down the fen on a regular basis traffic needs to be
controlled and rigorously directed.

An Outline TMP is included in the application and
will be developed further prior to construction to
secure HGV routing arrangements and signing to
the site, including monitoring and enforcement. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
construction starting on works.

AuC
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20141120-1

20141120-1

20141120-1

Q No. Question text

5B

6B

7E

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce impacts [on
ecology]

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

As mentioned earlier we cannot see the logic of
digging up a huge swath of land when it could be
positioned much nearer to the coast. Short term
detrimental impact to wild life, fauna & agriculture
will be huge. We are not convinced that long term
the environmental disturbance will be healed.

The reasoning for locating the onshore substation
at Bicker Fen is set out in detail in the ISAR and
SSDR.
The ES includes an assessment of the impacts to
existing land use, soils and agricultural interests
arising from the construction, operation and
decommissioning of the proposed development
Site selection, (Volume 3 Chapter 5 Land Use, Soils and
terrestrial
Agriculture). Impacts on agricultural land are
ecology
addressed in the assessment section. A Soil
Management Plan will be prepared in advance of
construction to ensure protection, conservation and
reinstatement of soil material, its physical and
chemical properties and functional capacity for
agricultural use. An Outline Soil Management Plan
(Application Document 8.7.5) has been prepared as
part of the application.

Is there any other
Our knowledge of off shore eco systems is limited.
information about the
Offshore
offshore cable route you Again we are not convinced that damage to the sea
ecology
think we should
bed, life forms and fishing will not be long term.
consider?

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

We wonder why all resident in Bicker didn’t receive
the questionnaire as a matter of course, through the
post. Feedback has only been limited since it is to
Consultation
be obtained by people attending the exhibitions. Not
all residents were aware the consultation in October
was taking place.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

The ES sets out an assessment of the potential
effects of the TKES on offshore ecology in various
chapters. The Planning Statement sets out the case
that the environmental effects of the development
are within acceptable bounds when considered
against the benefits of the project in terms of
supporting the development of renewable energy
generation in the UK.

AuC

Residents of Bicker were posted a copy of the
newsletter which contained details of the exhibitions
and consultation. The newsletters made clear that
the questionnaires were available at the exhibitions
or a hard copy could be obtained from TKOWFL and
that a questionnaire was available on the TKOWF
website. The exhibitions and consultation were also
advertised as agreed with the local authorities (as
outlined in the SOCC).

N
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ID

20141124-1

20141126-2

20141126-2

20141126-2

20141126-2

Q No. Question text

1B

1B

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment
The ES Traffic chapter provides an assessment of
impacts from all types of vehicles and considers
seasonal variations. It also sets out that typical
construction working hours are outside of the
traditional peak hours and will therefore minimise
impacts during the busiest times of the day.
Mitigation has been identified where it is considered
necessary to do so.

AuC

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
Site selection This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

AuC

Would you suggest any
additional measures to You need to avoid doing construction during school
Traffic
reduce construction
holidays
impacts [at landfall]?

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Look at alternative scheme
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

2B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce disruption
Look at alternatives
[during onshore cable
installation]?

Onshore
cable site
selection

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

We need to replace the countryside as soon as
possible

Landscape

TKOWFL will be reinstate land after the installation
of the onshore cables. The Substation and IEC will
be permanent for the lifetime of the project.

AuC

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

I have not seen these modified access plans, but
support anything which reduces disruption. We
would hope you look at all ways to reduce
disruptions

Traffic

TKOWFL propose to use a haul road from the A158
to serve the IEC to avoid routing HGVs along Marsh
Lane through the village of Orby. This is shown on
the plans submitted with the application.

AuC
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ID

20141126-2

Q No. Question text

5B

20141126-2

6B

20141126-2

7E

20141126-4

3B

20141126-4

20141126-4

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Would you suggest any
The line of the offshore cable, you should look very
additional measures to
Offshore
carefully at the area & its ecology before anything is
reduce impacts [on
ecology
disturbed
ecology]
Is there any other
information about the
offshore cable route you I am no expert on this area
think we should
consider?
Do you have any other
comments on the
You do not listen to the public
consultation or our
proposals?
Do you have any other
comments about our
All areas to be put back in original condition
landscaping and
screening principles?

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

5B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to This is an area which includes coastal country PR
[park] & should not be disturbed
reduce impacts [on
ecology]

No heavy traffic on the rural roads during holiday
season as they are too narrow to accommodate all
traffic
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Disturbance along the offshore cable route is
considered under various ES chapters in volume 2.
A pre-construction survey will take place before any
offshore cable installation takes place and mitigation
put in place where necessary and agreed with the
MMO.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

Offshore
cable route

Comment noted.

N

Consultation

TKOWFL have had regard to consultation
responses throughout the non statutory and
statutory consultations carried out.

N

Landscape

TKOWFL will be reinstate land after the installation
of the onshore cables. The Substation and IEC will
be permanent for the lifetime of the project.

AuC

Traffic

The ES Traffic chapter provides an assessment of
impacts from all types of vehicles and considers
seasonal variations. It also sets out that typical
construction working hours are outside of the
traditional peak hours and will therefore minimise
impacts during the busiest times of the day. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
construction starting on works.

AuC

Terrestrial
ecology

The potential impacts on the Lincolnshire Coastal
Country Park are considered in the LVIA Chapter of
the ES.

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141126-4

20141126-5

20141126-5

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

6B

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
Is there any other
This cable should be brought ashore at Killingholme.
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Although this will cost additional £128m that is only
information about the
Transmission System works required; having a
offshore cable route you a small proportion of the cost & will reduce traffic & Site selection significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
think we should
not disrupt all residents who live in the designated
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
consider?
area
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

AuC

1B

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
Site selection This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

3B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Take an alternative route
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

Make sure all original hedges put back to original
state
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Ecology

An assessment of the effects of the TKES
development is included in the Terrestrial Ecology
chapter of the ES. Embedded mitigation for
hedgerows includes: reduction in working width at
hedgerow crossings; habitat restoration post
development; Hedgerow removal outside of bird
breeding season where possible; cut brash will be
placed in the gap created (following the
completion of the crossing works) to maintain the
physical hedge structure; supplementary native
species hedgerow planting in hedgerow gaps for
retained hedgerow sections within the Proposed
Development Boundary.

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141126-5

20141126-5

20141126-5

20141126-5

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment
The ES Traffic chapter provides an assessment of
impacts from all types of vehicles. The routing of
vehicles has been selected using A roads wherever
possible and only using lower categories of road
where alternatives are not available. Mitigation has
been identified where it is considered necessary to
do so. An Outline TMP is included in the application
and will be developed further prior to construction to
secure HGV routing arrangements and signing to
the site, including monitoring and enforcement. The
draft DCO contains a requirement for a TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
the start of construction starting on works.

AuC

An assessment of impacts is included in the
Terrestrial Ecology Chapter of the ES. An Outline
LSEMP has been prepared and submitted as part of
the application for development consent. The
LSEMP includes proposed mitigation to reduce
impacts on terrestrial ecology.

AuC

TKOWFL will minimise disruption to the sand dunes
by using trenchless techniques (e.g. directional
Sea defences
drilling) as set out in the Other Marine Users and
Project Description chapters.

AuC

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

5B

Onshore
Would you suggest any
cable site
additional measures to Use an alternative route for work to be completed to
selection,
reduce impacts [on
avoid wildlife disruption
terrestrial
ecology]
ecology

6B

Is there any other
information about the
Put any disruption to sea defences back to original
offshore cable route you
state of beauty
think we should
consider?

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Look at alternatives to avoid disrupting local villages Traffic

The decision to have the connection to the national
grid at Bicker Fen was based on it having the most
efficient, co-ordinated and economic option; the
I strongly disagree with the firm taking the cheapest Substation
lowest environmental impact overall; the least cost
option & causing all damage & disruption to local
site selection,
in terms of Transmission System works required;
onshore cable
areas where there is clearly alternative routes, but
having a significantly reduced risk of conflict with
you just cannot be bothered to spend extra money to route site
other proposed offshore wind projects; and not
take the route.
selection
requiring new planning permissions or land
acquisition. See ISAR and SS&DR for further
details.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC
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ID

Q No. Question text

20141218-1

3B

20141218-1

3C

20141218-1

20141218-1

20141218-1

20141218-1

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?
Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

By using a non-native species the area will standout
like a sore thumb and by using the mixture of
Landscape
species it will take many years to cover the
proposed eyesore.
Do not want this eyesore in our community.

Landscape

4B

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

5B

Would you suggest any
Whatever measures you use will cause disruption to
Terrestrial
additional measures to
the area and its wildlife. We do not want this
ecology
reduce impacts [on
construction in our area.
ecology]

6B

7E

Do not want the increase in traffic and the
congestion in and around our small village.

Traffic

Is there any other
information about the
Whatever methods are used will cause major
Offshore
offshore cable route you
disruption.
cable route
think we should
consider?
This is a small rural community where a substation
Do you have any other
is already in situ. To put more major construction in
comments on the
this area will ruin the environment, spoil views and Landscape
consultation or our
reduce the saleability and prices of property in the
proposals?
area.
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An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.
An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)
AuC

AuC

The ES provides an assessment of impacts from all
types of vehicles. The routing of vehicles has been
selected using A roads wherever possible and only
using lower categories of road where alternatives
are not available. Mitigation has been identified
where it is considered necessary to do so. A draft
TMP is included in the application and will be
developed further prior to construction to secure
HGV routing arrangements and signing to the site,
including monitoring and enforcement. The draft
DCO contains a requirement for the TMP to be
agreed with the relevant planning authority prior to
the start of construction on a work.

AuC

An assessment of impacts is included in the
Terrestrial Ecology Chapter of the ES. An Outline
LSEMP has been prepared and submitted as part of
the application for development consent. The
LSEMP includes proposed mitigation to reduce
impacts on terrestrial ecology.

AuC

Potential offshore impacts are fully assessed within
Volume 2 of the ES.

AuC

An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.

AuC

Appendix 5E s47 Questionnaire Comments
ID

20141218-2

20141218-2

20141218-2

Q No. Question text

1B

2B

5B

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Construct elsewhere.
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
Site selection This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce disruption
Construct elsewhere.
[during onshore cable
installation]?

Onshore
cable route
site selection

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

AuC

Terrestrial
ecology

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

AuC

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
Construct elsewhere.
reduce impacts [on
ecology]
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ID

20141218-2

20141218-2

20141221-1

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

6B

Our property is immediately alongside the proposed
60m wide cable route, our rear and side garden
fence approx. 75m from the start of the trench. The
reason we purchased our property was because it
has no near neighbours and enjoys a tranquil,
Is there any other
peaceful setting surrounded by farmland with
information about the
outstanding rural views. If your plans are approved Noise,
offshore cable route you we face a minimum 12 months of a construction site construction
think we should
with constant noise of vehicular/mechanical activity impacts
consider?
for 7/8 hours a day, 7 days a week. The
landowners/farmers will receive compensation for
disruption and loss of income. We will suffer
disruption on a massive scale causing stress. We
would rather you purchase our property than go
through the hell it will cause to our lives.

TKOWFL understands local residents’ concerns
with regard noise or other potential effects on them
during construction. To ensure that construction
works adhere to best practice and, wherever
possible minimise the impact on local residents, for
each stage of the works, a Code of Construction
Practice (CoCP), including a Noise and Vibration
Management Plan (NVMP) will be agreed with the
relevant planning authorities for each stage of the
works. Outline versions of these plans are included
in the application.

AuC

7E

There is no doubt that we would be greatly affected
by the proposals that have been made. The impact
on our quality of life and the highly likely detrimental
affect on our mental health as a result of the noise
and disruption is too awful to contemplate. These
proposals have forced us to consider selling our
home rather than face what would be for us a period Noise,
of hell. Because of these proposals we have been construction
unsuccessful in finding a purchaser. It is obvious
impacts
that we are not the only ones who would not want
large machinery and trenches practically in their
back garden. Farmers and/or landowners have
been offered compensation for disruption - does that
apply to us? Would RWE consider renting a suitable
property for us elsewhere?

TKOWFL understands local residents’ concerns
with regard noise or other potential effects on them
during construction. To ensure that construction
works adhere to best practice and, wherever
possible minimise the impact on local residents, for
each stage of the works, a Code of Construction
Practice (CoCP), including a Noise and Vibration
Management Plan (NVMP) will be agreed with the
relevant planning authorities for each stage of the
works. Outline versions of these plans are included
in the application. Liaison by TKOFWL with the
public will be in accordance with the Outline
Communications Plan submitted with the
application.

AuC

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the TKOWF offshore array and the
Lincolnshire coastline was undertaken by TKOWFL.
This resulted in the selection of a landfall for the
offshore cables in the vicinity of Anderby Creek.
Further details regarding the choice of landfall is set
out in the ISAR and SS&DR.

AuC

1B

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Would you suggest any
additional measures to If the cable route were down the wash there would
reduce construction
be no impact at all at Anderby Creek.
impacts [at landfall]?
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Offshore
cable route
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ID

20141221-1

20141221-1

20141221-1

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment
The cable ducts will be laid a minimum of 975mm
below the top of the subsoil layer in agricultural land
to allow normal farming practices to continue once
the ground is reinstated. In addition, the cables will
be installed under identified field drains to allow
maintenance on the drains to be carried out in the
Project details
future without disturbing the cables. TKOWFL will
consult with landowners prior to the installation of
the cables on the design of any pre- and postconstruction drainage schemes required.
Landowners will be provided with records of the
location of the cables after installation.

AuC

AuC

2B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
One metre is not deep enough to go under LAND
reduce disruption
DRAINS
[during onshore cable
installation]?

5B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to Whatever is done will have an ecological impact you Terrestrial
can only mitigate damage later.
ecology
reduce impacts [on
ecology]

An assessment of impacts is included in the
Terrestrial Ecology Chapter of the ES. An Outline
LSEMP has been prepared and submitted as part of
the application for development consent. The
LSEMP includes proposed mitigation to reduce
impacts on terrestrial ecology.

6B

Is there any other
information about the
offshore cable route you I have no opinion.
think we should
consider?

Comment noted.

Offshore
cable route
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N
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ID

20141221-1

20141222-1

Q No. Question text

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

3B

Do you have any other
comments about our
landscaping and
screening principles?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

At the meetings my questions were at best evaded
or ignored, but usually met with the threat of 'comply
now because we are applying for compulsory
purchase powers anyway.' My concerns that one
metre is not deep enough to go under the land
drains and not even deep enough to give safe
Land
working clearance for even current farming
practices, was ignored. They refused to discuss
even a framework of compensation, and how any
future development plans might be affected. They
failed to engage with out Agents and have not been
out to site to discuss our concerns with us and our
Agent. In short, I feel bullied.

TKOWFL will seek to reach mutual agreement with
landowners, however where this is not possible
TKOWFL will apply for compulsory powers to
acquire land or rights over land as part of the TKES
application for development consent.
TKOWFL has sought specialist drainage advice and
will continue to do so as the project progresses.
TKOWFL’s cable installation contractors will seek to
avoid any long term effects on the land or to
drainage systems. In most cases cable ducts will be
laid at an indicative depth of 975 mm below the top
of the subsoil layer in agricultural land to allow
normal farming practices to continue once the
ground is reinstated. In some areas the ducts may
be deeper in order for circuits to be located below
identified field drains to allow drainage maintenance
access. In other areas, such as where the route
crosses existing utilities and services, it may be
necessary for the ducts to be installed at a shallower
depth. TKOWFL will consult with landowners prior to
the installation of the cables on the design of any
pre-construction and post-construction drainage
schemes required and landowners will be provided
with records of the location of the cables after
installation.
Landowners were informed that a Heads of Terms
agreement which sets out the proposed terms of
payment would be issued after the consultation
events. These were issued on 15 December 2014.

AuC

Nothing could screen the size proposed.

An assessment of landscape and visual impacts is
included in the ES Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter. Screening proposals
are set out in the Outline LSEMP.

AuC

Landscape
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20141222-1

20141222-1

Q No. Question text

3C

4B

Do you have any other
suggestions [on
substation & IEC
design]?

Any specific additional
measures to reduce
traffic impacts during
construction, and why?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Nothing, forget it.

Just go away.

32 of 34

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Landscape

TKOWFL will continue to engage with local
residents and landowners to ensure they are kept
up to date with the development proposals and the
application process. An Outline Communications
Plan is included in the application

N

Onshore site
selection

The decision by NGET and TKOWFL to connect the
wind farm into the national grid at Bicker Fen was
based on it being the most efficient, co-ordinated
and economic option; the lowest environmental
impact overall; the least cost in terms of
Transmission System works required; having a
significantly reduced risk of conflict with other
proposed offshore wind projects; and not requiring
new planning permissions or land acquisition for the
Onshore Interface Point. Further detail on this is set
out in the ISAR . The reasons for locating the
TKOWF Substation at Bicker Fen and the onshore
cable route selection is set out in the SS&DR.

N
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ID

20141222-1

20141222-2

Q No. Question text

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

As a farmer, this is absolute destruction of land for
some 30 miles for which, as you quote, a "one off
payment" will be offered. What concerns me is:
1. Amount of land you require to work on, plus
additional access roads
2. Time route could be left open - 3 to 5 years
3. Great loss of cropping
4. No doubt drainage problems
5. Fields in awkward shapes, while work proceeds
Land
leaving some areas impossible to farm
6. Time required to re-instate the land for farming
7. Manhole covers to negotiate round with tractors
and the like
8. Right of access if project proceeds, could
interfere with growing crops - loss of income
The cost to put matters right would not be known for
some considerable time and could well exceed your
"one off payment" - farmers should not have to be
out of pocket for your convenience!!

1. The amount of land required is determined by the
engineering requirements of the project.
2. The construction / installation timescales will be
determined by the engineering requirements of the
project. These requirements are not yet finalised.
3. Crop losses will be reimbursed. Advance
payments could be considered on a case by case
basis if individual landowners are likely to suffer
financial hardship as a result of the works.
4. TKOWFL have sought specialist drainage advice
and will continue to do so as the project progresses.
TKOWFL will, wherever practicable, ensure that the
contractor undertaking the cable installation work
installs the cables so as to minimise long term
adverse effects on the land or to drainage systems.
5. Areas of fields which are unviable to farm due to
the location of the cable works during construction
can be taken into consideration when calculating
crop loss payments.
6. TKOWFL's contractors will reinstate land after
cable installation. Claims for loss in crop yield during
reinstatement will be considered on an individual
basis.
7. The Heads of Terms which have been sent to
directly-affected landowners explain TKOWFL's
proposals for compensating for the presence of link
box covers.
8. Claims for crop loss as a result of operational
access will be dealt with on an individual basis.

AuC

1B

Would you suggest any
additional measures to
reduce construction
impacts [at landfall]?

NB I have previously submitted a completed
questionnaire. In this case I simply want to make
one comment in response to re-routing changes.
Please go to Section 7.

Note that the completed questionnaire referred to in
the response is regarding the cable route
consultation from Feb 2014. TKOWFL note that the
location of the onshore infrastructure in the vicinity
of the consultees land has not changed since the
consultation in Oct/Nov 2014.

N
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ID

20141222-2

Q No. Question text

7E

Do you have any other
comments on the
consultation or our
proposals?

Comment

Topic / Issue Regard had to comment

The route, including the latest changes, comes very
close to my land, but does not appear to affect me. I
am concerned that 'final' tweaks and changes might
alter that situation - that someone locally might
negotiate re-routing that would then affect me.
(There are local stories, that may be completely
without foundation, along the lines of "They wanted
Land
to come straight across here and store stuff there,
but X has told them they'll have to go behind that
derelict cottage.") To be clear, I have no problems
with the published route and none with rumoured
'negotiations' - all of which sound sensible. I just
want to protect my interest against any last-minute
changes that might affect me.
Thank you for your helpful responses by e-mail.

Key
Y = Yes
N = No
AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application
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Comments noted. The location of the onshore
infrastructure in the vicinity of the consultees land
has not changed since the consultation in Oct/Nov
2014.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 5F: S47 Other Comments
April 2015

Key
Y = Yes
N = No
AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application
Appendix 5F s47 Other Comments
Reference

Consultee

Type

AW01

Amanda J
Wood

AW02

AW03

VD01

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Exhibition
comment

Land

The proposed cable route [Marsh Lane (track 5)] at
Burgh Le Marshwill cross the path of her water
supply pipe. The water supply pipe will not be
shown on a map supplied from the utility company.

TKOWFL's land agents are liaising with Ms Wood as
joint owner of the access referred to in the
consultee's comment.

Amanda J
Wood

Exhibition
comment

Land

Access to house & driveway as cable easement
passes between house & highway.

Amanda J
Wood

Exhibition
comment

Land

Ongoing maintenance of Jocks Hedge due to
access required for repairs etc.

Consultation

Total opposition to TK proposal, consultation does
not comply with expected standards for large scale
projects. The consultation exercise starts from your
premise that the scheme will proceed regardless of
public view or statutory process. Nowhere on the
form are the public invited to voice disapproval for
the proposal, therefore your exercise is totally &
utterly worthless. Its just a tick box exercise which
will be challenged via the Secretary of State
process.

Vanessa Davie Letter

Page 1 of 21

TKOWFL's land agents are liaising with Ms Wood as
joint owner of the access referred to in the
consultee's comment.
TKOWFL's land agents are liaising with Ms Wood as
joint owner of the access referred to in the
consultee's comment.

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with expected standards. The
questionnaire, which was one part of the
consultation, was designed to obtain community
feedback on specific aspects of the proposals, and
in particular the mitigation proposals for the onshore
infrastructure. The locations of the substation, IEC
and cable route have been subject to previous
consultation and the decisions on the locations of
the onshore infrastructure were made by TKOWFL
having regard to the responses received in those
previous consultations.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

N

N

N

Reference

LH01

WP01

WP02

WP03

Consultee

Leon
Holdsworth

Wojciech
Pisarski

Wojciech
Pisarski

Wojciech
Pisarski

Type

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Consultation

Total opposition to TK proposal, consultation does
not comply with expected standards for large scale
projects. The consultation exercise starts from your
premise that the scheme will proceed regardless of
public view or statutory process. Nowhere on the
form are the public invited to voice disapproval for
the proposal, therefore your exercise is totally &
utterly worthless. Its just a tick box exercise which
will be challenged via the Secretary of State
process.

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with expected standards. The
questionnaire, which was one part of the
consultation, was designed to obtain community
feedback on specific aspects of the proposals, and
in particular the mitigation proposals for the onshore
infrastructure. The locations of the substation, IEC
and cable route have been subject to previous
consultation and the decisions on the locations of
the onshore infrastructure were made by TKOWFL
having regard to the responses received in those
previous consultations.

N

Letter

The Landfall

Anderby Creek is an inappropriate landfall. The
area around the Humber estuary offers a multitude
of brownearth sites for landfall & for building the
substation which would not cause the environmental
damage & west of agricultural land. Not satisfied
with explanations from RWE at 2 consultations as
to why Humberside landfall has been dismissed

An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the Triton Knoll Wind Farm
offshore array and the Lincolnshire coastline was
undertaken by TKOWFL. This resulted in the
selection of a landfall for the offshore cables in the
vicinity of Anderby Creek. Further details regarding
the choice of landfall is set out in the ISAR and
SS&DR.

N

Letter

Onshore cable installation will cause loss of valuable
Land, ecology, land, no satisfactory explanation of the danger to
Assessments of the TKES project effects on land
EMF,
animals & human life from the large number of
use, terrestrial ecology, people and socio-economic
economics
cables. Long term impact on holiday trade due to
effects (such as tourism) are included in the ES
the cable & sub-station.

AuC

Letter

Land use,
landscape,
socioeconomic

Development will use a large area of valuable
agricultural land which would not be the case if it
Site selection is discussed in the SS&DR submitted
was built on the industrial area of Humberside. No
with the application. Screening is covered in the
screening will hide the environmental impact on the
LVIA chapter of the ES
landscape, visitors come from the city to experience
the unspoilt landscape of rural Lincolnshire

AuC

Letter
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

WP04

WP05

Consultee

Wojciech
Pisarski

Wojciech
Pisarski

WP06

Wojciech
Pisarski

WP07

Wojciech
Pisarski

Type

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Consultation,
Traffic

Objection to a closed meeting being held with Orby
Parish Council, excluding the public. No consultation
with the electorate prior to the meeting & councillors
claim the meeting was sprung on them with no
possibility of including the electorate & no
opportunity of consulting it & the public meeting
excluded councillors (not notified). Proposals for
managing construction traffic are not appropriate as
it will be destructive to the local environment &
economy, likewise it is unacceptable local farmer are
being told of the route over their land with no
consultation.

Presentations were arranged in advance of some of
the public exhibitions to allow parish councils and
local councillors the opportunity to find out more
about the TKES project and to ask any questions
they had on the project. It is an example of
TKOWFL trying to inform local representatives about
the project not an attempt to exclude anyone. The
presentations were immediately followed by
exhibitions open to members of the public. Traffic is
assessed in the relevant ES chapter. Landowners
have been extensively consulted throughout the
TKES project.

Impact on
Ecology

The effects of the TKES project on terrestrial
ecology are fully assessed in the ES. Potential
This development will remove a large area out of the electromagnetic fields from the electrical circuits will
local ecology. As regards the cable run, I have not comply with the International Commission on Nonheard any assurance that radiation from it will not
Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP)
damage wild mammals
recommended exposure limits for the public, or
those outlined by the appropriate EU directive as in
effect at the time.

Offshore
Cable Route

Told by staff the offshore cable cannot be routed
directly through the Wash to Bicker Fen or run
parallel to the shore because of damage to the
ecology of the seabed but was assured that the run
from Triton Knoll to Anderby Creek will not cause
any damage as the ecology of the seabed will
regenerate itself within a short time - an example of
doublespeak & deceit practices by your staff

Consultation

Attended two consultation events & felt the staff
were well schooled in doublespeak, happy to
Comments noted.
contradict themselves in order to override any
concerns that were voiced. Hardly real consultation
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An assessment of the offshore constraints that are
located between the Triton Knoll Wind Farm
offshore array and the Lincolnshire coastline was
undertaken by TKOWFL. This resulted in the
selection of a landfall for the offshore cables in the
vicinity of Anderby Creek. Further details regarding
the choice of landfall is set out in the ISAR and
SS&DR.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

AuC

N

N

Reference

CD01

TKCG01

Consultee

Colin Davie

Triton Knoll
Cable Group

Type

Letter

Email

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Consultation

Total opposition to TK proposal, consultation does
not comply with expected standards for large scale
projects. The consultation exercise starts from your
premise that the scheme will proceed regardless of
public view or statutory process. Nowhere on the
form are the public invited to voice disapproval for
the proposal, therefore your exercise is totally &
utterly worthless. Its just a tick box exercise which
will be challenged via the Secretary of State
process.

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with expected standards. The
questionnaire, which was one part of the
consultation, was designed to obtain community
feedback on specific aspects of the proposals, and
in particular the mitigation proposals for the onshore
infrastructure. The locations of the substation, IEC
and cable route have been subject to previous
consultation and the decisions on the locations of
the onshore infrastructure were made by TKOWFL
having regard to the responses received in those
previous consultations.

N

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation was
either deeply flawed or unacceptable with regard its
format. The questionnaire, which was one part of
the consultation, was designed to obtain community
feedback on specific aspects of the proposals, and
in particular the mitigation proposals for the chosen
substation, IEC and landfall locations. The onshore
infrastructure has been subject to previous
consultation and the decisions on the locations of
the onshore infrastructure were made by TKOWFL
having regard to the responses received in those
previous consultations. Section 7, Question E of the
questionnaire (“Do you have any other comments
on the consultation or our proposals?” ) allowed for
all further comments on the scheme to be
submitted, including views on the principle of the
entire scheme.

N

Consultation

After considering feed back from impacted parties
within the communities Triton Knoll Cable Group
finds that the consultation questionnaire issued by
RWE is deeply flawed and unacceptable in the
prescribed format. Whilst accepting that the
proposal comprises of many component parts which
RWE may consider require responses, the overall
content comprising of restrictive the pre framed
questions, seriously restrict the respondents
responses to create the potential of a predetermined
outcome, initiated and progressed by the developer.
The selection of the sample questions within the 7
sections are extremely limited to minor in several
cases inane detail,. e.g. in section 3, this is limited to
types of screening planting and the design and
external colour scheme of the IEC & substation.
Section 7 The Consultation, this section is totally
unacceptable in that there is no obvious question
inviting the respondent to either support or object to
the proposal or to enable the respondent to outline
any reasons for objecting to the proposal.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

TKCG02

TKCG03

TKCG04

Consultee

Triton Knoll
Cable Group

Triton Knoll
Cable Group

Triton Knoll
Cable Group

Type

Email

Email

Email

Topic Ref

Comment

Consultation

TKCG consider this negates the validity of this
consultation and submits that the process has failed
to be open and even handed and RWE cannot be
TKOWFL is confident that it has undertaken a fair,
considered to have met the requirements of the pre robust and inclusive consultation on the proposals
application consultation process in full. Therefore
for the electrical system works.
TKCG assert that this flawed consultation by
definition is deemed to be inadequate and by
necessity should be 'struck out' and reconvened.

N

General

TKCG have initially assessed the proposed
Preliminary Environmental Information and Non
Technical Summary and at this juncture considers
that the EIA Outcomes and Key Conclusions of the
Assessments Summary Tables (Table 17-1 to Table
17-12) contained within Volume 2 Chapter 17 totally
lacks credibility. The submitted repetitive
conclusions of Not Significant throughout these
tables clearly demonstrate and highlight a
consistent dismissive approach by stating 'No
additional mitigation measures are proposed beyond
embedded mitigation measures.' An example of
RWE's consistent assessment approach can be
clearly demonstrated in the Access field: Access
Minor adverse, which is Not Significant. No
additional mitigation measures are proposed beyond
embedded mitigation measures. Minor adverse Not
Significant

This is standard terminology used in all EIAs and is
not meant to imply that there will be no effects on
particular receptors. TKOWFL has included
mitigation measures within the ES which will be
followed during construction to reduce, where
possible, potential impacts on individual landowners
and occupiers

N

Comments noted.

N

General

Regard had to response in ES/ application

TKCG confirm that full detailed representations will
be submitted to the Secretary of State as a active
party within the examination and hearing stage of
the DCO application. TKCG will be seeking Rule 6
Status at the appropriate point within the planning
schedule.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

TKCG05

TKCG06

GW01

Consultee

Triton Knoll
Cable Group

Triton Knoll
Cable Group

Mrs G K
Watson

Type

Email

Email

Letter

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Other
infrastructure

The Viking Interconnector project is not in any way
linked to the TKES project and is being developed
Triton Knoll Cable Group is now aware of a letter
by a different company, National Grid Interconnector
published by Ofgem detailing initial proposals for the
Holdings Ltd. TKOWFL only became aware of the
Viking Denmark to Bicker Interconnector route. This
Viking project during the electrical system
raises the serious issue of potential cumulative
consultation at the end of 2014. TKOWFL has
impacts particularly at Bicker Fen.
contacted National Grid with regard to the project
TKCG strongly assert that there is now an
and will continue to liaise with them in order to gain
imperative to consider both of the Triton Knoll Cable
a better understanding of the project and any
Route impacts in conjunction with the published
potential for cumulative impacts with the TKES
proposals for the Viking Interconnector route.
works. However, at the present time there is no
information available that TKOWFL can use to
assess the potential for cumulative impacts.

N

Other
infrastructure

These two projects must not proceed independently
of each other, without the commissioning of detailed
cumulative EIA's by both developers', along with
further joint consultations.

The TKOWF and Viking connector projects are
independent of each other, with separate application
timelines. Given that no details were available about
the Interconnector project it has not been included in
the ES cumulative assessments and it is not feasible
for joint consultations to take place.

N

Consultation

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with the requirement of a statutory
consultation. The questionnaire, which was one part
of the consultation, was designed to obtain
community feedback on specific aspects of the
proposals, and in particular the mitigation proposals
for the onshore infrastructure. The locations of the
Formal objection to the proposed development on
substation, IEC and cable route have been subject
the grounds the public consultation does not comply
to previous consultation and the decisions on the
with the requirement of a statutory consultation. The
locations of the onshore infrastructure were made by
questionnaire does not allow for objection
TKOWFL having regard to the responses received
in those previous consultations. Section 7, Question
E of the questionnaire (“Do you have any other
comments on the consultation or our proposals?” )
allowed for all further comments on the scheme to
be submitted, including views on the principle of the
entire scheme.

N
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

RW01

AJW01

Consultee

Type

Mr R B Watson Letter

Miss A J
Watson

Letter

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Consultation

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with the requirement of a statutory
consultation. The questionnaire, which was one part
of the consultation, was designed to obtain
community feedback on specific aspects of the
proposals, and in particular the mitigation proposals
for the onshore infrastructure. The locations of the
Formal objection to the proposed development on
substation, IEC and cable route have been subject
the grounds the public consultation does not comply
to previous consultation and the decisions on the
with the requirement of a statutory consultation. The
locations of the onshore infrastructure were made by
questionnaire does not allow for objection
TKOWFL having regard to the responses received
in those previous consultations. Section 7, Question
E of the questionnaire (“Do you have any other
comments on the consultation or our proposals?” )
allowed for all further comments on the scheme to
be submitted, including views on the principle of the
entire scheme.

N

Consultation

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with the requirement of a statutory
consultation. The questionnaire, which was one part
of the consultation, was designed to obtain
community feedback on specific aspects of the
proposals, and in particular the mitigation proposals
for the onshore infrastructure. The locations of the
Formal objection to the proposed development on
substation, IEC and cable route have been subject
the grounds the public consultation does not comply
to previous consultation and the decisions on the
with the requirement of a statutory consultation. The
locations of the onshore infrastructure were made by
questionnaire does not allow for objection
TKOWFL having regard to the responses received
in those previous consultations. Section 7, Question
E of the questionnaire (“Do you have any other
comments on the consultation or our proposals?” )
allowed for all further comments on the scheme to
be submitted, including views on the principle of the
entire scheme.

N
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

MH01

RH01

Consultee

Mrs M Hadley

Mr R Hadley

Type

Letter

Letter

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Consultation

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with the requirement of a statutory
consultation. The questionnaire, which was one part
of the consultation, was designed to obtain
community feedback on specific aspects of the
proposals, and in particular the mitigation proposals
for the onshore infrastructure. The locations of the
Formal objection to the proposed development on
substation, IEC and cable route have been subject
the grounds the public consultation does not comply
to previous consultation and the decisions on the
with the requirement of a statutory consultation. The
locations of the onshore infrastructure were made by
questionnaire does not allow for objection
TKOWFL having regard to the responses received
in those previous consultations. Section 7, Question
E of the questionnaire (“Do you have any other
comments on the consultation or our proposals?” )
allowed for all further comments on the scheme to
be submitted, including views on the principle of the
entire scheme.

N

Consultation

TKOWFL do not accept that the consultation does
not comply with the requirement of a statutory
consultation. The questionnaire, which was one part
of the consultation, was designed to obtain
community feedback on specific aspects of the
proposals, and in particular the mitigation proposals
for the onshore infrastructure. The locations of the
Formal objection to the proposed development on
substation, IEC and cable route have been subject
the grounds the public consultation does not comply
to previous consultation and the decisions on the
with the requirement of a statutory consultation. The
locations of the onshore infrastructure were made by
questionnaire does not allow for objection
TKOWFL having regard to the responses received
in those previous consultations. Section 7, Question
E of the questionnaire (“Do you have any other
comments on the consultation or our proposals?” )
allowed for all further comments on the scheme to
be submitted, including views on the principle of the
entire scheme.

N
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

AC01

AC02

AC03

Consultee

Type

Anthony Collard Email

Anthony Collard Email

Anthony Collard Email

Topic Ref

Comment

General

It is not contested that the need exists for an IEC to
help to meet government targets for renewable
power, and note that this proposal is superior in
every way to the earlier one using a sub-station at
Welton le Marsh with overhead pylons to Bicker
Comments noted.
Fen. Our comments concern the execution of the
Marsh Lane scheme and how it might be tailored to
benefit rather than detract from the area, including
enabling the continued enjoyment of Boothby Hall
Estate by family members

Landscape,
Historic
Environment

Consultation

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Located 4km to the west of the suggested RWE site,
the Hall lies on a raised knoll, in a marshland
landscape of fields, woodland, copses and dykes
laid out for game shooting and farming many years
previously. There are far-reaching views over land
that falls away to East and South; this rural
ambience however can be disrupted in some
weather conditions by coastal development,
including Skegness Stadium.
The Hall is a Grade 2 Listed Building as of Historic
Importance described in more detail on the English
Heritage website and in Pevsner's Lincolnshire.
The Hall has been owned by the Fox-Robinson
family and their ancestors for over 250 years.

There are no significant impacts on Boothby Hall
arising from the scheme. TKOWFL's landscape
consultant visited Boothby Hall and the potential for
visual impact examined and discussed with Mr
Collard. There is no intervisibility and the scheme
will not intrude into any views of or from Boothby
Hall. This has not been included in the ES as no
impact was identified.

The lack of information at a useful scale was a
disappointment. We were unable to ascertain which,
if any, maps applied to Boothby - so please see
Maps were available at the exhibition.
below our own Ordnance Survey plan overlay of
Boothby's geographical context, scaleable from the
1km grid.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

N

N

Reference

AC04

Consultee

Type

Anthony Collard Email

Topic Ref

Noise

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Whilst the RWE representatives gave an assurance
that there were to be no sound emissions, this is
taken to mean relatively speaking. We would like
more evidence. In the writers experience where
there is electrical and/or mechanical vibration there
is potential for sound generation; this may be
pitched outside the human hearing range, but is
nevertheless disturbing to wildlife.
There was no acoustical data available on nocturnal
ambient noise levels at the site, important for
assessing the real effects of 24/7 operation.
There was no acoustical data available on the
electromechanical equipment which we presume is
yet to be specified.
Boothby nocturnal ambient noise levels are
infinitesimally low so any change to sound levels
during still conditions is perceived as critical and it
has the ability to travel some distance.
Tranquillity is part of the reason for the exceptionally
diverse wildlife here, For example 8 buzzards have
been spotted in the previous fortnight.
The public footpaths and bridleways that traverse
the estate are used by walkers, horse riders and
birdwatchers who enjoy the serenity of the mature
rural landscape.
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The methodology for determining ambient baseline
noise levels in the vicinity of the IEC was agreed
with (ELDC) prior to the monitoring exercise being
carried out. Long term measurements (over a period
of two weeks) were taken from 3rd to 16th June
2014, which was outside school holidays, with
additional short term measurements taken in the
evening and night of the 18th/19th June 2014. As
the precise layout and design of the IEC has not
been confirmed at this stage, the operational noise
assessment undertaken has been carried out on the
basis of a noise modelling exercise that has
assumed reasonable worst case scenario layouts.
Further information on the noise assessments and
results can be found in the Noise and Vibration
Chapter of the ES.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Reference

AC05

Consultee

Type

Anthony Collard Email

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Landscape

We understand that access and land acquisition for
the scheme will be arranged privately with relevant
landowners, as opposed to requiring Compulsory
Purchase Orders. We hope the precedent will not
act as a limit on the scope of extra landscaping work
which RWE, East Lindsey District Council and the
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust might wish to enact as a
community benefit, [and for which purposes a
£150,000 fund has been allocated]. For example,
we identify as a desirable community benefit the
need for mitigation of the urbanisation of the coastal
strip. Intrusive development [excluding offshore wind
turbines] is visible starkly on a clear day from the
Wolds AONB, from vantage points along the A1028,
Bluestone Heath Road, and other local roads that
descend to the coast. With several planning
applications for onshore wind farms pending,
screening is becoming an ever more urgent need.
Planners might consider a 'Maginot Line' of treeplanting, such as the route of the RWE cable
towards Boston, on the seaward side of which wind
turbine infrastructure is deemed more acceptable.
Other beneficiaries would include wildlife, whose
habitats have disappeared over large areas of the
treeless marshland to the east of Boothby, due to
the 20th century priority of farming with national selfsufficiency of food supplies in mind over wildlife
habitat preservation.

A consultation on a Community Investment Fund
was held by TKOWFL. The results of the
consultation will be posted on the TKOWFL website
in April/May 2015.

Page 11 of 21

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Reference

AC06

Consultee

Type

Anthony Collard Email

Topic Ref

Site selection

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

p.35 of the NTS refers to widths of tree-planting
borders around the IEC compound. The range of 30
to 40 metres width on three sides go some way to
addressing screening issues from those three
directions, [subject to the delay of 2 decades of tree
growth needed].
The plan proposal indicates that the tree-planting
border reduces to between 14 and 31 metres on the
fourth side of Marsh Lane for which there is no clear
justification.
We question that if servicing activities are to take
place involving vehicular activity, lighting etc., if
anything there would be a need for greater, not
lesser mitigation on Marsh Lane. Our attached
location plan shows how Boothby is impacted by the
Marsh Lane elevation.
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The SS&DR details the reasons that the IEC site
has been chosen. One of the key feedback
concerns was to prevent the urbanisation of the
landscape. For this reason TKOWFL has located the
IEC between existing structures (Skegness Stadium
and the grain store) following advice from ELDC.
TKOWFL has further limited the location of the main
building that will be required within the compound
(known as the “GIS building”) so it is in line with the
existing built development on Marsh Lane are far as
possible and minimises intrusion into the open
countryside. In order to accommodate this, the
landscape screening needs to be reduced slightly on
the northern side of the compound boundary
adjacent to Marsh Lane. Further information on this
is available in the LVIA chapter of the ES.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

Reference

AC06
(cont.)

Consultee

Type

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

We believe the IEC would be most advantageously
sited, as originally thought, on the North side of
Marsh Lane, in order to allow for:
1. Service frontage to be less visible from Boothby.
2. Bigger plot size [between the existing dykes] to
enable a denser tree planting scheme.
3. Proximity of inputs from potential wind farm, with
linked woodland mitigation measures [Caudwell
application under appeal].
4. Significant screening benefit looking from the
West/Wolds, of the Skegness Stadium with its
associated noise and light pollution.
5. Possibility for tree'd picnic areas adjacent to the
Stadium [in lieu of IEC] for enhanced
screening/nature/community use
What is not acceptable to the Trustees is that
Boothby might be adversely exposed to an
essentially industrial complex, and we respectfully
ask you to look again at the site location issues
outlined above.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

AC07

Consultee

Type

Anthony Collard Email

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Landscape

On light levels, RWE representatives indicated there
would be 24/7 security lighting, that would be subject
to directionality downwards to meet LA requirements
- specified retrospectively in the planning process. It
might be assumed therefore that the developer does
not intend to do more than the minimum necessary
to achieve planning consent. This fairly standard
approach has not worked well to protect the night
sky, now visible only in remoter locations.
Astronomers, artists and poets have praised
Lincolnshire's night-sky clarity and been historically
drawn to live here, a benefit to Lincolnshire life
which we hope will continue. We have noticed with
growing concern how the lighting at Skegness
Stadium has impacted the environment. The
Stadium's lighting solution, permitted around 2001,
was for lamp posts spreading generalised light over
track and stands which reflect and refract in the sky
whenever there is mist rain and low cloud off the fine
water droplets. This is a good example of the way
not to go.

RWE have committed to mitigating the effects of
artificial light and as such there will not be 24 hour
lighting of the IEC during the operational phase.
During periods where maintenance is required
during hours of darkness or in low level light
conditions, lighting will be operated by staff at the
entrance gate to allow safe access to the GIS
building. Further lighting around the site will be
zoned and operated by a manual switch and timers
will ensure it is switched off once the staff have
departed from site. An Outline Artificial Light
Emissions Plan is included in the application.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

Reference

Consultee

Type

Topic Ref

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

As part of the Planning Application, we would like to
see a technically and aesthetically resolved lighting
scheme brought forward to the Planning Committee
for consideration, and not dealt with by planning
conditions appended to a permission notice. In
design terms what the Trustees ask is that, if
driveways and/or pedestrian ways need permanent
illumination, bollard lighting at < 1m high be
specified to obviate the need for lamp posts entirely.
Security gates should only be illuminated when used
and not permanently left on; detectors can trigger
operation of these. If lighting is defined as a point of
need service, there is less wasted light and risks to
health and safety and/or security incursions into site
are no greater than when left permanently on [and
are subject to mandatory risk analysis anyway]. One
side benefit of smaller lights is that the majority
[perhaps all] lighting transducers can be low voltage
and therefore off-grid and powered by on-site
solar/wind generators from a local battery store. A
zero carbon approach would accord with the RWE
mission, and facilitate Smart power distribution via
the new high current capacity USB protocol, with
further remote control potential. To summarise, a
diagnostic approach with a minimalist solution may
suit all parties better than a blanket scheme
covering larger areas with higher than necessary
light levels.

AC07
(cont.)

AC08

Comment

Anthony Collard Email

Landscape

The necessity for screening already assumes that
the IEC will be visibly ugly, and concern over lighting
assumes it will be above-ground.
Rather than designing by public whim as in the
consultation questionnaire, it would be better to
hand responsibility to an architectural practice with a
successful track record on these projects.
A practitioner who has experience of infrastructure
architecture is Erick van Egeraat
[info@erickvanegeraat.com], London Office.
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As response to comment to AC02, no impact on
Boothby Hall identified. Detailed design of the
substation will not commence until after a consent
has been achieved.

N

Reference

TB01

TB02

TB03

MG1

Consultee

Type

Tony Boughen Email

Tony Boughen Email

Tony Boughen Email

Martin Goddard Email

Topic Ref

Comment

Project

I remain opposed to the construction of the substation on Bicker Fen for the reasons that I
submitted in the first round of consultation in 2013. I Comments noted.
do not believe the substation should be built in this
part of Lincolnshire

N

Traffic

I have read and considered your proposals
concerning the construction of this sub-station and
am mindful of the steps you have taken to mitigate
the impact on the locality. I note the proposal
concerning a haul road. The proper functioning of
this proposal - so that no related traffic passes
through the village of Bicker or uses Cowbridge
Road or any of the Droves nearer to the site - is
essential, should the substation be built. Screening
of the site by landscaping is also important.

Traffic impacts are assessed in the Traffic chapter of
the ES and will be enforced through a Traffic
Management Plan to be agreed with the relevant
local authority. An Outline TMP is included with the
application. Screening is considered in the LVIA
chapter of the ES and mitigation included in the
Outline LSEMP.

N

Consultation

I would have liked to complete the online
questionnaire that is advertised at
http://www.rwe.com/web/cms/en/2613920/rweinnogy/sites/wind-offshore/developing-sites/tritonknoll/electrical-system-consultation/ . However, I
cannot find it anywhere on the site.

TKOWFL responded to Mr Boughen noting that
there was an extension to the consultation for online
questionnaire responses until the 22 December
2014 and that the online questionnaire had been
made available on the TKOWFL website.

N

Cannot access the online questionnaire.

When TKOWFL checked the website it was
discovered there was an issue with the online
questionnaire (it was downloadable but not editable).
TKOWFL rectified the issue and contacted Mr
Goddard to let him know the problem had been
resolved and that online questionnaires would be
accepted until 22 December 2014. Mr Goddard had
some residual problems downloading the
questionnaire however he did eventually manage to
use the editable online questionnaire and submit it
by 22 December.

N

Consultation

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Page 16 of 21

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Reference

NL1

Consultee

Type

New Leake
Letter
Primary School

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Traffic

As governing body we are concerned about the
impact that additional transport passing the school
during the construction of the Triton Knoll Offshore
Wind Farm would have on the safety of the pupils at
our small rural primary school. As part of your
Transport Assessment Plan, we would request that
a Transport Condition be placed on any transport
passing the school in connection with the proposed
offshore wind farm. The road on which the school is
based is a country road and when parents are
parked at the side of the road dropping off and
collecting their children there is insufficient room for
large vehicles to pass by safely. We would request
that within the Transport Conditions that no transport
be allowed to pass by the school between the times
of 8.00 - 9.15 a.m. and between 3.00 p.m. - 4.45
p.m. to allow for the start and end of the school day,
drop off and collection times, which also includes the
Breakfast Club and After School Clubs.

An Outline Traffic Management Plan is included with
the application. Full TMPs will be developed and
submitted to the relevant highways authority before
construction commences.

AuC

Project Costs

How much will TKES cost?

TKOWFL sent a letter to Mr Grant on 3 November
outlining the broad costs of the TKES and TKOWF.
Mr Grant subsequently called TKOWFL on 4
November to discuss the letter and acknowledged
that TKOWFL had selected the cheapest route but
would prefer it if the cable went to the Humber.

N

Ian Grant

Exhibition
comment

EX2

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Landscape

Look at offsite screening east of Willoughby House
to screen for views from Little Hale.

EX3

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Landscape

Look into darkness in substation when it is not
manned, or do we need to keep a certain level of
lighting at all times?

EX1
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An LVIA methodology was agreed with statutory
consultees and set out in the LVIA ES Chapter.
Mitigation by screening is limited to the areas
immediately around the IEC and Substation.
Lighting in the Substation during the operational
phase of the project will only be required for
maintenance outages or emergency repairs
occurring at night. The lights will be directed
downward, and shielded to reduce glare outside the
facility.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

AuC

Reference

Consultee

Type

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Low Lane & High Lane
If cut those officially cut off from Burgh & would cut
off commercial kennels located on Low Lane.

The consultee is concerned that if both High Lane
and Low Lane to the south of Burgh le Marsh are
open cut at the same time, then local traffic coming
from the direction of Burgh le Marsh would have a
long round trip to access the kennels on Low Lane.
This concern will be addressed as part of a Traffic
Management Plan which will be developed by
TKOWFL and agreed with the local highways
authority in advance of commencement of
construction works. The requirement to complete
TMPs is secured through the need to agree a Traffic
Management Plan with the relevant local authority.

EX4

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Land

EX5

Alison Watson

Exhibition
comment

Consultation

EX6

Clive

Exhibition
comment

Land

EX7

Victoria Atkins

Exhibition
comment

Consultation

EX8

Mr Sylvester
(Huttoft Parish
Council)

Exhibition
comment

Site selection

EX9

Anon

Exhibition
comment

General

Contact for photos of sea defence construction @
Anderby

EX10

A E Yates

Exhibition
comment

General

Asked to be added to the TKOWFL supplier list

[Contact details deleted]
Ms Watson collected the documents at the
Ensure set of PEI documents are sent to Ms Watson
exhibition in Frithville
to display at Orby Village Hall.
TKOWFL has been in discussions with the solar
farm owners at JUWI about the cable route. The
Cable going through solar farm, Lincoln Farm in Irbycable easement does not affect the footprint of the
in-the-Marsh
solar farm approved by East Lindsey District
[Email address deleted]
Council on 20th October 2014 (Ref
S/020/02242/13).
Send an A3 printed map of the cable route &
The requested information was issued to Ms Atkins
landowner exhibition pack to
by TKOWFL.
[contact details deleted]

Wants to understand the reasons why Anderby
Creek and not Killingholme was selected for the
landfall.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

N

N

N

The reasons as to why Anderby Creek was selected
over Killingholme are set out in the ISAR.

N

Comments noted.

N

A E Yates Trenchless Solutions Limited was added
to the TKOWFL supplier list

N

Reference

EX11

EX12

EX13

EX14

EX15

Consultee

Anon

Mr Smith

Mr Eric Culpin

Type

Exhibition
comment

Exhibition
comment

Exhibition
comment

Mrs Diana
Wrisdale

Exhibition
comment

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Topic Ref

Land Use

EMF

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Haul road at IEC – compaction over 5yrs
construction work – restoration or prevention of
compacted farmland?

A Soil Management Plan will be prepared (as part of
the Code of Construction Practice) will be agreed
with the relevant planning authority in advance of
construction commencement. The Soil
Management Plan will address issues such as
compaction of soils.

Mr Smith, Brickyard House, Wainfleet Road, Irby in
Marsh, PE24 5AT
Distance from cable easement to his property?
Radiated emissions from 100KH to 30MH from
cables?
Construction timescale per sections of route?
(Solar Farm at Lincoln Farm Wainfleet Road is Juwi,
not RWE. Mr Smith was sure that the solar farm was
an RWE proposal.)

All equipment that generates, distributes or uses
electricity produces electric and magnetic fields
(EMF). This includes domestic mains appliances.
The equipment associated with the proposed
infrastructure connected with Triton Knoll would be
compliant with Government policy and public
exposure guidelines for EMF. Construction
timescales for each section of the route are not yet
decided.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

N

Land

A letter was issued by TKOWFL explaining that
where a TKOWFL cable easement crosses an
Cable easement crosses driveway – access for
existing residential access TKOWFL will ensure that
them to their house during construction – what
users of this access are given priority and that
options are available to maintain access (e.g. drilling access will be maintained. TKOWFL will liaise with
under, providing an alternative access etc).
the users of existing accesses to minimise
disruption.

AuC

Land

Access to land – location point 26.
There is a heronry at The Deeps, Wainfleet St Mary,
BTO Lane
Did TKOWFL carry out a helicopter survey?
Survey map for Deeps is incorrect.
Route allocation suggested at Bellwater Junction.
Can TKOWFL move Mrs Wrisdale from the property
due to noise from drilling?
Nearby schools – New Leake, William Lovell,
Stickney Primary, Toynton Primary. Visit to New
Leake to view school access suggested.
Revisit Fodder Dyke Bank to review suitability for
access.

TKOWFL carried out surveys as set out in the
Terrestrial Ecology chapter of the ES. This did not
include a helicopter survey. Traffic and access will
be agreed with the relevant local authority through
Traffic and Access Management Plans.

AuC

Land Use

Grainstone subsidence requirement for land
surveys, described as ‘sinking’.

Discussions on land qualities have been undertaken
by TKOWFL with landowners and will continue
through the examination phase and pre-construction
and construction phase.

AuC
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Reference

Consultee

Type

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

EX16

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Hydrology

Upsetting of dykes, risk of sewage flooding.

Flood risks are considered within the Flood Risk
Assessment submitted with the application and in
the Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter.

N

Potential electromagnetic fields from the electrical
circuits will comply with the International
Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection
(ICNIRP) recommended exposure limits for the
public, or those outlined by the appropriate EU
directive as in effect at the time.

N

EX17

Anon

Exhibition
comment

EX18

Kevin Brown

Exhibition
comment

EX19

Anon

Exhibition
comment

EX20

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Human Health Field strength from 200khz to 30mhz

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

- Supporting apprentices in the local area
- Contractors - bring in local people as far as
possible.

Comments noted

AuC

Traffic

Concerns of exiting haul road on to A road – ok for
turning off but need to ensure vehicles can join
safely.

Traffic is assessed in the Traffic chapter of the ES.
Access arrangements will be agreed with the local
highways authority in advance of their use.

AuC

Traffic

Sea Road – heavy traffic on unsuitable road
Traffic control measures
Busy road during holiday season – caravan parks

Traffic is assessed in the Traffic chapter of the ES.
Traffic measures are set out in the Outline Traffic
Management Plan. A full TMP for a particular area
will be agreed with the relevant local authority in
advance of work being carried out in that area.

AuC

Public footpaths have been assessed as part of the
Socio-economic ES chapter. All public rights of way
are considered in the chapter whether they are in
Public footpath to side of ‘Spindthrift’ off Sandy Lane
evidence on the ground or not. Traffic Management
– currently closed off by residents but Parish Council
Plans will be agreed with the relevant planning
close to getting it re-instated.
authority in advance of construction in that area.
High level communication proposals are set out in
the Outline Communications Plan in the application.

EX21

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Socioeconomic

EX22

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Socioeconomic

EX23

Anon

Exhibition
comment

Land Use

Pinfold Lane extends further as ‘highway’ than
appears on ground – owners of caravan park
Noted
assumed to have dug it up.
Potential uplift in land value to affected land owners Discussions are ongoing between TKOWFL and
to compensate?
landowners.

Key
Y = Yes
N = No
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AuC

N
N

Reference

Consultee

Type

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application

Page 21 of 21

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 5G: S47 Further correspondence
April 2015

Dear Sir or Madam,
Thank you for your consultation response email of 18 November 2014. The points raised in it are
being considered by TKOWFL along with all other comments received during the consultation period.
You do raise a number of points which we feel it is important to respond to.
For ease of reference we have responded against the numbering of the points made in your email.
1. Consultation questionnaire - TKOWFL do not accept that the recent consultation was either
deeply flawed or unacceptable with regard its format as you suggest. The questionnaire,
which was one part of the consultation, was designed to obtain community feedback on
specific aspects of the proposals, and in particular the mitigation proposals for the chosen
substation, IEC and landfall locations. As you are aware, the locations of the substation, IEC
and landfall locations have been subject to previous consultation and the decisions on the
locations of the onshore infrastructure were made by TKOWFL having regard to the
responses received in those previous consultations. TKOWFL is confident that it has
undertaken a fair, robust and inclusive consultation on the proposals for the electrical
system works.
TKOWFL of course understand that some local residents and landowners may not want the
Triton Knoll infrastructure located on or near their land or residences. Section 7, Question E
of the questionnaire (“Do you have any other comments on the consultation or our
proposals?”) allowed for all further comments on the scheme to be submitted, including
views on the principle of the entire scheme. In addition to responding to the questionnaire
and the consultation residents and landowners will, of course, able to express their views
with regard to the principle of the scheme and the site selection work undertaken to the
Planning Inspectorate (PINs) after the application for development consent is submitted.
2. Inadequate consultation - For the reasons set out above, TKOWFL do not agree with the
assertion that the consultation was flawed.
3. Minor adverse effects / Not Significant - This is standard terminology used in all
Environmental Impact Assessments and is not meant to imply that there will be no effects
on particular receptors. TKOWFL has included mitigation measures within the
Environmental Statement which will be followed during construction to reduce, where
possible, potential impacts on individual landowners and occupiers.
6. Potential cumulative impact with Viking Interconnector – The Viking Interconnector project
is not in any way linked to the Triton Knoll project, and is being developed by a different
company, National Grid Interconnector Holdings Ltd. TKOWFL only became aware of the
Viking project during the electrical system consultation at the end of 2014. We have
contacted National Grid with regard to the project and we will continue to liaise with them
in order to gain a better understanding of the project and any potential for cumulative
impacts with the electrical system works. However, at the present time there is no
information available that TKOWFL can use to assess the potential for cumulative impacts. If
information becomes available in sufficient time in advance of the Triton Knoll electrical
system (TKES) application for development consent then this information will be used to
inform the cumulative impact assessment submitted as part of the EIA for the project.
7. Joint consultation / EIA with Viking Interconnector - The TKOWF and Viking connector
projects are independent of each other, with separate application timelines. Given that the

Triton Knoll electrical system application is to be submitted in early Q2 2015 and there are
presently no details available about the Interconnector project, it is therefore not feasible
for joint consultations to take place. As noted above TKOWFL will monitor the progress of
the Viking Interconnector proposal and if information becomes available in sufficient time in
advance of the TKES application for development consent then this information will be used
to inform the cumulative impact assessment submitted as part of the EIA for the
project. We would also expect that National Grid will make use of the available information
on the TKES in any consultations and applications for consent which they may make in the
future.
In the introduction to your email you state that you represent the majority of impacted landowners
and occupiers along the length of the proposed route. TKOWFL would like to emphasise that our
staff and land agents (Ardent) are in communication with all identified landowners along the route
and appreciate any additional information and comments that landowners and occupiers wish to
make either directly or through the Triton Knoll Cable Group. It is however difficult for TKOWFL to
properly respond to issues raised when we are not provided with details of the individual
landowners concerned or any specific concerns regarding the location of the onshore
infrastructure. If you are able to provide us with this information we would be happy to discuss any
specific concerns of landowners. TKOWFL has been and continues to work with landowners to
reduce any effects the project may have on their land.
Please do not hesitate to contact us at the above email address should you wish any clarification of
the above points and of course individual landowners can continue to comment directly to Ardent
and/or via their own land agents.
Best regards,
Triton Knoll Project Team
RWE Innogy UK
From: Contact TKCG [mailto:reply.tkcg@outlook.com]
Sent: 18 November 2014 16:31
To: Triton Knoll Inbox
Subject: RWE Triton Knoll Electrical System Consultation

Dear Sirs,
This email is a formal response by The Triton Knoll Cable Group to RWE's preapplication Electrical System consultation commencing 15 October - 19 November 2014.
The Triton Knoll Cable Group represents the majority of impacted landowners and occupiers
along the length of the proposed
route landing at Anderby within the boundary of East Lindsey District Council, to the
proposed site of the Bicker substation located on land within Boston Borough Council
jurisdiction.
Triton Knoll Cable Group has also received consistent feed back from the communities and
community representatives along the cable route notably at Anderby, Orby and Bicker, who
have confirmed their positions with regards to RWE's proposal.

This communication must be regarded as an initial response at this stage ahead of any full
planning application to the Secretary of State, and takes the form of the following key
statements listed numerically below.
1. After considering feed back from impacted parties within the communities Triton Knoll
Cable Group finds that the consultation questionnaire issued by RWE is deeply flawed and
unacceptable in the prescribed format.
a) Whilst accepting that the proposal comprises of many component parts which RWE may
consider require responses, the overall content comprising of restrictive the pre framed
questions, seriously restrict the respondents responses to create the potential of a
predetermined outcome, initiated and progressed by the developer.
b) The selection of the sample questions within the 7 sections are extremely limited to
minor in several cases inane detail,. e.g.
in section 3, this is limited to types of screening planting and the design and external colour
scheme of the IEC & substation.
c) Section 7 The Consultation, this section is totally unacceptable in that there is no obvious
question inviting the respondent to either support or object to the proposal or to enable the
respondent to outline any reasons for objecting to the proposal.
2. TKCG consider this negates the validity of this consultation and submits that the
process has failed to be open and even handed and RWE cannot be considered to have met
the requirements of the pre -application consultation process in full.
Therefore TKCG assert that this flawed consultation by definition is deemed to be
inadequate and by necessity should be 'struck out' and reconvened.
3. TKCG have initially assessed the proposed Preliminary Environmental Information and
Non Technical Summary and at this juncture considers that the EIA Outcomes and Key
Conclusions of the Assessments Summary Tables (Table 17-1 to Table 17-12) contained
within Volume 2 Chapter 17 totally lacks credibility.
The submitted repetitive conclusions of Not Significant throughout these tables clearly
demonstrate and highlight a consistent dismissive approach by stating 'No additional
mitigation measures are proposed beyond embedded mitigation measures'
An example of RWE's consistent assessment approach can be clearly demonstrated in
the Access field:
Access Minor adverse, which is Not Significant.
No additional mitigation measures are proposed beyond embedded mitigation measures.
Minor adverse Not Significant

5. TKCG confirm that full detailed representations will be submitted to the Secretary of State
as a active party within the
examination and hearing stage of the DCO application. TKCG will be seeking Rule 6 Status at
the appropriate point within the planning schedule.
6. Triton Knoll Cable Group is now aware of a letter published by Ofgem detailing initial
proposals for the Viking Denmark to Bicker Interconnector route. This raises the serious
issue of potential cumulative impacts particularly at Bicker Fen.
TKCG strongly assert that there is now an imperative to consider both of the Triton Knoll
Cable Route impacts in conjunction with the published proposals for the Viking
Interconnector route.
7. These two projects must not proceed independently of each other,
without the commissioning of detailed cumulative EIA's by both developers', along
with further joint consultations.
Conclusion:
Triton Knoll Cable Group formally submits a holding strong OBJECTION to the proposed
cable route and will make further representations in due course.
Reply by email reply.tkcg@outlook.com
or by post
Triton Knoll Cable Group
Farmers Row
Baumber
Lincolnshire
LN9 5NE

Anthony Collard
Boothby Hall Estate
Welton Le Marsh
Spilsby
Lincolnshire
PE23 5TE

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone:
E-mail: tritonknoll@rwe.com

23rd January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Collard,
Thank you for Boothby Hall’s comprehensive response to the Section 42
consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19th November 2014.
We hope that the visit by our Historic Environment Consultant Andy Towle and
his colleague went some way to addressing some of your concerns. This letter
sets out our response to the remaining issues that you have raised. Apologies for
the slight delay in sending this response.
Noise
The methodology for determining ambient baseline noise levels in the vicinity of
the Intermediate Electrical Compound (IEC) was agreed with East Lindsey
District Council (ELDC) prior to the monitoring exercise being carried out. Long
term measurements (over a period of two weeks) were taken from 3rd to 16th June
2014, which was outside school holidays, with additional short term
measurements taken in the evening and night of the 18th/19th June 2014.
As the precise layout and design of the IEC has not been confirmed at this stage,
the operational noise assessment undertaken has been carried out on the basis
of a noise modelling exercise that has assumed reasonable worst case scenario
layouts.
Further information on the noise assessments and results can be found in
Volume 2, Chapter 15, Noise and Vibration Chapter on the enclosed CD with the
results reported in Volume 4, Annex 15.1.
We will continue to liaise with the Environmental Health Officers at ELDC on
potential noise impacts and suitable mitigation measures.
Community Benefits
The community benefit funding consultation is being carried out separately to our
statutory consultation and will run from 27th January 2015 to 26 February 2015.
Questionnaires will be available on our website www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll
with further information in our January newsletter. We would welcome any
comments you may have on the allocation of this fund in that consultation.
...

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I
www.rweinnogy.com/u
k
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
Registered in England
and Wales no. 2550622
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Site plan and Screening
The Site Selection and Design Report, available on our website under Electrical
System Consultation, details the reasons that the IEC site has been chosen. One
of the key feedback concerns was to prevent the urbanisation of the landscape.
For this reason we have located the compound in between existing structures
(Skegness Stadium and the grain store) following advice from East Lindsey
District Council and we have limited the location of the actual building that will be
required within the compound (known as the “GIS building”) so it is in line with the
existing built development on Marsh Lane are far as possible and minimises
intrusion into the open countryside. In order to accommodate this, the landscape
screening needs to be reduced slightly on the northern side of the compound
boundary adjacent to Marsh Lane. Further information on this is available in
Volume 2, Chapter 6, Landscape and Visual and Annex 6.2 on the enclosed CD.
Lighting
RWE have committed to mitigating the effects of artificial light and as such there
will be no 24/7 lighting of the IEC during the operational phase. During periods
where maintenance is required during hours of darkness or in low level light
conditions, lighting will be operated by staff at the entrance gate to allow safe
access to the GIS building. Further lighting around the site will be zoned and
operated by a manual switch and timers will ensure it is switched off once the
staff have departed from site.
We will continue to liaise with ELDC on potential impacts of light pollution and
suitable mitigation measures. An artificial light emissions plan will be included in
our application.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:

Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 5H - Additional Organisations Issued Newsletters Under
s47
April 2015

Bridlington and Flamborough Fishermen's Association
Greater Fish Merchants Association
North Norfolk Business Forum (Fisheries Round Table)
Venture Seafoods Ltd
Bassetlaw Council
Borough Council of Kings Lynn and West Norfolk
Cambridgeshire County Council
East Northamptonshire Council
Fenland District Council
Leicestershire County Council
Lincoln City Council
Melton Borough Council
Newark and Sherwood Council
Norfolk County Council
North East Lincolnshire Council
North Kesteven District Council
North Lincolnshire Council
Northamptonshire County Council
Nottinghamshire County Council
Peterborough City Council
Rushcliffe Council
Rutland County Council
South Holland District Council
South Kesteven District Council

2

West Lindsey District Council
Royal National Lifeboat Institution
Ministry of Defence
Amber Hill Parish Council
Bicker Parish Council
Candlesby with Gunby Parish Council
Carrington and New Bolingbroke Parish Council
Cumberworth Parish Council
Donington Parish Council
East Keal Parish Council
Fishtoft Parish Council
Great Steeping Parish Council
Heckington Parish Council
Ingoldmells Parish Council
Kirton Parish Council
Little Hale Parish Council
Old Leake Parish Council
Partney & Dalby Parish Council
Skegness Town Council
Skendleby Parish Council
Spilsby Town Council
Stickford Parish Council
Swineshead Parish Council
Tonyton All Saints Parish Council
Toynton St. Peter Parish Council
Welton le Marsh Parish Council

3

West Keal Parish Council
Bratoft Parish Council
Wainfleet St Mary Parish Council
Ashby with Scremby Parish Council
Ashley's Field
CLA East (Country Land & Business Association)
Croft (airfield)
East Lindsey Flood & Drainage Group
Eastern Inshore Fisheries & Conservation Authority (EIFCA)
Great Hale Parish Council
Greater Lincolnshire Nature Partnership
Halton Holegate Parish Council
National Farmers' Union (Boston Branch)
National Farmers' Union (Spalding Branch)
National Farmers' Union (Spilsby branch)
North Eastern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority
(NEIFCA)
RSPB
SMart Wind Limited
Iain Gray
Darren Kenyon
Jim Walker
Matt Overton
Gary Redshaw
Friends of The Earth Lincolnshire
Greenpeace UK

4

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 6A: S42 Consultees (non-landowner)
April 2015

Captain Phil Cowling

Mrs Margaret Boughton

ABP Humber

Addlethorpe Parish Council

PO Box1, Port House

The Willows

Humber Estuary Services

Mill Road

Northern Gateway

Addlethorpe

Hull

Skegness

HU9 5PG

Lincolnshire
PE24 4TB

Mrs J Barnes

Ms Kath Hayes

Amber Hill Parish Council

Anderby Parish Council

21 Sea Lane

23 Washdyke Lane

Butterwick

Mumby

Boston

Alford

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE22 0HG

LN13 9JY

Anglian Water

Mr J.V. Ranyard

Anglian House

Ashby with Scremby Parish Council

Ambury Road

Beck House Farm

Huntingdon

Ashby by Partney

Cambridgeshire

Spilsby

PE29 3NZ

Lincolnshire
PE23 5RN

Bassetlaw Council

Bicker Parish Council

Queen's Buildings

Chapters

Potter Street

Northorpe Road

Worksop

Donington

Nottinghamshire

Spalding

S80 2AH

Lincolnshire
PE11 4XX

Mrs L Croft

Mr Andrew Scott

Bilsby & Farlesthorpe Parish Council

Black Sluice Internal Drainage Board

Pathfinders

Planning and Technical Officer

Sea Road

Station Road,

Anderby

Swineshead

Skegness

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE24 5XZ

PE20 3PW

Mr Paul Edwards
Boston Borough Council

Bridlington and Flamborough
Fishermen's Association

Municiple Buildings

39 Rope Walk

West Street

Bridlington

Boston

Bridlington

Lincolnshire

East Riding of Yorkshire

PE21 8QR

YO15 2QY

British Gas Pipelines Limited

Ms Angela Johnson-Coccia

Millstream

Burgh Le Marsh Town Council

Maidenhead Road

The Council Chambers

Windsor

Market Place

Berkshire

Burgh Le Marsh

SL4 5GD

Skegness
Lincolnshire
PE24 5JW

Cambridgeshire County Council

Mrs D Dobson

Box CC1213

Candlesby with Gunby Parish Council

Shire Hall

The Grange

Castle Hill

Asby by Partney

Cambridge

Spilsby

Cambridgeshire

Lincolnshire

CB3 0AP

PE23 4RG

Mrs Victoria Clark

Central Networks East Plc

Carrington and New Bolingbroke Parish
Council

Westwood Way

2 Frith Bank

Coventry

Frithville

West Midlands

Boston

CV4 8LG

Westwood Business Park

Lincolnshire
PE22 7BA
Holly Drake

Mr Michael Green QFSM

Centre for Environment, Fisheries &
Aquaculture Science

Chapel St Leonards Parish Council

Pakefield Road

Ancaster Avenue

Lowestoft

Chapel St. Leonards

Suffolk

Skegness

NR33 0HT

Lincolnshire

Parish Council Office

PE24 5SL

Mrs Joann Greer

Mrs Sally-Ann Dowley

Croft Parish Council

Cumberworth Parish Council

Mill Farm Cottage

Trevelyan Cottage

Leagate Road

Willoughby Road

Gipsey Bridge

Cumberworth

Boston

Alford

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE22 7DA

LN13 9LF

Ms Diane Fairweather

Mrs Libby Martin

Donington Parish Council

East Keal Parish Council

Chapters

Rambles

Northorpe Road

Fen Lane

Donington

East Keal

Spalding

Spilsby

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE11 4XX

PE23 4AY

Mr David Loveday

Ms Molly Turner

East Lindsey District Council

East Lindsey Flood & Drainage Group

Tedder Hall

Tedder Hall

Manby Park

Manby Park

Louth

Manby

Louth

Louth

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

LN11 8UP

LN11 8UP

East Midlands Ambulance Service NHS
Trust

Tim Allen

Trust Headquarters

44 Derngate

1 Horizon Place

Northampton

Mellors Way

Northampton

Nottingham Business Park

Northamptonshire

Nottingham

NN1 1UH

East Midlands English Heritage

NG8 6PY
East Midlands Forestry Commission

Ms Judith Stoutt

Sherwood Office District Office
Edwinstowe

Eastern Inshore Fisheries &
Conservation Authority (EIFCA)

Mansfield

6 North Lynn Business Village

Nottinghamshire

Bergen Way

NG21 9JL

Kings Lynn
Norfolk
PE30 2JG

Eastville, Midville & New Leake Parish
Council

Energetics Electricity Limited

Clandew

114 Cadzow Street

Midville Lane

Hamilton

Stickney

South Lanarkshire

Boston

ML3 6HP

Silverwells House

Lincolnshire
PE22 8DW
Energetics Gas Limited

Dr Chris Pater

International House

English Heritage

Stanley Boulevard

Eastgate Court

Hamilton International Technology Park

195-205 High Street

Glasgow

Guildford

Glasgow

Surrey

G72 OBN

GU1 3EH

English Heritage

Ms Annette Hewitson

44 Derngate

Environment Agency

NN1 1UH

Waterside House
Waterside North
Lincoln
Lincolnshire
LN2 5HA

ESP Connections

ESP Electricity Limited

Hazeldean

Hazeldean

Station Road,

Station Road,

Leatherhead

Leatherhead

Surrey

Surrey

KT22 7AA

KT22 7AA

ESP Netoworks Ltd

ESP Pipelines Ltd

Hazeldean

Hazeldean

Station Road,

Station Road,

Leatherhead

Leatherhead

Surrey

Surrey

KT22 7AA

KT22 7AA

Mrs E.M. Bark

Mrs K L Partridge

Firsby Group Parish Council

Fishtoft Parish Council

2 Liams Way

144 Fishtoft Road

Wainfleet

Boston

Skegness

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE21 0BS

PE24 4LG
Mr Phil Barlow

Mrs Noreen Evison

Friends of The Earth Lincolnshire

Friskney Parish Council

15 Third Avenue

52 Schools Lane

London

Old Leake

W3 7RT

Boston
Lincolnshire
PE22 9NJ

Frithville & Westville Parish Council

Fulcrum Pipelines Ltd

24 Granville Avenue

2 Europa View

Wyberton

Sheffield Business Park

Boston

Sheffield

Lincolnshire

S9 1XH

PE21 7BY

Mrs Sally Tarry

Mrs E.M. Bark

Great Hale Parish Council

Great Steeping Parish Council

15 Millers Way

2 Liams Way

Heckington

Wainfleet

Sleaford

Skegness

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

NG34 9JG

PE24 4LG

Greater Lincolnshire Nature Partnership

Greenpeace UK

Banovallum House

Canonbury Villas

Horncastle

London

Lincolnshire

N1 2PN

LN9 5HF

Grimsby Fish Merchants Association

GTC Pipelines Limited Energy House

Wharncliffe Rd

Woolpit Business Park

Grimsby

Woolpit

North East Lincolnshire

Bury St Edmunds

DN31 3QJ

Suffolk
IP30 9UP

Mrs Christine Newton

Laura Evans

Halton Holegate Parish Council

Health and Safety Executive

32 Newtown

NSIP Consultations

Spilsby Road

5.S.2 Redgrave Court

Lincolnshire

Merton Road

PE23 5LE

Bootle
Liverpool
L20 7HS

Parish Clerk

Ms Jenny Young

Heckington Parish Council

Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire

Council Chambers

The Old School

St Andrews Street

Cameron Street

Sleaford

Heckington

Lincolnshire

Sleaford

NG34 9RE

Lincolnshire
NG34 9RW

Highways Agency Historical Railways
Estate

Mrs D Enderby

Highways Agency Historical Railways
Estate

28 Stones Close

Hudson House
Toft Green
YORK
YO1 6HP

Hogsthorpe Parish Council
Hogsthorpe
Skegness
Lincolnshire
PE24 5NZ

Mrs J Welbourn

Mrs M Sylvester

Holland Fen with Brotheretoft Parish
Council

Huttoft Parish Council

Willow Farm

Mumby Road

New York

Alford

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

LN13 9RF

LN4 4XR

Wood Farm

Mr Iain Gray

Independent Pipelines Limited

2 Stanley Gardens

Ocean Park House

Bridlington

East Tyndall Street

East Riding of Yorkshire

Cardiff

YO16 7EP

South Glamorgan
CF24 5GT

Independent Power Networks Limited

Mr M Allen

Ocean Park House

Ingoldmells Parish Council

East Tyndall Street

Council Offices

Cardiff

Skegness Road

South Glamorgan

Ingoldmells

CF24 5GT

Lincolnshire
PE25 1NL

Mrs E.M. Bark

Mr Jim Walker

Irby In the Marsh Parish Council

Habertoft Farm

2 Liams Way

Habertoft

Wainfleet

Alford

Skegness

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

LN13 9NU

PE24 4LG
Joint Nature Conservation Committee

Captain Barry Guyton

Inverdee House

King's Lynn Conservancy Board

Baxter Street

Port of Boston

Aberdeen

St Anne's Port

City of Aberdeen

North Street

AB11 9AQ

King's Lynn
Norfolk
PE30 2EU

Captain John Lorking

Ms Belinda Buttery

King's Lynn Port

Kirton Parish Council

Harbour Office

Spring Cottage

Common Staithe

Asperton Road

King's Lynn

Wigtoft

Norfolk

Boston

PE30 1L

Lincolnshire
PE20 2PS

Ms Kathy Roberts

LCC Highways East

Langriville Parish Council

LCC Highways Depot

Ebony

Manby Middlegate

Armtree Road

Grimoldby

Langrick

Louth

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE22 7AQ

LN11 8SU

LCC Highways South
Municipal Buildings

Leicester and Lincolnshire NHS Local
Area Team

West Street

Fosse House

Boston

6 Smith Way

Lincolnshire

Grove Park

PE21 8QR

Enderby
Leicestershire
LE19 1SX

Leicestershire County Council

Mr Phil Hughes

Leicester

Lincolnshire County Council

Leicestershire

Witham Park House
Waterside South
Lincoln
Lincolnshire
LN5 7JN

Lincolnshire Fire and Rescue Services

Lincolnshire Wolds AONB

Headquarters

Lincolnshire Wolds Countryside Service

South Park Avenue

Navigation Warehouse

Lincoln

Riverhead Road

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

LN5 8EL

LN11 0DA

Mr Andrew Dale *

Ms Debbie Scott

Lindsey Marsh Internal Drainage Board

Little Hale Parish Council

Nottingham Road

9 Forum Way

Melton Mowbray

Sleaford

Louth

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

NG34 7FF

LE13 0UL

Mrs E.M. Bark

LNG Portable Pipeline Services Ltd

Little Steeping Council

Cadarache

2 Liams Way

Bere Court

Wainfleet

Pangbourne

Skegness

Reading

Lincolnshire

Berks

PE24 4LG

RG8 8HT

Mr Andrew Souter
Marine Management Organisation

Marine Management Organisation
(Eastern Region)

Lancaster House

Estuary House

Hampshire Court

Wharncliffe Road

Newcastle Upon Tyne

Grimsby

NE4 7YH

Lincolnshire
DN31 3QL

Maritime and Coastguard Agency

Margaret Kowalewska

Navigation Safety Bay 2-4
Spring Place, 105 Commercial Place

Maritime and Coastguard Agency
Navigation Safety Branch

Southampton

Bay 2/04, Spring Place

Hampshire

105 Commercial Road

SO15 1EG

Southampton
Hampshire
SO15 1EG

Mr M Overton

Melton Borough Council

Darley House Yard

Nottingham Road

High Street

Melton Mowbray

Burgh Le Marsh

Melton Mowbray

Lincolnshire

Leicestershire

PE24 5JT

LE13 0UL

Ministry of Defence

Ms Kath Hayes

Defence Estates

Mumby Parish Council

Kingston Road

23 Washdyke Lane

Sutton Coldfield

Mumby

West Midlands

Alford

B75 7RL

Lincolnshire
LN13 9JY

National Farmers' Union
Agriculture House

National Farmers' Union (Boston
Branch)

Stoneleigh Park

63 Wide Bargate

Stoneleigh

Boston

Warwickshire

Lincolnshire

CV8 2TZ

PE21 6SG

National Farmers' Union (Spalding
Branch)

National Farmers' Union (Spilsby
branch)

Springfields

High St

Spalding

Spilsby

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE12 6ET

PE23 5JH

National Grid
Plant Protection

National Grid Electricity Transmission
(NGET)

Block 1, Floor 2

National Grid House

Brick Kiln Street

Warwick Technology Park

Hinckley

Gallows Hill

Leicestershire

Warwick

LE10 0NA

Warwickshire
CV34 6DA

National Grid Gas Plc (NTS)

National Grid Gas Plc (RDN)

National Grid House

National Grid House

Warwick Technology Park

Warwick Technology Park

Gallows Hill

Gallows Hill

Warwick

Warwick

Warwickshire

Warwickshire

CV34 6DA

CV34 6DA

National Trust (East Midlands Regional
Office)

Ms Claire Ludgate

Clumber Park Stable Yard
Worksop

Lincolnshire Coast, Marshes and Marine
Team

Worksop

Mail Hub Block B

Nottinghamshire

Whittington Road

S80 3BE

Worcester

Natural England

Worcestershire

Natural England (Lincoln)

Clinton Dorrington

Ceres House

Nene Ports Authority

2 Searby Road

Nene Ports Authority

Lincoln

Harbour Office

Lincolnshire

Harbour Square

LN2 4DT

Wisbech
Cambridgeshire
PE13 3BH

Network Rail (CTRL) Ltd

Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd

Kings Place

Kings Place

90 York Way

90 York Way

London

London

Greater London

Greater London

N19AG

N19AG

NHS Lincolnshire East Clinical
Commissioning Group

NHS Lincolnshire West Clinical
Commissioning Group

Corporate Offie

Lincoln

Cross O'Cliff

Lincolnshire

Bracebridge Heath
Lincoln
Lincolnshire
LN4 2HN
Norfolk County Council

North East Lincolnshire Council

County Hall

Origin Two

Martineau Lane

2 Origin Way

Norwich

Grimsby

Norfolk

North East Lincolnshire

NR1 2SG

DN37 9TZ

Ms Teri Young

North Kesteven District Council

North Eastern Inshore Fisheries and
Conservation Authority (NEIFCA)

Kesteven Street

Town Hall

Lincolnshire

Bridlington

NG34 7EF

Yorkshire
YO16 4LP

Sleaford

North Lincolnshire Council
Civic Centre
Ashby Road
Scunthorpe
North Lincolnshire
DN16 1AB

North Norfolk Business Forum (Fisheries
Round Table) North Norfolk
Shellfishermen's Association/Well
Merchants Place
16 Church Street
Cromer
Norfolk
NR27 9ES

North Sea Regional Advisory Council

Northamptonshire County Council

Cammach Business Centre

County Hall

Greenbank Road

Northampton

East Tullos

Northamptonshire

Aberdeen

NN1 1ED

Scotland
AB12 3BN
Nottinghamshire County Council

Mrs Joann Greer

4th Floor County Hall

Old Leake Parish Council

County Hall

Mill Farm Cottage

West Bridgford

Leagate Road

Nottingham

Gipsey Bridge

Nottinghamshire

Boston

NG2 7QP

Lincolnshire
PE22 7DA

Ms Kath Hayes

Ms C.F. Chapman

Orby Parish Council

Partney & Dalby Parish Council

23 Washdyke Lane

Hillcrest

Mumby

Spilsby Road

Alford

Partney

Lincolnshire

Spilsby

LN13 9JY

Lincolnshire

Peterborough City Council

PE23 4PF
Mr Andy Lawrence

Town Hall

Port of Boston

Bridge Street

Port of Boston

Peterborough

Boston

Peterborough

Lincs

PE1 1HF

PE21 6BN

Captain Robert Smith

Public Health England

Port of Wells

NSIP Team

West Quay

133-155 Waterloo Road

Wells Next The Sea

London

Norfolk

SE1 8UG

NR23 1AT

Quadrant Pipelines Limited

Royal Mail Group

Ocean Park House
East Tyndall Street

Group Communications Royal Mail
Group

Cardiff

00 Victoria Embankment

South Glamorgan

London

CF24 5GT

EC4Y 0HQ

Mr Simon Pryce
Royal National Lifeboat Institution

Royal Society for the Protection of Birds
(Norwich)

RNLI Headquarters

Eastern England Regional Office

West Quay Road

Stalham House

Poole

65 Thorpe Road

Dorset

Norwich

BH15 1HZ

Norfolk
NR1 1UD

Rutland County Council

Mrs E Spikings

Catmose

Sibsey Parish Council

Oakham

Roman Bank Lodge

Rutland

Powell Street

LE15 6HP

Boston
Lincolnshire
PE21 0BT

Mr Steve Larner

Mr R Loosley

Skegness Town Council

Skendleby Parish Council

Skegness Town Hall

Tumbleweed

North Parade

Skendleby

Skegness

Spilsby

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE25 1DA

PE23 4QA

South Holland District Council

South Kesteven District Council

Council Offices

St. Peters Hill

Priory Road

Grantham

Spalding

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

NG31 6PZ

PE11 2XE

Parish Clerk

SSE Pipelines Ltd

Spilsby Town Council

55 Vastern Road

Franklin Hall

Reading

Halton Road

Berkshire

Spilsby

RG1 8BU

Spilsby
Lincolnshire
PE23 5LA
Mr J Spencer

Mrs E.L. Arnold

Stickford Parish Council

Stickney Parish Council

Waverley

Crookes Cottage

Hagnaby Lane

Wrangle Bank

Keal Cotes

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE23 4AL

PE22 9DL

Mrs Natalie Grant

The Canal and River Trust

Swineshead Parish Council

PSCC

Swineshead Parish Office

Peel's Wharf

Swineshead Pre School Centre

Lichfield Street

North End, Swineshead

Fazeley, Tamowrth

Boston

Staffs

Lincolnshire

B78 3QZ

PE20 3LZ
The Coal Authority

The Crown Estate Commissioners

200 Litchfield Lane

The Crown Estate

Berry Hill

16 New Burlington Place

Mansfield

London

Nottinghamshire

Greater London

NG18 4RG

W1S 2HX

The Electricity Network Company
Limited

The Gas Transportation Company
Limited Energy House

Energy House

Energy House

Woolpit Business Park

Woolpit Business Park

Woolpit

Woolpit

Bury St Edmunds

Bury St Edmunds

Suffolk

Suffolk

IP30 9UP

IP30 9UP

The Highways Agency
Lateral

The National Health Service
Commissioning Board

8 City Walk

NHS England

Leeds

PO Box 16738

West Yorkshire

Redditch

LS11 9AT
B97 9PT

Mr A. Potter

Mrs E.M. Bark

Thornton Le Fen Parish Council

Thorpe St Peter Parish Council

Fenland View

2 Liams Way

13 Castlegate

Wainfleet

Gipsey Bridge

Skegness

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE24 4LG

PE22 7BS
Mrs Sarah Knowles

Mrs S.L. Knowles

Tonyton All Saints Parish Council

Toynton St. Peter Parish Council

24 Granville Avenue

24 Granville Avenue

Wyberton

Wyberton

Boston

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE21 7BY

PE21 7BY

Trinity House

Utility Grid Installations Limited

Tower Hill

Mount Stuart House

London

Mount Stuart Square

Greater London

Cardiff Bay

EC3N 4DH

Cardiff
South Glamorgan
CF10 5FQ

Venture Seafoods Ltd

Mrs Jan Ward

39 Rope Walk

Wainfleet All Saints Town Council

Bridlington

Two Jayes

Bridlington

Rumbold Lane

East Riding of Yorkshire

Wainfleet

YO15 2QY

Lincolnshire
PE24 4AB

Mrs Jan Ward

Welton le Marsh Parish Council **

Wainfleet St Mary Parish Council

East Lindsey District Council

Two Jayes

Tedder Hall

Rumbold Lane

Manby Park

Wainfleet

Louth

Lincolnshire

Louth

PE24 4AB

Lincolnshire
LN11 8UP

Parish Clerk

West Lindsey District Council

West Keal Parish Council

Guildhall

18, Old Boston Road

Marshalls Yard

Coningsby

Gainsborough

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

LN4 4SZ

DN21 2NA

Western Power Distribution (Lincoln)
Cross O Cliff

Western Power Distribution(East
Midlands) Plc

Bracebridge Heath

Avonbank

Lincoln

Feeder Road

Lincolnshire

Bristol

LN4 2HN

Bristol
BS2 0TB

Ms Kath Hayes

Mr Andy Carrott

Willoughby with Sloothby & Claxby St
Andrew Parish Council

Witham Fourth District Internal Drainage
Board

23 Washdyke Lane

47 Norfolk Street

Mumby

Boston

Alford

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE21 6PP

LN13 9JY

* The Consultation documents for Lindsey Marsh Internal Drainage Board (LMIDB) were
originally sent to incorrect address. This was corrected and the documents were received by
LMIDB on 4th November 2014. The deadline for their response was extended.
** We were unable to confirm Welton le Marsh Parish Council’s address as no contact details
were listed on their website. Consultation documents were sent to the address of East Lindsey
District Council addressed to Welton le Marsh Parish Council.

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 6B: PINS s46 notification acknowledgement letter
April 2015

3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol, BS1 6PN

Customer Services: 0303 444 5000
e-mail: enquiries@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
SN5 8ZT

Our Ref: EN020019
Date: 23 October 2014

Dear Mr Hain,
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) – Section 46 and The Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as
amended) – Regulation 6
Proposal by Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited for an Order Granting
Development Consent for the Triton Knoll Electrical System
Acknowledgement of receipt of information concerning proposed application
Thank you for your letter of 13 October 2014 and the following documentation:
1. The Consultation Documents comprising:
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) Volumes 1-4
PEI Supporting Documents Volume 5

Design Considerations Document

Outline Traffic Management Plan

Outline Code of Construction Practice
Draft Order Limit Plans Volume 6
PEI Non-Technical Summary
Consultation Signpost Document
Consultation Questionnaire
2.
3.
4.
5.

Form of notice under section 48;
Sample letters to section 42 consultees;
List of persons consulted under section 42; and
Statement of Community Consultation

I acknowledge that you have notified the Planning Inspectorate of the proposed
application for an order granting development consent for the purposes of section 46
of the PA2008 and supplied the information for consultation under section 42. The
following reference number has been given to the proposed application, which I would

www.planningportal.gov.uk/infrastructure

be grateful if you would use in subsequent communications:
EN020019
I also acknowledge notification in accordance with Regulation 6 of the Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended) that
you propose to provide an environmental statement in respect of the proposed
development, as stated in section 3.2.11 of your Environmental Impact Assessment
Scoping Report dated 19 March 2014.
Please keep us accurately informed of your timetable and any changes that occur.
Once you have prepared draft documents we are able to provide technical advice, in
particular on the draft development consent order, explanatory memorandum, the
consultation report and any draft HRA. You may therefore wish to build this into your
timetable.
In the meantime, you may wish to have regard to the guidance and legislation
material provided on our website including the Infrastructure Planning (Fees)
Regulations 2010 (as amended) and associated guidance, which you will need to
observe closely in establishing the correct fee to be submitted at the successive
stages of the application process.
When seeking to meet your pre-application obligations you should also be aware of
your obligation under the Data Protection Act 1998 to process personal data fairly and
lawfully.
If you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely

Kathryn Powell
Kathryn Powell
Infrastructure Planning Lead
Kathryn.Powell@pins.gsi.gov.uk
Tel: 0303 444 5065

Advice may be given about applying for an order granting development consent or making representations about an
application (or a proposed application). This communication does not however constitute legal advice upon which you can
rely and you should obtain your own legal advice and professional advice as required.
A record of the advice which is provided will be recorded on the Planning Inspectorate website together with the name of the
person or organisation who asked for the advice. The privacy of any other personal information will be protected in
accordance with our Information Charter which you should view before sending information to the Planning Inspectorate.

www.planningportal.gov.uk/infrastructure

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 6C: S42 Comments (non-landowner) - offshore
April 2015

Key
Y = Yes
N = No
AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application

Appendix 6C s42 Comments - Offshore
Comm Ref Consultee

M_COP1

M_COP2

M_COP3

Conoco
Phillips

Conoco
Phillips

Conoco
Phillips

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Other Marine
Users

COP require all available detail on proposed offshore
locations and contact points of cable crossings. COP must
be able to fully consider all possible implication & ensure
satisfactory mitigations are in place for the contd safety and
integrity of COP lines & infrastructure. Crossings should be
kept to a minimum through bundling or other appropriate
methods. COP require that crossing needs to beat or as
close to 90 degrees to pipeline as per PD8010-2 with
sufficient separation between cable & pipelines: exact
requirements are dependent on current type, the pipe and
condition present at crossing location. Details will need to be
finalized in crossing/proximity agreements.

Pipelines and pipeline crossings are considered in the
baseline and impact assessment sections of ES Volume 2
Chapter 10. Pipeline crossings continue to be discussed
with Conoco Phillips and relevant statements of common
ground are included in Volume 4 of the ES.

Other Marine
Users

RWE has yet to determine whether they will be using HVAC
or HVDC currents. This is crucial to COP as current leakage
levels & possible impacts with regards to cathodic protection ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 describes the Rochdale Envelope
are vital to integrity of COP lines. At this time…. It is
('worst case scenario') for the TK Electrical System, which
impossible to specific with certainty the exact required
assumes up to six HVAC export cables.
distance depending on the exact configuration of the cabling
& its proximity to the COP lines.

N

Other Marine
Users

COP must be able to assess proximity of wind farm
construction and maintenance operations to it's
infrastructure to determine if any additional protection
measures will be required. COP requires a buffer zone of
sufficient size (min 500 m either side) with restricted access
within that zone and ltd to the cable crossings and certain
controlled marine activity. Marine assurance must be carried
out for any vessel proposed operating within 500m zone.
The exceptions being i) at the locations of export cable &
inter array cable crossings and ii) vessels engaged in the
construction & operating phases of the wind farm
development. COP require that any vessel entering the
buffer zone is also covered by the Crossing/Proximity
Agreements to be put in place.

N

1 of 41

Details of the planned offshore cable infrastructure are
provided in ES Volume 2 Chapter 1. Pipelines and pipeline
crossings are considered in the baseline and impact
assessment sections of ES Volume 2 Chapter 10, including
working assumptions on the likely O&M phase impacts.

AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

M_COP4

M_COP5

Conoco
Phillips

Conoco
Phillips

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Other Marine
Users

Any proposed agreements will require review & acceptance
by the other infrastructure owners on behalf of who COP
operate. Agreements will typically include clauses referring
to Liability regime, AC/DC determination, performance
standards, proper notification and consultation alongside
completion of pre and post construction survey/inspections.

Comments noted

N

Other Marine
Users

Reiterate desire for more detail from RWE on the export
route cables & inter array cabling. This is critical to allow us
time to consider & assess required mitigation measures.
Request meeting at earliest convenience.

Conoco Philips request for more detail and meetings is
acknowledged. The detail requested is not available at this
stage of the project but will be provided in advance of
construction. Discussions between TKOWL and Conoco
Philips are ongoing.

N

All available information regarding extents of peat habitat is
presented within the baseline section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 4 and in the benthic and intertidal baseline
documents that have been agreed within the EIA Evidence
Plan Offshore Ecology Review Panel

Y

Comments noted

N

Available information regarding extents of peat habitat is
presented within the baseline section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 4, and the impact assessment articulates
assumptions made about the habitat distribution. The worst
case assumption made within the ES is that the peat/clay
outcrops form a continuous layer rather than discrete units.
Micrositing is not thought to be feasible within this area as a
result of the uncertainty between continuous/discrete and as
a result a precautionary worst case assumption has been
adopted.

Y

M_EA1

Environment Benthic
Agency
Ecology

BAP habitat: Peat and Clay Exposures with Piddocks - this
BAP habitat includes areas of peat and clay exposures with
existing OR historical evidence of piddock activity. The PEIR
indicates that this habitat was found in the intertidal and nearshore subtidal environment and that the expected magnitude
of the impact on this habitat from cable laying and sediment
deposition would be ‘Very Low’. Given the scarcity of this
habitat nationally, the magnitude of the impact could be
considered to be much greater if the area impacted was
considered not in absolute terms, but as a proportion of the
locally available habitat. We would therefore be grateful if
you could advise what this proportion is?

M_EA10

Environment
WFD
Agency

The findings of the scoping report are supported and as
such no further assessment of estuarine and coastal water
bodies is necessary, as stated in paragraph 1.2.1.

M_EA2

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Environment Benthic
Agency
Ecology

Also, does the peat run as a continuous layer under the soft
sediments or is it present as discrete units? If present as
discrete areas, have you considered adjusting the route of
the cable to avoid this BAP habitat?

2 of 41

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Environment Benthic
Agency
Ecology

Chalk Bedrock at or Near Seabed Surface - the PEIR
indicates that there is an area of chalk at or near the seabed
along approximately 5km of the cable route. In respect of
this could you please provide further information on the
following: Is this mostly under a relatively thin layer of soft
sediment, or is this mostly exposed with attached epifauna
(is there any evidence of a stable chalk reef here)?

Available information regarding benthic habitat distribution is
provided in the baseline section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 4,
and in ES Volume 4 Annex 4.1, the latter having been
agreed with the EIA Evidence Plan Offshore Ecology Review
Panel

Environment Benthic
Agency
Ecology

Would the extent of any chalk plume arising from cable
ploughing and mechanical trenching in this area extend
beyond the 5km buffer zone indicated as being the zone of
impact along the cable corridor? Does the nature of this
plume differ in terms of optical properties or settlement
compared to any silts or fine sands liberated from jetting in
other areas? If so, what are the implications?

The impact assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 4
and 5 (benthic and fish) and Chapter 2 (physical
environment have been updated to clearly articulate the
differences between methodologies and the associated
increase in suspended sediment concentration

Y

Environment Benthic
Agency
Ecology

Pre- and Post-Construction Monitoring - if there are any
requirements for impacts monitoring on the intertidal and
subtidal benthos then the information presented in the PEIR
is, on its own, unlikely to be suitable for this. More focussed
data collection utilising a BACI (Before/After, Control/Impact)
approach would be more appropriate.

Monitoring plans are not discussed within the ES. Provision
is made within the draft dML for appropriate survey designs
to be agreed with the MMO in consultation with other bodies
as appropriate

N

M_EA6

Environment Benthic
Agency
Ecology

Editorial Comments - Table 8.1 (Volume I Chapter 8) would
be easier to interpret if another symbol was used to denote
inclusion in the cumulative impacts assessment. ‘X’s have
the potential to be interpreted as not included in the
assessment. The same applies to Table 9.10 in Volume I
Chapter 9.

All Xs have now been changed for ticks.

Y

M_EA7

Environment Benthic
Agency
Ecology

Table names require updating as 8.1, 8.2 and 8.3 in Volume
I Chapter 8 are duplicated.

Table numbering updated in ES

Y

M_EA8

Environment Physical
Agency
Processes

Table 10.2 - channelling in the Chalk aquifer has been
scoped out as this will only occur offshore, not onshore, so
we have no comments to make on this.

Comments noted

N

Comm Ref Consultee

M_EA3

M_EA4

M_EA5

Topic Ref

3 of 41

AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

M_EA9

Environment
WFD
Agency

M_EH1

EH

Marine
Archaeology

M_EH10

EH

Marine
Archaeology

M_EH11

EH

Marine
Archaeology

M_EH2

EH

Marine
Archaeology

EH

Marine
Archaeology

M_EH3

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comment
The Humber Lower estuarine and Lincolnshire/South
Yorkshire coastal water bodies were screened and scoped
using Clearing the Waters in Appendix 6.1 of the document
‘Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report Volume
1 Chapters and Appendices. March 2014’
Paragraph 15.15 – final bullet point: The Crown Estate
Protocol for Archaeological Discoveries: for Offshore
Renewables Projects has recently been revised was
republished in 2014.
The paragraphs under “Environmental assessment:
cumulative impact” are noted, such as the matters that are
considered relevant in terms of indirect or direct physical
affects, as well as any implications to the setting of heritage
assets, and we have no further comment to offer at this
stage.
We noted that this chapter did not refer to the following
publication, which is of relevance: Plets R., Dix J. and Bates
R. (2013) Marine Geophysics Data Acquisition, Processing
and interpretation – Guidance Notes. Published by English
Heritage, product code: 51811
We note and appreciate the attention given to Historic
Seascape Characterisation in the assessment of how the
proposed project may change perceptions of spatially
identified historic character throughout the proposed marine
development area.
Paragraphs 15.63 and 15.64 – we concur with the
statements made in these paragraphs regarding further geoarchaeological assessment and we must stress the
importance of the accompanying method statements, which
are required to support the intended programme of analysis,
to be included within any archaeological Written Scheme of
Investigation prepared for this proposed project.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comments noted

N

The reference has been updated in the Scope and
Methodology section of the ES Chapter.

Y

Comments noted

N

Reference has been made to this document within the ES
Chapter.

Y

Comments noted

An outline WSI has been drafted (doc ref 8.12); outline
method statements to inform the development of further geoarchaeological assessments are included within that
document.

AuC

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Topic Ref

Comment
Paragraphs 15.103 (marine receptors array) and 15.106
(marine receptors ISA) – the information contained within
these paragraphs (and accompanying tables) is noted and
should directly inform the further planning of this proposed
project. For example, we note the statement made in
paragraph 15.133 and the potential of direct impacts on
three known wreck sites (Ref: HA2, HA22 and HA43).

M_EH4

EH

Marine
Archaeology

M_EH5

EH

Marine
Archaeology

M_EH6

EH

Marine
Archaeology

M_EH7

EH

Marine
Archaeology

The outline WSI (doc ref 8.12) mitigates direct effects on
known wreck sites as well as other anomalies of high
medium or uncertain archaeological potential. The outline
WSI includes detail regarding the location and extent of
archaeological exclusion zones (AEZs) and explains the
process to review the current list of AEZs in the light of
subsequent geo-archaeological assessments being
completed.
The paragraphs under “Embedded Mitigation” require
The Embedded Mitigation section of the ES has been
attention as follows: · Paragraph 15.120 – given the
updated to clarify that data from further geo-physical and
statement made regarding placement of export cable(s)
geo-technical surveys will inform appropriate mitigation
“…anywhere within a 1.6km corridor…” it is essential that the through the final project design. Further detail regarding the
archaeological written scheme of investigation detail the
methodology of these surveys and how they will inform
survey methodologies to be applied to inform final design of design so as to provide mitigation for archaeological features
this proposed project.
is provided in the outline WSI (doc ref 8.16)
Paragraphs 15.121 to 15.124 – the attention given to the
identification and use of either Temporary Exclusion Zones
is important, but it must also be made clear that all spatial
The outline WSI (doc ref 8.12) includes the methods by
data regarding the identification of any (Temporary)
which archaeological exclusion zones will be implemented
Exclusion Zone(s) is to be detailed within all relevant project and monitored.
documentation to inform all relevant phases of construction,
operation, maintenance and decommissioning.
Paragraphs 15.125 is to be revised as follows within an
Environmental Statement (ES) – “A WSI and PAD will be
prepared, in consultation with English Heritage, for the
offshore works to include method statements and
The Embedded Mitigation section of the ES has been
procedures to support the identification and subsequent
updated.
management of any features that appear to be of
archaeological interest, or importance, that are discovered
prior to any phase of construction or are discovered during
any phase of construction, operation or maintenance.”

5 of 41

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Y

Y

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

M_EH8

M_EH9

EH

EH

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Marine
Archaeology

Paragraph 15.126 is to be revised as follows within any ES –
“The WSI will ensure compliance with relevant legislation
and policy and will be finalised and agreed in consultation
with the Marine Management Organisation, in accordance
with any Development Consent Order (including Deemed
Marine Licences) secured for this project. The scope and
The Embedded Mitigation section of the ES has been
delivery of the WSI will be in place to ensure that preupdated.
construction site investigation works are designed to deliver
adequate information to inform the development of
appropriate mitigations, including the final design of the
electricity export cable installation programme such as any
exclusion zones.“;

Y

Marine
Archaeology

Paragraph 15.131 is to be revised as follows within any ES –
“Subject to these investigations further appropriate mitigation
strategies will be agreed with English Heritage including an
agreed programme of publication of results and deposit of
The Embedded Mitigation section of the ES has been
the project archive in accordance with all professional
updated.
standards.” This amendment is of particular relevance given
the statement made in paragraph 15.155 regarding the
recognition given to site investigations that contribution to
“our growing knowledge of these palaeo-landscapes.”

Y
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Comm Ref Consultee

M_EIFCA1 EIFCA

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
0

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Commercial
Fishing

1.1 The role of Eastern IFCA. The role of the Eastern IFCA
(the Authority) is “to lead, champion and manage a
sustainable marine environment and inshore fisheries” in our
district which extends from the Humber to Harwich, and six
nautical miles (nm) out to sea. Our comments relate to the
Triton Knoll export cables development from the point of
cable landfall at Anderby Creek out to a distance of 6 nm
within our district. 1.2 Use of the relevant marine plan. In all
consultation responses, the Authority assesses applications
Comments noted
(and pre- applications) according to their adherence with
policies detailed in the relevant marine plan, as directed
under section 58(1) of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
2009 (MaCAA). In the case of the Authority’s district, the
relevant plans are the East Inshore and East Offshore
Marine Plans (EMP), and we consider whether proposed
developments will have a positive, negative or negligible
effect on plan policies related to the IFCA vision to “manage
a sustainable marine environment and inshore fisheries."

N

Commercial
Fishing

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) There is the potential during
construction for (temporary) loss of access to beam trawling
grounds within 3 nm for fisheries targeting pink and brown
shrimp and loss of access to mussel prospecting grounds.
The ephemeral nature of seed mussel beds means that their
occurrence is unpredictable, so when they do occur they
provide highly significant opportunities to local fisheries;
seed mussel is a scarce but valuable resource in this region.
Both shrimp and mussel are important fisheries activities in
the district; therefore, we caution the conclusion of
‘negligible’ impacts to these respective fisheries within the
PEI and recommend re-consideration of the assessment

Y
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Figure 8-13 in ES Volume 2 Chapter 8 shows the available
information on mussel bed location, and the baseline section
of the same chapter provides information on shrimp and
mussel fishing activities in the area. Further context has
been added with regards to the importance of the fishery, but
the outcome/assessment has not changed

Comm Ref Consultee

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
1

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
2

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
3

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Commercial
Fishing

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) Construction activity may
constrain potting closest to the cable corridor, which could
lead to displacement and increased gear interactions. Based
on recent experiences within The Wash and along the
Norfolk coastline, we would encourage direct dialogue with
affected fishermen to minimise disruption during preconstruction works, construction and any future maintenance
works along the cables.

ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 describes the construction time
period (12 months over 2 years), and the impact assessment
section in Volume 2 Chapter 8 describes relevant mitigation
inclusive of regular dialogue.

AuC

Commercial
Fishing

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) Jet trenching and avoidance
of large trenches with associated spoil mounds would be the
Authority’s preferred option for cable installation. Also, every Cable installation methods (including burial depths and
effort should be made to achieve the target depth of 1.5
installation of cable protection where relevant) are described
metres to ensure sufficient burial under the sandy, mobile
in ES Volume 2, Chapter 1.
substrate and reduce the need for extra cable protection in
the future.

AuC

Commercial
Fishing

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) Gear snagging and impacts
from the potential use of secondary cable protection should
be re-considered in more detail once more is known about
the potential type and likely locations requiring cable
protection. A full assessment of the volume and potential
impacts of the chosen method of cable protection must be
undertaken in order to prevent large areas of additional
cable protection being placed along the cable routes and
posing a snagging risk, or significantly disrupting fisheries
present in the area.

AuC
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The maximum footprint of cable protection is covered in ES
Volume 2 Chapter 1, and potential impacts thereof on fishing
vessels in the impact assessment section of Volume 2
chapter 8.

Comm Ref Consultee

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
4

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
5

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
6

Topic Ref

Commercial
Fishing

Fish and
Shellfish

Commercial
Fishing

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comment
1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) We welcome the inclusion of
standard mitigation measures, such as the issuing of Notices
to Mariners and a Fisheries Liaison Representative to keep
fisheries stakeholders notified of the works and to facilitate
direct engagement with those impacts by the works. Eastern
IFCA’s experience with other offshore wind energy
developments has been that the establishment of a
commercial fisheries working group can be beneficial to aid
communication between the developer and affected
fishermen. The Authority participates in these groups as a
neutral observer and is willing to offer this service should it
be required in the case of the Triton Knoll project.
2.3 Fish spawning and nursery areas (FISH2) As described
in section 2.2 of this response, the Authority recommends
that further consideration should be given to those spawning
and nursery habitats in its district that are likely to be
affected by the installation and operation of the offshore
export cables.
1.1
Cumulative Environmental Impacts (ECO 1)
Displacement of fishing activity during export cable
installation, the temporary loss of access to traditional fishing
grounds along the export cable corridor, and increased
steaming times for fishing vessels during the instatement of
export cables are all presented in Table 12.14 of Volume 1,
Chapter 12 as negligible. It should be noted that if project
time-scales were delayed, there is potential for increased
temporal overlap and thus compounding of displacement
and exclusion impacts with other offshore wind farm
developments within this part of the Southern North Sea,
including the construction works within Triton Knoll wind farm
array.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

This comment is noted in the consultation table in ES
Volume 2 Chapter 8, confirming that consultation with the
fisheries industry will be ongoing.

AuC

Spawning and nursery habitats are fully considered within
Volume 1, Chapter 9: Fish and Shellfish Ecology. A detailed
description of the spawning and nursery habitats of relevant
fish and shellfish receptors has been agreed within the EIA
Evidence Plan (doc ref 8.16 Annex A-008-20-06-14)

AuC

ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 describes the construction period
(12 months over 2 years), and the cumulative impact
assessment in ES Volume 2 Chapter 8 covers potential
overlap with other ongoing / planned activities and measures.

AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
7

Commercial
Fishing

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
8

Nature
Conservation
Designations

M_EIFCA1
EIFCA
9

General

M_EIFCA2 EIFCA

Benthic
Ecology

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comment
Cumulative Environmental Impacts (ECO 1) Furthermore,
spatial fishing restrictions exist within the Inner Dowsing,
Race Bank and North Ridge Special Area of Conservation
(IDRBNR SAC), and additional restrictions could be
introduced within the timescale of Triton Knoll construction
works, which could again increase spatial pressure on
fishing activities in this vicinity and should be considered
within the cumulative impacts assessment. The Authority is
able to provide further information on these restrictions, if
required.
The marine protected area network (MPA1) Volume 1,
Chapter 11 identifies a number of protected sub/features of
the Wash and North Norfolk Coast European Marine Site as
well as the IDRBNR SAC that may be impacted by the
proposal. We defer to Natural England for comments
regarding the potential for assessment under the Habitat
Regulations.
Overall, we are generally satisfied with the format of the PEI
and appendices, but advise that the applicant updates the
draft environmental statement (ES) to consider the
comments provided in our response to the PEI. Our
comments may be subject to change if any new information
about the proposed works is presented during the preapplication process. We welcome continued engagement
during the pre-application stage and look forward to having
sight of the draft ES and draft DCO.
1.1
Biodiversity and species of conservation concern
(BIO1) Potential Ross worm (Sabellaria spinulosa) reef has
been identified along mid sections of the cable corridor and
so the inclusion of a pre-construction Annex I habitat survey
is welcomed.
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ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 describes the construction period
(12 months over 2 years), and the cumulative impact
assessment in ES Volume 2 Chapter 8 covers potential
overlap with other ongoing / planned activities and measures.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

Comments noted

N

Comments received on the PEI are covered in the
consultation tables in ES chapters, with links to relevant
paragraphs / other chapters where comments have been
addressed in the text.

Y

This commitment has been made within embedded
mitigation considerations

AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

M_EIFCA3 EIFCA

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Topic Ref

Comment

Commercial
Fishing

1.1
Biodiversity and species of conservation concern
(BIO1) As identified in Volume 1, Chapter 12, the export
cables are likely to coincide with overwintering grounds for
brown crab (Cancer pagurus) and lobster (Homarus
gammarus). These are important species for the inshore
potting fisheries; therefore, the conclusion that permanent
No proposals for monitoring have been included within the
habitat loss due to the presence of cable protection and
ES however suitable provision is made within the draft dML
pipeline crossings will be ‘negligible’ should be re-considered
in the PEI. This is particularly as the applicant has not
included any proposals for pre-and post-construction fish
and shellfish monitoring to validate the assessment
predictions.

M_EIFCA4 EIFCA

Commercial
Fishing

M_EIFCA5 EIFCA

Commercial
Fishing

M_EIFCA6 EIFCA

Recreational
Angling

1.1
Biodiversity and species of conservation concern
(BIO1) In addition, there is the potential for cumulative
effects on shellfish species, including crab and lobster, as a
result of long term habitat loss from a number of
developments in this part of the North Sea, including other
offshore wind farm export cables and aggregate extraction
activity. The conclusion that potential cumulative impacts are
of low significance should be caveated as the spawning and
nursery habitats of brown crab and lobster in inshore areas
have not yet been fully quantified.
1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) The Authority is satisfied
with the level of consultation with commercial and
recreational fishing stakeholders who may be impacted by
the proposed works. We also welcome the applicant’s
commitment to continue engaging with fisheries
stakeholders as part of the Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) process for the Development Consent
Order (DCO) application.

AuC

The cumulative impact assessment section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 5 addresses this potential impact, and the baseline
section provides the available information on shellfish
spawning and nursery grounds which has been agreed
within the EIA Evidence Plan Offshore Ecology Review
Panel as appropriate.

Y

Comments noted

N

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) Volume 4, Annex 7.2
presents an up-to-date and relevant baseline of recreational TKOWFL welcomes the EIFCA's confirmation that the
fishing activities within the local study area that has informed baseline is up to date and relevant.
socio- economic assessments for the proposed works.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Comm Ref Consultee

M_EIFCA7 EIFCA

M_EIFCA8 EIFCA

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Commercial
Fishing

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) A detailed baseline
characterisation of commercial fishing activities within the
inshore area of the defined ‘local study area’ has been
presented in Volume 3, Annex 12.1, and referenced in
Volume 1, Chapter 12. A wide range of relevant data
sources have been utilised, including the EIFCA’s ‘Fisheries
Mapping Project’ and consultation directly with EIFCA.

Comments noted

Commercial
Fishing

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) To enhance the baseline
characterisation including landings, the Authority
recommends the inclusion of additional data sources that
capture the scale of inshore fishery activity, such as the
authority’s own area officer reports (part of our quarterly full
authority meeting papers). We are happy to discuss this with
the applicant in more detail where required.

The baseline section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 8 discusses
the available information on fisheries landings that informed
the impact assessment. No additional data was available
regarding the baseline as the available data had already
been considered and the data supplemented by other
inshore fisheries data sources, including from local MMO
officers.

M_EIFCA9 EIFCA

Commercial
Fishing

M_MCA1

MCA

Shipping &
Navigation

M_MCA2

MCA

Shipping &
Navigation

Shipping &
Navigation

M_MCA3

MCA

1.1
Fishing activity (FISH1) The cockle beds at Haile
Sands and Donna Nook are currently closed, subject to
Authority byelaw XXIV. Whilst the bed is located outside of
the cable route, the Authority wishes to highlight that fishing
activities within the cockle beds could potentially coincide in
the future with construction and/or maintenance of the
cables. Therefore, the cockle beds should be considered
within the EIA.
The mitigation measures described in paragraph 13.66 and
Table 13-14 of the Volume 1 Chapter 13 Shipping and
Navigation – Preliminary Environmental Information Report
are welcomed.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

AuC

The baseline section in ES Volume 2 Chapter 8 describe
fishing activities within the area.

Y

Comments noted

N

We look forward to seeing the Cable Burial Index to confirm
burial depths.

Reference to CBI is included in the consultation, mitigation
and impact assessment sections of ES Volume 2 Chapter 9.

N

Where cable burial is not possible and consented cable
protection works are required, the MCA would accept a
maximum of 5% reduction in surrounding depth referenced
to Chart Datum. We would welcome any mitigation
discussions if 5% is not possible in any sections of the cable
route.

Potential reduction in depth is presented in the impact
assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 9 with
consultation responses noted within the appropriate section
of that chapter.

AuC
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Comm Ref Consultee

M_MMO1

MMO

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

DCO/dML

We would request that prior to submission of the application
to the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) the applicant, Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (TKOWFL) enter into
discussions with the MMO on the content of the draft
Development Consent Order (DCO) and deemed marine
licences (DML) to ensure that, where possible, issues are
resolved prior to submission of the application.

Consultation on the draft DCO and DML has taken place
with MMO in advance of submission of the application.

Y

Data sources for shellfish landings, including caveats and
uncertainties, are covered in the scope and methodology
section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 8.

Y

Data sources for fisheries landings, including caveats and
uncertainties, are covered in the scope and methodology
section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 8.

AuC

M_MMO10 MMO

Commercial
Fishing

M_MMO11 MMO

Commercial
Fishing

It should be noted that the MMO landings data for shellfish
are also sourced from Monthly Shellfish Activity Returns
(MSAR), as part of the shellfish restrictive licence scheme
introduced in 2004. All fishing vessels under 10m length
fishing for brown crab, lobsters, crawfish, velvet crabs,
spider crabs and green crabs are required to fill in these
monthly activity forms. Vessels 10m and over continue to fill
in the EU logbooks. In 2009 the MMO landings data went
back to solely using the buyers and sellers data. Any
changes in landings for the species mentioned above seen
during 2006 (when MSAR data was officially incorporated
into the landings data) and 2009 should be considered with
care.
It should be noted that in addition to the landings data
limitations described in 4.1.2, Vessel Management System
(VMS) data is only currently available for the over 15m fleet.
This compounds the data limitations for the under 10m fleet
and makes consultation with industry and the local Inshore
Fisheries and Conservation Authority (IFCA) and the MMO
particularly important.
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Comm Ref Consultee

M_MMO12 MMO

M_MMO2

MMO

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

DCO/dML

Paragraph 1.1 states that “The outline CoCP will set out key
management measures that will form the basis for
discussions with Boston Borough Council, East Lindsey
District Council, Lincolnshire County Council and interested
members of the community regarding the approach that will
be taken by TKOWFL to managing the potential
environmental impacts of construction and limiting the
Volume 2, Chapter 1, presents the relevant area of intertidal
disturbance from construction activities”. It should be noted
construction with reference to MHWS as defined by MMO.
that the MMO will be required to sign off all offshore works,
and the applicant must ensure that no works in the intertidal
area commence prior to sign off of the construction plan by
the MMO. It is understood that an overlap exists between the
onshore and offshore schemes, so care must be taken to
ensure that the MMO is made aware of all works below
mean high water springs (MHWS).

N

Physical
Processes

Volume 1, Section 6.146 and Table 6-10 - The maximum
adverse scenario is assessed in Table 6-10. One of the
potential operational phase effects is the change to
hydrodynamic, wave and sediment transport processes
resulting from the use of cable protection. It is stated that the
maximum area of cable protection would be 261,189 m2.
Details on how this figure was calculated should be included
along with the maximum length of cable that may be
protected. It would be helpful to include the percentage of
predicted cable protection (as provided in the Commercial
Fisheries Chapter) to give these figures some relative
context.

Y
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Maximum adverse scenario figures are provided in ES
Volume 2 Chapter 1. Potential impacts arising from the use
of cable protection s are considered in the impact
assessment section of ES Volume 2 within the relevant
chapters. All chapters have been updated to included
reference to volume of material in addition to spatial extent.

Comm Ref Consultee

M_MMO3

M_MMO4

M_MMO5

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

MMO

Physical
Processes

These details need to be understood for the potential
impacts to be adequately assessed and to provide
confidence in the prediction of a minor impact. Such
assessment is particularly important given the dynamic
The ES includes an assessment of sea bed preparation,
nature of the seabed in parts of the cable corridor, as
including in areas of sand waves.
indicated by the presence of mobile sand waves. The impact
of bed preparation for cable burial in areas of sand waves
should also be assessed.

Y

MMO

Benthic
Ecology

Volume 1, Section 8 – A figure showing the secondary
impact zone (i.e. spring tidal excursion ellipse distances, as
in Vol 1, Figure 6-2) within the benthic discussion should be
included.

Y

Fish and
Shellfish

Volume 1, Section 9 - A spring spawning population of
herring have been described in The Wash and extending up
to the mouth of the Humber. The exact spawning locations
have not been clearly delineated and therefore the degree of A paragraph to this effect has been added to ES Volume 2
Chapter 5.
interaction will remain uncertain. A short paragraph
describing the potential for herring spawning to occur during
the spring as well as during the autumn should be included
in the full Environmental Statement (ES).

MMO
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The cumulative impact assessment section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 4 includes a figure illustrating the potential extent of
sediment plumes arising from the development.

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

M_MMO6

MMO

Fish and
Shellfish

M_MMO7

MMO

Fish and
Shellfish

M_MMO8

M_MMO9

MMO

MMO

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comment
Volume 1, Section 9, Figure 9-6 – It is not clear what is being
presented here in terms of the unit of herring larval
abundance. The usual way to display relative abundance for
larvae is numbers per metre squared (n/m2). The values in
this figure do not seem to equate to any of the figures found
in the text. A clarification regarding the figures used or a
signposting to where in the International Herring Larvae
Survey (IHLS) 2014 document this data is taken from should
be provided.
Volume 3, Annex 9.1, Section 3.5.3 states “Indeed during 10
years of IHLS surveys, herring larvae have rarely been
recorded south of 54̊ North despite frequently sampling as
far south as the TKOWF site.” However, from Figure 9-6
(Volume 1, Chapter 9) it can be seen that herring larvae
were caught south of 54̊ North in all six of the years
presented from 2007 to 2012, and in some years with
relatively high abundance. This statement should be
removed from the text or a more detailed explanation given
as to why the statement has been made.

A clarification has been added to a paragraph in ES Volume
2 Chapter 5.

Y

The text of the ES Volume 2 Chapter 5 has been amended
to reflect this comment.

Y

Fish and
Shellfish

Volume 1, Section 9.4.7 –The specific fishing gear used
during the Cefas surveys should be specified when
Two paragraphs have been added to Volume 2 Chapter 5 to
discussing the species caught. Towed gear is not effective at
provide the detail requested in this comment.
sampling most of the commercial shellfish species and this
could explain the lack of shellfish species in these surveys.

Commercial
Fishing

Short term impacts, such as the displacement of potters, is
likely to require the movement of gear away from the
construction area. However, if they are forced to move gear
considerable distances onto grounds already saturated with
pots, the Catch Per Unit Effort could be considerably
lowered and should therefore be considered.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 describes the construction period
(12 months over 2 years), and the cumulative impact
assessment in ES Volume 2 Chapter 8 covers potential
overlap with other ongoing activities.

Y

AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NCC1

M_NCC2

Norfolk
County
Council

Norfolk
County
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Shipping and
Navigation,
Commercial
Fisheries

Dr Strong has raised the need for appropriate mitigation
towards commercial fishing, shipping and navigation arising
from the offshore wind farm proposal.

The impact assessment sections of ES Volume 2 Chapters 8
and 9 cover embedded mitigation relevant for commercial
fishing and shipping / navigation, respectively.

Commercial
Fishing

Commercial Fishing The EIA has considered the impact on
commercial fishing in the area. Fishing activity is largely
confined to potting for crabs and lobsters and involves 7 - 8
vessels from Wells and other ports (Grimsby and
Bridlington).The ES has taken a precautionary approach and
Mitigation relevant to commercial fisheries is covered in the
has assumed that no potting will occur within the site once
impact assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 8.
the wind farm is up and running. On this basis the applicant
is proposing mitigation for those commercial fishing interests
affected. Therefore providing suitable compensation can be
achieved for those commercial fishing interests then no
objection is recommended.

17 of 41

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

M_NCC3

Norfolk
County
Council

Shipping &
Navigation

M_NE_72

Natural
England

Nature
Conservation
Designations

Natural
M_NE_T1
England

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comment
Shipping and Navigation The ES acknowledges that the
Humber region is one of the busiest shipping areas in the
UK. The applicant has undertaken computer modelling and
consultation with the ship owners, operators and port
authorities. The assessment has shown there could be some
impact on shipping once the wind farm is in place. The
applicant is therefore proposing mitigation measures and is
in discussion with the relevant authorities such as the
Maritime and Coastguard Agency. Therefore providing that
these mitigation measures can prevent impact on Norfolk’s
Ports (King’s Lynn and Wells) and can be agreed with the
appropriate regulatory bodies then it not considered
appropriate to raise any objection.
The North Norfolk Coast (NNC) SAC and Gibraltar Point
SPA are missing from table 11-7. It would be useful to
explain why these are missing in the table heading or include
these in the table.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

No change made as the comment refers to the array rather
than the TKES.

N

The consultation and scoping section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 7 provides a list of designated sites scoped into the
assessment and information on the basis on which they
were selected.

Y

HRA

We were consulted on and provided comments on a draft No
An updated Report to Inform an Appropriate Assessment
Likely Significant Effect report in August 2014. Are we going
(RIAA) was submitted in line with the agreed timetable of the
to be consulted again before the application and NLSE
EIA Evidence Plan Offshore Ecology Review Panel
report is submitted to PINS as part of the HRA?

Y

ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 describes the maximum adverse
How will beach excavations be kept open? No consideration
scenario for beach works, an update has been provided with
in the intertidal chapter 8
regards to the need for keeping the excavations open

Y

M_NE_T10

Natural
England

Project
Description

M_NE_T11

Natural
England

Project
Description

M_NE_T12

Natural
England

Project
Description

It is assumed that the barge will not bottom out within the
boundary of any designated sites therefore we are satisfied Comments noted
that the impacts do not need to be considered further.
The actual need for protection of j-tubes against scour
ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 outlines the Rochdale Envelope i.e.
should be informed by post installation surveys rather than a
the maximum adverse scenario in terms of potential impacts.
blanket deployment.
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N
AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

Natural
M_NE_T13
England

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Project
Description

It is considered best practice to backfill any trenching as the
cable is installed especially within an SCI/SAC. Otherwise a
fuller consideration is required within chapter 8 of extent of
impact versus potential change in benthic communities due
to changes in sediment composition and or topography.
There is no evidence presented to show that any muddier
deposits will winnow away. If not, what is the potential for
North-South sediment transport disruption from a raised
berm? NB: Monitoring would be required to verify any
modelling/assumptions on this issue.

The project description includes reference to bed levelling
post installation. Vol 2, Chapter 2 (physical processes) has
been updated to reflect the concerns regarding sediment
transport.

AuC

RTD have been the subject of post-scoping discussion with
Natural England. The EIA Evidence Plan (Doc ref Annex A006-30-05-14) discussion confirmed that there is no likely
significant effect on RTD within the future Greater Wash
SPA and the Outer Thames Estuary SPA arising from vessel
movements associated with the development and the
potential ports of origin. Further relevant detail is provided in
ES Volume 4 Annex 3.1.

AuC

Natural
England

Project
Description

What ports are the vessels likely to transit from and how will
this impact on rafting Red Throated Diver (RTD)?

Natural
M_NE_T17
England

Project
Description

Reference to Operation & Maintenance (O&M) need to be
included in Deemed Marine Licence (DML) and an agreed
maintenance plan that should be provided in a separate
document.

M_NE_T16

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref
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The dML has been updated accordingly.

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T18

Natural
England

Natural
M_NE_T19
England

M_NE_T2

Natural
England

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Project
Description

Table 5.7 specific: 1) This information should be included in
a stand-alone cable maintenance document. 2) The first line
of this table has been repeated later in the table. Is there a
reason for this? 3) Why is only jetting considered here?
Does this represent worst case scenario? General: If the
maintenance is to be considered within the license (which
would be best practise) then this also needs to be Habs
Regs compliant and considered in the HRA. However, there
is not enough information provided in the PEIR to undertake
the HRA. We would wish to know the impacts of the
maintenance activities in terms of SAC habitats, attributes
and conservation objectives. It’s not clear how the figures in
section 8.152 of chapter 8 Subtidal and Inter-tidal Ecology
are worked out and it would be useful to know. Other
features such as elevation and patchiness should also be
considered in the assessment. Natural England is currently
undertaking an internal review that would need to be taken
into consideration as part of the examination process.

The DML has been updated accordingly to include provision
for a cable installation plan. The No LSE report has been
fully updated to include an assessment of O&M phase works.

Y

The Physical processes (Volume 2, chapter 2) chapter has
been updated to discuss the options regarding beach renourishment works. Ecological chapters (benthic and
fish/shellfish) have been updated accordingly

Y

The application process for an EPS is covered in ES Volume
1 Chapter 2.

Y

Physical
Processes

General

This is not considered necessary, but given that the beach
re-nourishment work is expected to cease in 2015 all options
going forwards over the lifetime of the project should be
considered with EA, LPAs and NE as the cables may
become exposed as an in-direct affect from change in
management measures.
For clarification, any application for a European Protected
Species licence for marine species should be submitted to
the MMO), not Natural England.
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Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T20

Natural
England

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Physical
Processes

Natural England is concerned that, in the assessment of
significance within the sediment transport section, the
designated features of the Inner Dowsing, Race Bank and
North Ridge SCI have not been discussed in sufficient detail.
In the chapter on nature conservation it is noted that
0.02km² of the designated sandbank feature North Ridge
extends into the cable corridor. Whilst we appreciate that
sediment movement will be local, this feature can be classed
as local and therefore could potentially be affected by local
sediment plume dispersion, suspended sediment and
interruptions to sediment transport. More discussion about
potential effects to this specific site and its features should
be included in this chapter in order for us to establish
whether this can be classed as a minor impact.

Potential impacts to the designated features of the Inner
Dowsing, Race Bank and North Ridge SCI arising from
changes in patterns of sediment transport have been
considered within the impact assessment section of ES
Volume 2 Chapter 2.

Y

N

M_NE_T21

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

Whilst we note that Annex 1 Sabellaria spinulosa reef is
covered in the benthic and nature conservation chapters, we
Potential impacts to Sabellaria spinulosa reefs are
would expect it to also be mentioned in the Physical
considered in detail within the impact assessment section of
Environment chapter when evaluating whether there may be
ES Volume 2 Chapter 4.
a significant effect on Annex 1 habitats associated with the
SCI due to changes in physical processes.

M_NE_T22

Natural
England

Physical
Processes

Natural England welcomes the sections on maintenance
works within the physical environment and offshore project
description chapters following our earlier comments.
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Comments noted

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

Natural
M_NE_T23
England

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Physical
Processes

We note that further details have now been included on
cable protection following our earlier comments. Both the
amount of protection that may be required and the different
types of cable protection that may be used have now been
considered. However, until we know which type of protection
will be used and where it will be deployed along the route
(e.g. where are the potentially problematic sandbanks and
chalk areas that may lead to shallower cable burial?) it is not
entirely possible in our view to fully assess whether the
impacts will lead to effects on either the Inner Dowsing,
Race Bank and North Ridge SCI or SaltfleetbyTheddlethorpe Dunes and Gibraltar point SAC, which may
be affected by the placement of cable protection in the near
shore area

Potential impacts arising from cable protection are
considered within the impact assessment section of ES
Volume 2 Chapter 2, including consideration of all relevant
designated sites
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T24

Natural
England

Comment

Physical
Processes

The baseline section in ES Volume 2 Chapter 4 presents
available information on the benthic habitats along the cable
In our advice of 18 July 2014 we noted the presence of chalk
corridor. There are no records of chalk boulders within it.
boulders along the export cable corridor. We stated that we
Other types of boulders are present in the cable corridor as
would expect to see the potential consequences of these
noted in the ES chapter. TKOWFL has queried with NE for
features included when considering the cable burial and
any information on chalk boulders at the Evidence Plan
cable protection works. We welcome consideration of the
Offshore Review Panel in January 2015 with no response
patches of chalk during cable laying and the detail on how
received to date. TKOWFL also reviewed the physical
the chalk areas will be approached during cable protection,
processes baseline and geophysical survey reports again to
but we would appreciate further discussion on the likelihood
ascertain any evidence of chalk boulders with no evidence
of needing cable protection at these points or when varying
found. The potential for chalk boulders was also discussed
cable burial depths to incorporate other boulders.
at an EIA evidence plan meeting with no additional
information on their presence available from stakeholders.

M_NE_T25

Natural
England

Physical
Processes

M_NE_T26

Natural
England

Physical
Processes

M_NE_T27

Natural
England

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Topic Ref

Physical
Processes

Natural England has previously raised concerns regarding
the cumulative assessment, and reiterates that it is not
possible to fully assess the cumulative impacts to the Inner
Dowsing, Race Bank and North Ridge SCI until sufficient
detail is received in relation to the interruption of sediment
transport, suspended sediment and habitat loss of the
designated features in combination with the LID and Lincs
OWFs. In our view, until this has been evaluated it is not
possible to be concluded that impacts are localised and
temporary.
Following our comments in our scoping response of 17 April
2014, we are pleased that depressions caused by jack-ups
and anchors/anchor barges have now been included in the
assessment.

N

Cumulative impact assessment sections of relevant ES
Chapters (including Volume 2 Chapters 2 and 4) cover these
two OWFs.

Y

Comments noted

N

We note that decommissioning has been discussed briefly at
the end of the chapter in paragraphs 6.159 and 6.160. Whilst
Decommissioning effects are now covered in more detail the
we agree that the effects of cable removal are likely to be
impact assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 2.
less or the same as construction, but would welcome further
detail on the actual effects associated with cable removal.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T28

M_NE_T29

Natural
England

Natural
England

Natural
M_NE_T3
England

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Ornithology

As stated in Table 7.4, following our scoping response dated
5 May 2014, the distribution of red throated diver and
potential effects to this species have been discussed in
detail during the evidence plan process. In our meeting of 15
May 2014 it was agreed that a red throated diver (RTD)
technical note would be produced, with a view to providing
Relevant correspondence is included within the EIA
further evidence on the distribution of RTD within the near
evidence plan and the Physical Processes ES chapter
shore area of the study area. This document was
subsequently discussed and Natural England was able to
confirm that RTD could be scoped out of the assessment,
including any birds associated with the Outer Thames
Estuary SPA and possible Greater Wash SPA.

N

Ornithology

We welcome the further detail provided in paragraph 7.64 on
the construction scenarios which highlights the reduction in
maximum number of vessels and construction period when
compared to the scenarios set out in the TKOWF
Environmental Statement. We understand that the maximum
number of vessels per cable is 10, resulting in 20 vessels
when two cables are installed concurrently. The duration is
described as a 12 month period spread over two years (so
Information on noise levels and an assessment of potential
effectively a 2 year period). We acknowledge that, given that
disturbance to seabirds is covered in ES Volume 2 Chapter
half the expected vessels are likely to be present at any one
3.
time compared with the TKOWF ES, this will be likely to
result in less disturbance to seabirds than previously
anticipated. We agreed that, due to the nature of the works,
noise is likely to be intermittent and of relatively short
duration, as works move along the cable corridor area.
Whilst we appreciate the above, we would expect some
explanation of the anticipated noise levels associated with
the works to be included in this chapter.

Y

Project
Description

Natural England queries if consideration has been given to
DC cables? If so then it needs to be included in the
assessment to say why they are not being included in the
Rochdale envelope, especially as the use of these cables
may potentially reduce the number of cables and therefore
reduce the environmental impacts.

24 of 41

ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 describes the 'worst case scenario'
in terms of potential impacts for the TK Electrical System
(the Rochdale Envelope, approach). This assumes up to six
HVAC export cables.

AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T30

Natural
England

Topic Ref

Ornithology

M_NE_T31

Natural
England

Ornithology

M_NE_T32

Natural
England

Ornithology

M_NE_T33

Natural
England

Ornithology

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comment
It is evident that the species documented as sensitive to
vessel disturbance (guillemot, razorbill, red throated diver,
cormorant and common scoter) are likely to be present on
site in low numbers, and therefore we have no concerns to
raise at this stage regarding any of the above. As stated in
our scoping response, Natural England is also satisfied that
there is no potential for significant impacts to ornithology
receptors from the proposed development.
Note that common scoter, red throated diver and little gull
have been assessed by Natural England as being present in
sufficient numbers in the wider area to warrant establishment
of a new Special Protection Area in the Greater Wash, and
therefore we advise that these species need to be
considered in that context within the submitted documents to
future proof any potential consents. It would be helpful if the
application clearly notes (as we do) that the cable route will
avoid the areas of greatest density for these species. The
peak periods for these species are also during the winter
months, when working hours are likely to be reduced due to
adverse weather conditions.
Taking into account the above and considering that,
according to the most recent survey, common scoter,
cormorant and several gull species evidently use the site to
a degree, it would be helpful to provide further details on the
Standard practice vessel management set out in paragraph
7.68: ‘Standard practice vessel management will be
employed by all vessel operators and as such areas where
numbers of birds are noted to be rafting will be actively
avoided to minimise disturbance’. It would be useful to
provide explanation on how birds will be detected, how they
would be avoided and at what range.
We acknowledge that, as stated in paragraph 7.77,
‘construction effects of the wind farm on sea birds were
comprehensively assessed in the original TKOWF ES and
no significant effects identified’. Note that during the
evidence plan process, we have also been able to agree that
the proposed study area, evidence base and assessment
methodologies were all appropriate.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comments noted

N

The consultation and scoping section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 3 provides a list of ornithological receptors scoped
in to the assessment, including rationale. The baseline
section of the same chapter provide information on the
distribution of these receptors, and ES Volume 4 Annex 3.1
provides detailed information on RTD.

Y

Relevant mitigation measures are covered in the impact
assessment section in ES Volume 2 Chapter 3

Y

Comments noted

N

Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comments noted

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

M_NE_T34

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

Having changed the export cable route, the risk is on the
developer should Annex I habitat and/or sensitive reef
features be found post consent along the export cable
corridor and there is no possibility to avoid the interest
features.

M_NE_T35

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

Please refer to our comments provided above under Chapter
n/a
5 Offshore Project Description.

N

Benthic
Ecology

Natural England considers that it is not appropriate to just
consider impacts to extent for Sabellaria spinulosa reef.
Other attributes such as elevation and patchiness should
also be considered in the assessment. Natural England is
currently undertaking an internal review that would need to
be taken into consideration as part of the examination
process.

The baseline section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 4 and the
RIAA (doc ref 5.3) submitted to the EIA evidence plan
offshore ecology review panel covers available information
on Sabellaria reefs within the development area including all
relevant attributes. The ES chapter has been updated to
include elevation and patchiness as well as extent.

Y

This is reflected in the impact assessment section in ES
Volume 2 Chapter 4. The impact assessment section in ES
Volume 2 Chapter 2 refers to a decommissioning plan (to be
developed at the end of the project lifetime) in the event of
cable removal, in line with legal and other requirements.

AuC

M_NE_T36

Natural
England

N

M_NE_T37

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

Lasting impacts are only considered temporary if removed at
the time of decommissioning. Otherwise should be
considered a lasting irreparable impact from cable
protection. Where possible impacts should be minimised by
using pre-construction survey data and/or post-construction
monitoring.

M_NE_T38

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

It should be acknowledged that fisheries management within
Existing fisheries management measures are covered in the
the SCI is ongoing and therefore parts of the export cable
baseline and policy sections of ES Volume 2 Chapter 8.
corridor may be within management areas.

AuC

M_NE_T39

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

This is covered in the impact assessment in ES Volume 2
Evidence to support the remobilisation should be included as
Chapter 2, a reference to which has been added to Volume
it will be dependent on particle size and activity.
2 Chapter 4.

AuC

Project
Description

Where will the secondary cable protection be placed? It is
assumed that as the cables will be micro sited to avoid
Annex I reef, the cable protection will also avoid reef.

ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 makes the 'worst case' assumption
that cable protection may be needed in sensitive areas in
unforeseen circumstances (e.g. unplanned cable joints /
repairs).

AuC

Natural
M_NE_T4
England
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Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Y

AuC

M_NE_T40

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

Best practice would be to avoid Peat and Clay exposures.

The impact assessment in ES Volume 2 Chapter 4 assumes
that peat and clay outcrops are continuous across the cable
corridor in line with the Rochdale approach. The ES chapter
has been updated to include reference to avoidance of peat
and clay exposures where practicable.

M_NE_T41

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

In a predominantly soft sediment community hard substrata
is unique and the benthic communities associated with the
interest features of the SCI may change.

This is described in the impact assessment in ES Volume 2
Chapter 4.
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Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T42

Natural
England

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Topic Ref

Comment

Benthic
Ecology

Any assessment of maintenance should acknowledge that
the impacts will be in addition to those of construction of the
Triton Knoll windfarm and cable installation and incombination with impacts from other proposed maintenance
activities for LID, Lincs and Race Bank OWFs (also within
the Boundary of the Inner Dowsing, Race Bank and North
Ridge SCI). So whilst the impacts themselves may be small
in scale – they are to areas that may have recovered or be
recovering from the original cable installation – in effect
doubling the initial impacts (in those small areas) or slowing
the recovery. Therefore we advise that when assessing
benthic impacts of the project it is the footprint of installation
plus the footprint of any assessed maintenance. We believe
that the impacts of maintenance are likely to be equivocal to
installation, but over a smaller area. The times of the slowest
The cumulative impact assessment section of Chapters 4, 5
biotope that could be impacted to recover should be
and 10 of ES Volume 2 have been updated to include
assessed. As the maintenance is to be within an SCI then
reference to the O&M phases of all relevant projects
further assessment is required. As set out in feedback in
August 2014 on the NLSE document. Natural England has
reviewed the report and notes that further work is required to
assess the impacts from maintenance activities over the life
time of the project. In addition to this there are fundamental
errors in the conclusions of the report - given the age of the
reference data and the ephemeral nature of Sabellaria
spinulosa it cannot be concluded with certainty that Annex I
Sabellaria spinulosa reef will not be present along the cable
route at the time of construction. To ensure the absence of
reef and conclude no LSE, mitigation measures to avoid any
Annex I reef features identified in the Annex I pre
construction survey would need to be adopted. Please note
that undertaking monitoring is not mitigation and does not
remove LSE. I f the maintenance is to be considered within
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T43

M_NE_T44

Natural
England

Natural
England

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Benthic
Ecology

1. TIER 1 should include LID and Lincs that have ongoing
impact in terms of habitat loss. As set out for the Lincs and
LID recent consultation on additional scour/cable protection
it is not appropriate to provide open ended consents without
knowing location. As the HADA MAREA 2012 data
identified considerable areas for potential reef to develop it is
not just about avoiding impacts to existing reefs and as it
would be considered to be lasting/permanent if the
scour/cable projection were to stay in situ and temporary if
removed at the time of decommissioning. We are advising
that Likely Significant Effect (LSE) and a HRA needs to be
done in relation to Annex I Sabellaria. 5. It states 50-96
turbines for TK when 288 were consented. So has WCS
been assessed? 6. How was the overlap determined with
other projects? Need to include other projects timelines.
Reference to the CIA approach outlined in Volume 3 Annex
3.1 Approach to CIA and Inter-relationships should be made
and clarification provided that they correlate. 7. Beach
nourishment work and/or alternative sea defence approach
will overlap with maintenance activities and have
implications so this should not say ‘none’

1. These projects are included in the cumulative impact
assessment sections of relevant ES chapters, and ES
Volume 4 Annex 3.3. 5&6. These comments are addressed
in the impact assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 4.
*Corrected figures are provided in the assessment envelope
in ES Volume 2 Chapter 4. A reference to the CIA Annex
(Volume 4 Annex 3.3) is included in the cumulative impact
assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 4.

Y

This should be future proofed and recognise fisheries
management measures.

The Commercial Fisheries ES chapter recognises that there
will be further fisheries management measures proposed
however no detail on these are currently available and so
they are not included in the cumulative assessment (see doc
ref 6.2.3.1 CIA Annex)

Y

Sources have been referenced in the cumulative impact
assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 4. This impact
is assessed in the impact assessment section of ES Volume
associated benthic communities of the SCI interest features?
2 Chapter 4. The cumulative impact assessment section in
ES Volume 2 Chapter 4 acknowledges that beach
work as it is not appropriate to just say this project ceases in
replenishment may continue beyond 2015.
2015.

Y

Benthic
Ecology

requests that references are included so that figures can be
M_NE_T45

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Benthic
Ecology

As Hornsea Project two is yet to submit, please would
TKOWL include source references.

Source has been added to the cumulative impact
assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 4.

Natural
M_NE_T47
England

Benthic
Ecology

Table 2 of the commercial Fisheries Technical report states
“Concern over ability to fully bury the export cable, as the
seabed can erode by up to 5m, this would leave the export
cable exposed in some areas and lead to snagging by static
and mobile fishing gear.” Re-exposure of buried cables
during operation and subsequent snagging risk has not been
discussed in the main report (chapter 12). Natural England
would like further clarification of the likelihood of this
occurring and potential mitigation measures to reduce the
risk of any indirect impacts to the designated features.

As detailed within ES Volume 2 Chapters 1 and 9, the cable
will be buried in line with the BPI and industry best practice
and re-exposure is considered under the Operations and
Maintenance Section of the ES chapter.

AuC

M_NE_T48

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

Missing references have been added to the reference list of
ES Volume 2 Chapter 4.

Y

M_NE_T49

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

Comments noted

N

Project
Description

Natural England notes that the cable corridor ranges from
1100m to 8000m. We note that this is to allow for micro
routing of cables. Whilst we are content that the direct
impact will only be in the near vicinity of the export cables
the Examining Authority should be mindful that the export
cable corridor through the Wash and North Norfolk Coast
SAC for 10 cables (for the Lincs, Docking Shoal and Race
Bank OWF projects) was only 2000m at its widest point and
therefore this may result in challenge as within a similar
designated site.

Comments noted

N

Benthic
Ecology

The report focuses on the intertidal area seawards of the
sand dunes with minimal reference to the sand dune extent
and dominant vegetation. As with other offshore wind farm
applications we would expect this chapter to included sand
dunes as considered intertidal especially as cable
installation is going to involve Horizontal Directional Drilling
(HDD) below them.

The assessment of the sand dune habitat is covered in ES
Volume 3 Chapter 4 with further information provided within
the Offshore (Volume 2, Chapter 4 and 10) volumes.

Comm Ref Consultee
M_NE_T46

M_NE_T5

M_NE_T50

Natural
England

Natural
England

Natural
England

Some seem to be missing here especially in relation to
figures for other projects.
We agree that this is a satisfactory baseline account of the
sediments and communities currently present along the
transects.
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Y

AuC

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Natural
M_NE_T51
England

Benthic
Ecology

As peat and clay exposures with piddocks are BAP priority
habitats we would advise that whilst transient in nature any
areas identified prior to construction are avoided (under
Section 40 of the NERC Act 2006).

For the purposes of a Rochdale envelope approach to
assessment the impact assessment in ES Volume 2 Chapter
4 assumes that peat and clay outcrops are continuous
across the cable corridor.

Y

It is noted that this is a highly eroding coast and that
currently the Lincs Shore scheme undertakes beach renourishment at this location. But this is due to cease in 2015.
Whilst it is recognised that coastal protection in some form
may still continue there is no guarantee that it will and to
what degree. Therefore when considering cable burial
depths increased erosion and possible beach lowering
should be taken into account.

As agreed in the Review Panel process, the project design
parameters consider that burial depth in the intertidal is
adequate to preclude this. ES Volume 2 Chapter 2 has been
updated to describe the potential for coastal protection to be
reduced

Y

Comments noted

N

The information in the equivalent table in ES Volume 2
Chapter 5 has been corrected to reflect this comment

Y

M_NE_T52

Natural
England

Benthic
Ecology

M_NE_T53

Natural
England

Fish and
Shellfish

M_NE_T54

Natural
England

Fish and
Shellfish

M_NE_T55

Natural
England

Fish and
Shellfish

Natural England welcomes the acknowledgment of the
potential for re-colonisation of historic herring spawning
grounds.
In Table 9-8 where temporary localised increase in
suspended sediment concentrations and smothering is
discussed, the depth range for mid- and offshore should
read ≥ 10m LAT (not <10m LAT).

It is stated that “The Triton Knoll Electrical System area is
likely to coincide with overwintering grounds for brown crab
and lobster, though the proportion of this habitat affected is
small in the context of the available habitat in the southern
Volume 2 Chapter 5 assesses the impacts of direct damage
North Sea fish and shellfish study area.” Natural England
to shellfish within the cable burial footprint, and describes
acknowledges that habitat for edible crab may be widely
relevant embedded mitigation measures.
distributed. Given that the Triton Knoll Electrical System and
array overlap with high intensity potting grounds, Natural
England encourages any measures to reduce the localised
impact on shellfish.
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AuC

Comm Ref Consultee

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Fish and
Shellfish

Whilst detrimental effect of smothering is acknowledged,
Kiorboe et al 1981 and Messieh et al 1981 are cited to
mention that development of herring eggs “was not impaired
by suspended sediment increases of hundreds of mg/l”.
Text has been added to the assessment section of Volume 2
However, Griffin et al 2009 pointed out the limitations of
Chapter 5 of the ES to reflect the information in this
these findings and showed that if eggs are exposed to
comment.
Suspended Sediment Concentrations (SSC) of 250mg/l
during the first 2 hours development and survival may be
impacted. This should be reflected in the text.

Y

Natural
England

Fish and
Shellfish

In 9.128 it is stated that “SSCs will be elevated in the order
of 1000s to 10,000s mg/l close to the bed within the
immediate vicinity of the release location”. Given high SSC
at the source, we would expect there to be some area in
which negative impacts occur. Later in 9.134 the conclusion
is drawn that only a “relatively small proportion of habitat [is]
affected”. To enable a realistic assessment of impacts based
on expected SSC during cable installation, an indication of
A new figure has been added to Volume 2 Chapter 5 of the
the total area exposed to high levels of SSC under which
ES to better illustrate suspended sediment plumes in relation
impacts are likely should be provided and related to location to sensitive receptors.
of sensitive receptors (i.e. potential sandeel spawning
grounds as well larvae and egg bearing females of brown
crabs and lobsters). In this respect, a map showing full
extent of plume from the cable installation with maximum
levels of SSC in relation to sensitive receptors should be
presented. References to additional relevant maps in other
chapters should be provided.

Y

Natural
M_NE_T58
England

Fish and
Shellfish

In shallow water (i.e. <10m LAT) “concentrations of up to a
A new figure has been added to Volume 2 Chapter 5 of the
few 10s mg/l above background levels may be experienced”.
ES to better illustrate suspended sediment plumes in relation
Natural England would like a more exact level of maximum
to sensitive receptors.
SSC expected in shallow waters.

Y

M_NE_T56

M_NE_T57

Natural
England
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Comm Ref Consultee

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Text has been added to the consultation table of Volume 2
Chapter 5 of the ES to state that more precise locations of
the cable protection will be presented in the post-consent
Cable Burial Plan (to be developed in consultation with
Natural England).

Y

Relevant fisheries management byelaws will be taken into
account in determining the final export cable route.

N

M_NE_T59

Natural
England

Fish and
Shellfish

In relation to loss of spawning grounds it is stated that “The
main herring spawning ground in the southern North Sea is
located off Flamborough Head and therefore will not be
affected by long term habitat loss.” Natural England would
like to stress, that, whilst the historical herring spawning
grounds as defined by Coull et al (1998) that overlap with the
Triton Knoll Electrical System are not currently active, these
may be recolonised in the future (as cited in Chapter 9, 9.44,
p. 9-9). To assess the potential impact from loss of habitat,
Natural England would welcome more information with
respect to locations where cable protection may be required.

M_NE_T6

Natural
England

Project
Description

Any fisheries management byelaw areas and associated
management measures will also need to be taken into
consideration when deciding the final export cable route.

Fish and
Shellfish

“Seabed concentrations of more than 100mg/l may extend
up to approximately 1.8km from some licenses.” And “If
aggregate dredging activity occurs at Area 440 during a time
when cable installation is taking place, there is the potential
for short term interaction of plumes from both activities,
A new figure has been added to Volume 2 Chapter 5 of the
resulting in an additive increase in suspended sediment
ES within the cumulative impact assessment section of that
concentrations above background levels.” To better
chapter.
understand the impacts and locations, maximum potential
sediment plume extent of nearby dredging activities should
be shown on a map with cumulative maximum
concentrations in the water column and seabed
concentrations clearly shown.

M_NE_T60

Natural
England

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref
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Y

Comm Ref Consultee

Natural
M_NE_T61
England

M_NE_T62

Natural
England

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Fish and
Shellfish

It is stated that “The modelling undertaken found that depth
averaged concentrations of up to 20mg/l may occur up to
approximately 1.5km from the edge of some license areas”
and later on the additive impacts within areas of plume
overlap are unlikely to exceed 20mg/l SSC increase above
normal background levels for two plumes interacting, and
30mg/l for three plumes interacting (HADA, 2012).” Natural
England would like further clarification regarding the levels of
“depth averaged concentrations of up to 20mg/l, which may
occur and how these relate to the additive impacts
mentioned later on as unlikely to exceed 20mg/l SSC.
Natural England would like some clarification whether or not
the additive impacts are also for depth averaged
concentrations and a brief explanation as to why two
overlapping plumes are unlikely to exceed concentrations of
a single plume.

A new figure has been added to Volume 2 Chapter 5 of the
ES to better illustrate suspended sediment plumes likely to
arise from the development, and text has been added to
provide the clarification requested in this comment.

Fish and
Shellfish

It is stated that “If aggregate dredging activity occurs at Area
440 during a time when cable installation is taking place,
there is the potential for short term interaction of plumes”.
A new figure, and additional text has been added to the
Natural England would like further clarification on where
cumulative impact assessment section of Volume 2 Chapter
sediment plumes may overlap and on the approximate
5 of the ES.
duration of this “short term interaction”. See also comments
to point 9.197 with respect to mapping locations of plumes
from nearby dredging activities.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Y

M_NE_T63

Natural
England

Fish and
Shellfish

It is stated that “The duration of any potential overlap
between the construction of TKOWF and the Triton Knoll
Electrical System is likely to be limited due to the temporary
nature of the plumes.” Natural England would like to gain a
better understanding of the areas where plumes from cabling A new figure, and additional text has been added to the
and construction of the Triton Knoll offshore wind farm may cumulative impact assessment section of Volume 2 Chapter
overlap and on the expected SSC in these areas. See also
5 of the ES.
comments to points 9.197/8 with respect to mapping plume
locations. Where such maps already exist, reference to the
relevant chapters should be made and/or summary maps
included directly in the Environmental Statement.

M_NE_T64

Natural
England

Marine
Mammals

The Conservation of Seals Act is from 1970, not 1990 as
stated here.

This mistake has been corrected in ES Volume 2 Chapter 6.

Y

M_NE_T65

Natural
England

Marine
Mammals

The label on this figure states it includes Harbour Porpoise
which it doesn’t.

This figure has been corrected in ES Volume 2 Chapter 6.

Y

Natural
M_NE_T66
England

Marine
Mammals

Natural
England

Marine
Mammals

M_NE_T67

M_NE_T68

M_NE_T69

Natural
England

Natural
England

The Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC is not the largest
colony of Harbour seals in the UK – there are larger colonies
This text has been corrected in ES Volume 2 Chapter 6.
located in Scotland. However, it is the largest colony in
England.
A reference to table 10-7 would be aid readability here as it
Relevant reference added in ES Volume 2 Chapter 6.
explains where these numbers have come from.

Y
Y

Marine
Mammals

We know from experience that cables very rarely do not
require maintenance works at some point during their
lifetime. Therefore it is not appropriate to state that no
maintenance requirements are envisaged. An attempt
should be made to include an appropriate number of
maintenance works per year in to the assessment.

This text has been amended in ES Volume 2 Chapter 6 to
better reflect the project description.

Y

Marine
Mammals

Natural England advises that at the end of their operational
lifetime, our preference would be for cables to be left in situ
to prevent further disturbance to the seabed.

Further clarification is provided in ES Volume 2 Chapter 1 is
clear that the decision will be made at the time based on
legal requirements and other requirements at that time. It
does note that current best practice is for cables to remain in
situ.

Y
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Comm Ref Consultee
M_NE_T7

Natural
England

Natural
M_NE_T70
England

M_NE_T71

M_NE_T73

M_NE_T74

Natural
England

Natural
England

Natural
England

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Project
Description

The best protection against heat and EMF is to bury the
cables and increase distance from sensitive receptors.

TKOWFL is committed to burying the cables where feasible
(ES Volume 2 Chapter 1).

AuC

Marine
Mammals

It is not clear how the figure of 12 maintenance events has
been arrived at. Does this represent an average of one a
year or one every two years for example?

The figure is from the Rochdale Envelope described in ES
Volume 2 Chapter 1. Operation and maintenance phase
impacts on Marine Mammals are addressed in the impact
assessment section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 6.

N

Nature
Conservation
Designations

The Area of Search for the Greater Wash potential SPA
encompasses the Triton Knoll array and cable corridor. Red
throated diver, common scoter and little gull are potential
features for the Greater Wash SPA and would therefore
need to be considered in the assessment should the site
become a pSPA or SPA prior to commencement of
construction.

Comment addressed in the consultation table in ES Volume
2 Chapter 7.

Y

Nature
Conservation
Designations

The map is missing The Wash and North Norfolk Coast
SAC, North Norfolk Coast SAC and Gibraltar Point SPA,
again presumably because these are deemed not to be of
nature conservation interest. It would aid reading to explain
why these are not included in the map legend or include
them on the map.

The consultation and scoping section of ES Volume 2
Chapter 7 describes the basis on which designated sites
were scoped in or out of the assessment.

Y

Nature
Conservation
Designations

Based upon recent JNCC density mapping little gull hotspots
overlap with the area of the array and cable corridor. Little
gull are a feature of the Greater Wash potential SPA and as Comment addressed in the consultation table in ES Volume
such would need including in assessment should the site
2 Chapter 7.
become a pSPA or SPA prior to commencement of
construction.
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Y

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T75

M_NE_T76

M_NE_T77

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Natural
England

Nature
Conservation
Designations

This paragraph cites The Wash SPA as totalling 68 common
scoter representing 0.2% of the GB population. The
document cited is not the legal citation, but the JNCC N2K
data form and not a legal document
(http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/default.aspx?page=2003) The Wash
SPA citation shows 830 common scoter (2% of GB
population) and the current population is 3,534 based on
WeBs data from 5 year mean ‘09/10-‘13/14. Conservation
objectives dictate that we use the use the citation or current
The impact assessment and baseline sections of ES Volume
population, whichever is higher in assessments so this
2 Chapter 7 include these citations.
should read 3,534 as opposed to 68 birds. The Citation can
be found here:
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5747661
105790976 Based upon Musgrove et al (2011) the GB
population of common scoter is 100,000 so rough
percentage of GB population in The Wash is 3.5%. The
Greater Wash Area of Search is considered to be the 4th
most important site for overwintering common scoter in the
UK.

Y

Natural
England

Nature
Conservation
Designations

In relation to the seals at Donna Nook the language used
assumes that habituation to human disturbance (in the form
Seal habituation to human disturbance is covered in the
of visitors) is the same as habituation to human disturbance
baseline section of ES Volume 2 Chapter 7.
from works. It would be good to clarify which exactly is being
considered here.

Y

Nature
Conservation
Designations

Red Throated Diver (RTD) is sensitive to vessel traffic and a
proposed feature of the potential Greater Wash SPA (GW
SPA). The array and cable corridor would be encompassed
within the GW SPA boundary. The cable corridor passes
through a relative RTD Density hotspot identified by JNCC
density mapping and therefore RTD would need to be
considered in the assessment should the site become a
pSPA or SPA prior to commencement of construction.

N

Natural
England

37 of 41

Red-throated diver have been the subject of discussion
through consultation with Natural England confirming no
LSE on RTD in a potential Greater Wash SPA. A summary
of the Red Throated Diver Clarification Note, (29 May 2014)
is presented in ES Volume 4 Annex 3.1.

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE_T78

Natural
England

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Topic Ref

Comment

Nature
Conservation
Designations

The official citation does not cite the number of harbour
seals, or that it is 7% of the UK population:
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5950176
598425600 The JNCC website cites 7%, but this is not the
legal document:
These figures have been amended in the baseline section of
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/protectedsites/sacselection/sac.asp? ES Volume 2 Chapter 7.
EUCode=UK0017075 SCOS (2013) cited the averaged
Wash population of 3,372 and the scaled up UK population
to 37,300, making the Wash population ~9% of the UK
population.

M_NE_T79

Natural
England

Nature
Conservation
Designations

M_NE_T8

Natural
England

Project
Description

M_NE_T80

Natural
England

Commercial
Fishing

This paragraph cites the North Sea population of 335,000
harbour seals with 88,143 in the survey area (SMRU 2006).
Earlier in the document a more recent report is cited SCOS The relevant paragraph relates to harbour porpoise not
(2013) citing a UK population of 37,300. If the UK population harbour seal - text has been clarified in baseline section of
is 37,300 (2012) then it seems unlikely that there are still
ES Volume 2 Chapter 7.
88,143 in the study area. Could a more recent estimate of
the North Sea or survey area be found?
Cable protection will be employed where the cable is unable
to be buried and where the risk to sensitive receptors would
be too great to leave the cable exposed. A detailed
decommissioning plan will be consulted on, as is best
practice, and the most appropriate measures for
Cable protection should be the last resort and using the most
decommissioning provided through reference to OSPAR or
appropriate tool for initial burial and re-burial should be tried
other such relevant guidance at that time. For example
first. We also advise that the most suitable cable protection
where sensitive or protected habitats have formed over
is used to aid the removal at the time of decommissioning,
secondary protection it may be more appropriate to leave the
especially within the boundary of the SCI.
material in situ. The draft DML includes a requirement for
construction method statements to be approved before work
commences. It is anticipated that these Construction Method
Statements will include reference to cable protection
measures where necessary.
It is agreed that CEFAS will provide thorough comments on
this chapter as commercial fisheries falls within their remit
Comments noted
rather than Natural England’s.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Y

AuC

N

Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

M_NE_T81

Natural
England

Shipping &
Navigation

M_NE_T9

Natural
England

Project
Description

M_NE1

Natural
England

Physical
Processes

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Comment
This paragraph refers to ‘a limited number of significant
adverse effects’ being listed in the following tables, together
with any proposed mitigation and then the residual
significance. Are these ‘significant adverse effects’ the
‘Unacceptable’ effect listed for the Shipping and Navigation
chapter (table 17.8)? All other effects are listed as minor or
negligible in the tables, so if this is the case, clarity should
be provided to this paragraph to ensure consistency in the
wording used.
When considering the removal of redundant telecoms
cable(s) potential impacts to Annex I reef should be
assessed.
Natural England is concerned that, in the assessment of
significance within the sediment transport section, the
designated features of the Inner Dowsing, Race Bank and
North Ridge Site of Community Importance (SCI) have not
been discussed in sufficient detail. Natural England has
previously raised concerns regarding the cumulative
assessment, and reiterates that it is not possible to fully
assess the in-combination impacts to the IDRBNR SCI until
sufficient detail is received in relation to the interruption of
sediment transport, suspended sediment and habitat loss of
the designated features in combination with the LID and
Lincs OWFs. In our view, until this has been evaluated it is
not possible to be concluded that impacts are localised and
temporary.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

The chapter has been updated to provide further clarity
(Volume 2, Chapter 9)

Y

The Project Description has been updated to reflect that
there are not any cables subject to removal

Y

Lincs and LID OWF operation and maintenance impacts
have been included in cumulative impact assessment
sections of relevant ES Chapters (including ES Volume 2
Chapter 2), as outlined in ES Volume 4 Annex 3.3.

Y

Comm Ref Consultee

M_NE2

M_NE3

M_Nea

Natural
England

Natural
England

Natural
England

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Benthic
Ecology, HRA

If the maintenance is to be considered within the license
(which would be best practise) then this also needs to be
Habs Regs compliant and considered in the Habitat
Regulations Assessment (HRA). However, there is not
enough information provided in the PEIR to undertake the
HRA. We would wish to know the impacts of the
maintenance activities in terms of SAC habitats, attributes
and conservation objectives. It’s not clear how the figures in
section 8.152 of chapter 8 Subtidal and Inter-tidal Ecology
are worked out and it would be useful to know. Other
attributes such as elevation and patchiness should also be
considered in the assessment. Natural England is currently
undertaking an internal review that would need to be taken
into consideration as part of the examination process.

Lincs and LID OWF operation and maintenance impacts
have been included in cumulative impact assessment
sections of relevant ES Chapters (including ES Volume 2
Chapter 2), as outlined in ES Volume 4 Annex 3.3 and
provided for within the RIAA.

Y

Comments noted

N

Potential impacts to the designated features of the Inner
Dowsing, Race Bank and North Ridge SCI arising from
changes in patterns of sediment transport have been
considered within the impact assessment and cumulative
impact assessment sections of ES Volume 2 Chapter 2.

Y

Natural England recognises the benefit of undertaking the
evidence plan process in developing a comprehensive
application where agreement in many aspects has already
been achieved. Whilst this document focuses on where
Evidence Plan
further clarity and adjustments are still required there are
several chapters where Natural England is satisfied with the
approach and content and therefore no further comments
have been provided.
Natural England is concerned that, in the assessment of
significance within the sediment transport section, the
designated features of the Inner Dowsing, Race Bank and
North Ridge Site of Community Importance (SCI) have not
been discussed in sufficient detail. Natural England has
previously raised concerns regarding the cumulative
Physical
assessment, and reiterates that it is not possible to fully
Processes
assess the in-combination impacts to the IDRBNR SCI until
sufficient detail is received in relation to the interruption of
sediment transport, suspended sediment and habitat loss of
the designated features in combination with the LID and
Lincs OWFs. In our view, until this has been evaluated it is
not possible to be concluded that impacts are localised and
temporary.
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Comm Ref Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES/ application

Natural
M_NE-T14
England

Project
Description

If the cables become exposed or do not achieve optimum
burial depth and are not identified in the pre-construction
cable burial plan then further consultation will be required if
within the boundary of the SCI/SAC.

Comments noted

Natural
England

Project
Description

What will be the height of any cable protection? Will there be The height of cable protection is described in ES Volume 2
implications to disruption to sediment transportation and
Chapter 1, and impacts on sediment transport are ruled out
subsequently benthic communities?
in ES Volume 4 Annex 2.1.

M_NE-T15

M_WGL1

Westminster Other Marine
Gravels Ltd Users

Buffer zones adopted by marine aggregates industry and
cable and pipeline routes - a buffer exclusion zone of 500 m
either side has been widely adopted and applied in recent
Marine Agg Licences. In case of Area 515/1 - should
TKWOF plan to locate any offshore cabling within 500 m of
the edge of this licence, operational dredging restrictions
and sterilisation of aggregate resources will occur.
Depending on location of the proposed export cable route,
where potential conflicts are identified WGL would expect
similar mitigation and compensation arrangements to the
'turbine array' to be developed. With compensation &
mitigation package in place or with the proposed cable route
located >500 m from Area 515/1, WGL will be able to
support the proposed development.

Key
Y = Yes
N = No
AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application
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This is addressed in the scoping and consultation section of
ES Volume 2 Chapter 9 by placing a 250m buffer around the
aggregate area within which offshore cables will not be
placed. This will be discussed on an ongoing basis with
Westminster Gravels Ltd.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)
N

AuC

Y

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 6D: S42 Comments (non-landowner) - onshore
April 2015

Key
Y = Yes
N = No
AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application

Appendix 6D s42 Comments (non landowner) - Onshore
Comm
Ref

Consultee

BBC1

Boston
Borough
Council

BBC2

Boston
Borough
Council

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

General

The formal consultation was considered by the planning
committee on Tuesday 11 November 2014. I am grateful that
as a result of our Evidence Plan meetings were able to jointly
work to a timescale to allow your process of consultation to
coincide with scheduled Committee meetings so that I have
been able to meet your deadlines. I have enclosed a copy of
the report which was considered by the Committee.

Comments noted

N

General

You will see that I did not trouble the Committee with those
matters which have generally been proceeding to or are close
Comments noted
to resolution; the principal parts of the discussion related to
visual impact, the traffic implication of this , and the Heckington
Fen Wind Farm and the Viking Interconnection projects.

N

BBC3

Boston
Borough
Council

Project
Description

BBC4

Boston
Borough
Council

General

The Committee noted that there are many in the area that will
object outright but tasked me to continue to seek to mitigate
the effects as much as possible rather than wishing to record
specific objections. A comment was made upon the location of Comments noted
the connection to the National Grid but the Committee did not
particular debate or make any resolution/ give instructions on
this matter.
Thus, the committee resolved to agree my recommendation
and I have delegated authority to proceed with the process, to
Comments noted
advance the Council's case and any Planning Performance
Agreements.
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N

N

Comm
Ref

BBC5

Consultee

Boston
Borough
Council

Topic Ref

Traffic and
Access

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Particular emphasis was placed on the need to seek firm
commitments and controls over access. This includes to
encourage/facilitate the inclusion of the promoters of the
Heckington Fen Wind Farm and National Grid Interconnector
Holdings to use RWE's temporary and permanent access
routes when at all possible. I daresay I will raise this again at
our planned DCO meeting later this month.

A commitment to produce Traffic Management and Travel
Plans is included in the ES Traffic and Access chapter as
embedded mitigation. The draft DCO contains a requirement
for a Traffic Management Plan which includes a Travel Plan to
be agreed with the relevant local planning authority prior to the
start of construction for each stage of the development. An
Outline Traffic Management Plan (TMP) (Application
Document 8.9) is included with the application.
Detailed discussions with National Grid Electricity
Transmission (NGET) are ongoing regarding its potential use
of TKOWFL's new temporary and permanent access tracks
from the A17, to be built for the purposes of Triton Knoll, for
NGET's use for the construction traffic associated with its
Bicker Fen substation Enabling works. TKOWFL will keep
BBC informed as to the progress of these discussions. There
are currenlty no plans to hold discussions with National Grid
Interconnector Holdings or the promoters of the Heckington
Fen Wind Farm.
With respect to the Viking Link interconnector it is TKOWFL's
understanding that no surveys, studies, consultation or design
work have commenced and there are therefore no details
about the scheme which would allow TKOWFL to undertake
any form of assessment at the current time. No firm details
with regard Heckington Fen Wind Farm are currently available
(except for route options in a Scoping Report) although
TKOWFL has shared the TKES route information with the
developers. Given the lack of information currently available it
is not possible for TKOWFL include an assessment of the
cumulative effects in the TKES ES.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm
Ref

BBC6

Consultee

Boston
Borough
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Traffic and
Access

At this stage. I would record my previous comments that the
last version of the Evidence Plan Log - Traffic and Access that
I have seen, does not, in my view, reflect previously expressed
concerns over the need to define and control access vehicle
routes to Bicker Fen. This was raised by me as early as my
letter to Ms Perroux of 5 March 2013. At that time I also raised
See response to BBC5.
the issue of construction monitoring and enforcement of any,
what as become a, Traffic Management Plan proposal. I would
wish this to be a subject for DCO or future PPA/planning
obligation discussions since the current PPA extends until
submission of the DCO application and any Local Impact
Report to be prepared by the Council.

BBC7

Boston
Borough
Council

Other
infrastructure

BBC8

Boston
Borough
Council

Noise and
Vibration

BBC9

Boston
Borough
Council

Historic
Environment

BBC10

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm1

Boston
Borough
Council

Regard had to response in ES / application

Whilst the Council does appreciate that the roles and
involvement of other parties, over which the applicants have
no control, remains a difficult thing to address, it is however
mindful of RWE's cooperation and willingness to engage with
these other parties as far as possible. I will shortly be
contacting you specifically in respect of opportunities for a
discussion with National Grid Interconnector Holdings in
respect of the Viking Link which we have already spoken
about.
On any other matters raised in the s.42 consultation, I can
confirm that the noise and noise assessment situation is as set
out in the Noise Panel Review Meeting Notes dated 21 July
2014 which have, with the Evidence Plan Summary, been
agreed by all parties.
Similarly, my understanding of the archaeological situation is
as set out in Table 12-2 in Chapter 12 of the Onshore
Chapters in the PEI.

TKOWFL is in discussions with NGET re the Viking Link
interconnector however at present no details of the potential
project are known apart from the interface connection point at
National Grid Bicker Fen Substation. TKOWFL are in
discussions with National Grid Interconnectors Ltd with regard
their development proposals. If further details of the project
become available during the examination TKOWFL will
address these as appropriate.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

AuC

Comments noted

N

Comments noted

N

General

There are not at this stage any other outstanding matters and
subject to the above the Council would wish to record that it
does not have any outstanding issues or matters which It
believes the DCO application should additionally address.

Comments noted

N

General

MAIN RECOMMENDATION: Committee is requested to
endorse the conclusions in this report with particular reference
Comments noted
to the ongoing negotiations with respect to construction access
to the existing and proposed substation(s) at Bicker Fen.

N
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Comm
Ref

Consultee

BBCm2

Boston
Borough
Council

General

BBCm3

Boston
Borough
Council

General

BBCm4

Boston
Borough
Council

General

BBCm5

BBCm6

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

This is the formal consultation by the applicants for the entire
on and off-shore electrical infrastructure proposals to connect
Comments noted
the approved off-shore wind farm to the on-shore National Grid
distribution system.
In view of previous Committee considerations on the
negotiated progress of the evolution of this proposal, the views
of this Committee on this consultation are being sought so that
Comments noted
the Council’s response might inform the nature of the scheme
before the applicants finalise and submit it into the formal
consenting process.
This development proposal has been the subject of previous
Comments noted
reports to Committee on 2 April 2013 and 24 June 2014
(Minute Nos 65:2013 and 11:2014 refer).

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

N

N

General

The scheme is a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project
(NSIP) which is not a ‘planning application’ in the traditional
sense of the word. Instead it is dealt with under a new process
introduced by the 2008 Planning Act, amended by, amongst
Comments noted
other things, The Localism Act 2011 and The Growth and
Infrastructure Act 2013. A summary of the procedure was set
out in my report to the June 2014 Committee.

N

General

The Triton Knoll offshore wind farm was granted a
Development Consent Order (DCO) (its permission) in July
2013 by the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate
Change. The capacity is expected to be 900MW from ~150
turbines located 20 miles off the Lincolnshire Coast (one MW =
Comments noted
1000KW; 1MW of wind energy is estimated to provide the
annual electricity needs for 450 to 600 homes). The on shore
infrastructure was removed from that proposal due to
uncertainty over the National Grid connection agreement and
its location.

N
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Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

BBCm7

Boston
Borough
Council

General

BBCm8

Boston
Borough
Council

General

BBCm9

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm10

Boston
Borough
Council

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Therefore this proposal relates to the connection of the
approved wind farm to the on shore electrical distribution
network. It is now at the ‘s.42’ formal consultation stage which
is a 28-day period which will finish on 19 November 2014. A
full draft of the application for a DCO has been received,
including the draft Environmental Statement (the Draft
Preliminary Environmental Information – PEI). The purpose of
Comments noted
the PEI is to provide sufficient information to all consultees so
that they might develop an informed view of the scheme and
its impacts. The applicants are carrying out this full
consultation across the community, and with statutory and nonstatutory bodies and all land owners. Thus this Council is a
consultee and has not carried out any formal publicity for this
stage.
Following the close of consultation the applicants are to
consider all comments that they have received and consider
amendments to the proposals to take account of those
comments. The way in which consultation is carried out is set Comments noted
out in an agreed Statement of Community Consultation
(SOCC) and this will form a part of the DCO application when it
is submitted.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

N

General

The full proposal is then submitted to the Planning
Inspectorate who will appoint Inspectors as the ‘Examining
Authority’ on behalf of the Minister. There are strict timescales
once a proposal has been accepted by the Inspectorate; the
overall aim being that the decision is made within 12 months of
the receipt of the proposal. In that time the ‘Examination’ in
front of the Inspector(s) will include a preliminary, procedural
Comments noted
meeting and then hearings covering general or specific topics.
It might also include a particular, without prejudice, session on
the Draft DCO document (‘the permission’) which is drafted by
the applicants and submitted with the proposal. The
preliminary meeting might request all relevant local authorities
to prepare a Local Impact Report (LIR) which will be the
Council’s principal input into the formal process.

N

General

The importance of this present ‘s.42 consultation’ is that it is
not normally possible to make substantial changes to an
application once it has been submitted. Therefore this is the
stage when the final look of the application could mostly be
influenced.

N
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Comments noted

Comm
Ref

BBCm11

BBCm12

BBCm13

Consultee

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

General

It is understood that the formal DCO application will be made
to the Inspectorate during the first quarter of 2015. An
important difference between NSIPs and conventional
planning applications is that the decision-maker principally
takes account of those National Policy Statements to do with
Comments noted
energy and electrical infrastructure (ENs-1, -3 and -5). The
s.38 (6) ‘presumption in favour of the development plan’, or
indeed the National Planning Policy Framework ‘presumptions’
are only another consideration if authorities mention them in
their LIRs.

N

General

The submission is in the form of a number of Chapters which
make up the environmental information covering both the off
shore and on shore topic headings and interrelated effects.
This Committee Report refers only to the on shore proposals
and then only to those within the Borough Boundary. I have
only addressed here the matters of general cable installation
techniques and the design and access to the proposed
substation. My conclusions on other PEI chapters are that
matters under the headings of, for example, landscape and
visual effects, flood risk and the historic environment do not
raise any significant outstanding issues that are not capable of
being resolved as part of this process and I have not sought to
summarise the entire submission. Similarly, I have not sought
to address the work of identifying Bicker Fen as the connection
point (the Interface Selection Assessment Report) since this
has been the subject of an equally large piece of work in order
for the applicants to justify the connection agreement with the
National Grid. In April 2013 I suggested that the connection
point was largely fixed as far as the Council’s ability to
influence that process was concerned and this, I feel, is still
the case.

N

General

In brief, cables will be routed across (or just below) the seabed
from the offshore array and make landfall at Anderby Creek,
north of Ingoldmells in East Lindsey. From landfall they are
Comments noted
undergrounded to an Intermediate Electrical Compound (to
compensate for long distance AC transmission) also within
East Lindsey
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TKOWFL notes that whilst the connection point at the existing
Bicker Fen substation was largely fixed at the time of the s42
consultation, other non statutory consultation has taken place
to allow local communities and organisations their say on the
potential locations of the onshore infrastructure.

N

Comm
Ref

Consultee

BBCm14

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm15

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm16

BBCm17

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

General

The route of the underground cables would enter the Borough
from the direction of Frithville in the north east by coming under
the River Witham to the east of Langrick Bridge. It then runs in
a south-westerly direction, north of Hedgehog Bridge to a point
north of Swineshead Bridge. From here the route turns south
crossing the A17 west of Swineshead Bridge and then under
the railway and the South Forty Foot Drain west of
Comments noted
Swineshead Station. From here it follows the east side of the
South Forty Foot Drain towards the proposed substation site at
Bicker Fen, between the existing wind farm and the South
Forty Foot. The connection from the new substation is then
also underground for the approximate 1,800m distance to the
existing National Grid substation south west of the wind farm,
west of Cow Bridge and some 2km west of Bicker.

N

General

The purpose of the new substation at Bicker Fen is to step up
the voltage from between 132kv and 220kv to the transmission
Comments noted
voltage of 400kv to enable connection into the national
transmission system.

N

General

The routing of the cable has been the subject of extensive
survey and options work over a number of years. Now that the
preferred locations of the two substations are known, the
optimum lines between them and their locations are now the
subject of this formal consultation. Generally the route avoids
settlements, any protected, or locally important landscapes,
Comments noted
ecological and heritage assets. The three local authorities
involved have used their consultants or in house specialisms
to advise the process, and to influence the route, which has
also been the subject of a number of informal consultation
exercises.

N

General

The underground cabling route is some 60km long and will
consist of six separate circuits for high voltage AC
transmission. The conduits for the cabling and fibre optics are
laid and buried in a trench surrounded by heat dissipating
Comments noted
material with safety marker boards above. The actual cables
are pulled through the ducting and joined later. Cable joint pits
(10m x 2m) are needed at 600m to 1km intervals where the
cables are joined.

N
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Comm
Ref

Consultee

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

N

BBCm18

Boston
Borough
Council

General

The swath of land for the trench excavation will be in a 60m
wide corridor; each circuit needs a 3.5m separation. The depth
of burial will be depend upon local ground conditions and in
Comments noted
liaison with land owners but generally it is anticipated that the
minimum burial depth of that top of cable marker board will be
900mm below the top of the subsoil layer.

BBCm19

Boston
Borough
Council

General

Between the new substation and the National Grid substation
there will be four high voltage (up to 400kV) circuits.

Comments noted

N

BBCm20

Boston
Borough
Council

General

It is likely that all sea defences, main rivers, adopted and main
drains, adopted and main roads and railways will be crossed
Comments noted
using Horizontal Direction Drilling (HDD). A full crossing
schedule for all crossing points along the route is included with
the PEI.

N

General

The width of the fenced off trench corridor has been designed
so that it functions as a haul route (6m wide) along its working
length and so that construction access from points off the
adopted highway are limited to only those points agreed in line
with the draft Traffic Management Plan. This will also be the
Comments noted
location for construction and drilling compounds (up to 21 in
all, 6 in the Borough). Even where HDD techniques are used,
the haul route may still need to cross that feature and a variety
of techniques from temporary culverting to Bailey Bridges will
be used.

N

Project
Description

The construction period for cable route installation is estimated
at 42 months. Generally, working hours are likely to be 7.00am
to 7.00pm Monday to Sunday with restrictions on Saturday
afternoon, all day Sunday and bank holidays in locations on
highways, within 600m of a house or places of worship. The
Comments noted.
only necessary exception is that HDD operation is unable to
stop once it has started until the full bore is complete. Thus
some HDD will be back to back 24 hour periods, dependent
upon the task, with illumination overnight and in low light
conditions. Where the length of the drill allows it, the given
working hours will be respected within 100m of homes.

N

BBCm21

BBCm22

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council
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Comm
Ref

BBCm23

BBCm24

BBCm25

Consultee

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

General

In April 2013 I described how the process of site selection for a
substation in the Bicker area had reached a shortlist of four
sites. Subsequently, under the delegation given to me, I replied
in June 2013 after having the benefit of seeing the full
summary of public responses, that the site called the Blue
Zone was the most worthy of being the subject of a formal
application if the haul route to the site from the A17 in the
vicinity of Swineshead Bridge is included. This site was seen to
have advantages since it was a distance from the nearest
dwellings, it had the benefit of the South Forty Foot raised
embankment as partial screening, it would mostly be viewed in
the landscape in association with the nearby existing wind
farm, and the securing of a dedicated access route to serve
the site was significant progress.

TKNOWFL has committed to using the new haul route from
the A17 to the Substation for HGVs. The partial screening of
the site by the embankment, existing nearby infrastructure and
distance from nearest dwellings has been included in the ES
assessments, particularly in relation to the landscape and
visual impact assessment chapter.

General

Dependent upon the way in which substation elements are
cooled and protected will dictate the site area and maximum
heights of buildings/structures within the substation. The
submission will seek consent for the larger land take needed
for air-insulated switchgear (AIS) with a substation area of
8.6ha; a smaller area of 6.9ha would be needed for gasinsulated switch gear (GIS).

Comments noted

General

The AIS design sees building heights of up to 12m, and 13m if
GIS. Maximum heights do not include lifting critical equipment
1.1m above existing ground level to protect from flooding
The draft DCO includes a requirement for detailed design
(determined in the FRA). Any building facade designs will be
drawings for the Substation (and IEC) to be approved by the
suggested to be controlled by the ‘requirements’ on any DCO
relevant planning authority.
(equivalent to planning conditions) which respective local
planning authorities have the powers of enforcement. Lightning
conductor rods are likely to be 18m high.

BBCm26

Boston
Borough
Council

General

BBCm27

Boston
Borough
Council

General

The draft DCO includes requirements for drainage and
landscaping for the Substation (and IEC) to be approved by
Discussions have been ongoing on the layout of the substation
the relevant planning authority, although it should be noted
which presently includes sustainable drainage systems and an
that, owing to the proximity to existing wind turbines, it is not
80m landscape buffer around it.
possible to acheive full width landscaping on the southeastern side of the compound.
In accordance with the successful outcome of previous
negotiations, the substation will be accessed by a permanent
The Substation access track is shown in the plans submitted
access track from the A17 south of Swineshead Bridge. A
with the application and secured through the draft DCO.
temporary access track will also be installed for the duration of
the substation construction.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

N

Y

Y

Y

Comm
Ref

Consultee

BBCm28

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm29

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm30

Boston
Borough
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

General

The inclusion of a permanent access road was a particularly
significant negotiated concession with the aim of preventing
the use of any of the local roads during both construction and
operation. This was based partly upon the evidenced
experiences of residents during the wind farm and existing
substation enhancement works. Presently, estimated vehicle
numbers during the ~up to 65 months over a 71 month
construction period for the new substation are over ~23,500
HGV, HDV and AIL movements and over ~37,000 LGV and
personnel movements. The ways in which this is scheduled
and controlled would be set out in both the Traffic
Management Plan and the requirements in any DCO.

The Substation access track is shown in the plans submitted
with the application and secured through the draft DCO. An
Outline Traffic Management Plan is included in the application
documents with a full TMP required to be approved for each
stage before work can commence on that stage.

General

The aspects of the 400kV underground connection between
the new substation and the existing substation are similar but
there are four circuits in a 60m wide corridor which have to be
a minimum 5m apart in individual trenches.

Comments noted

Project
Description

As well as the high voltage cables noted in the response from
BBC, TKOWFL are also consenting and constructing two
'bays' containing the required equipment to connect the 400
kV high voltage cable to the NGET infrastructure within the
existing NGET compound. For each bay this equipment
The works within the existing Bicker Fen substation to accept
includes cable sealing ends, earthing systems, circuit
the high voltage from the wind farm (the Enabling Works) are
breakers, current and voltage transformers, disconnectors,
the responsibility of National Grid and may include the
surge arrestors, associated measurement equipment and
installation of new switch gear. I understand that TKOWFL’s
small relay room. This equipment will be located entirely within
responsibilities are to get the four high voltage circuit cables to
the existing footprint of the NGET substation. No major earth
the substation perimeter.
works are required for this work as the area is already a
stoned platform suitable for accommodating this equipment.
Erection of this equipment will require scaffolding and a small
crane. This information has been included in the project
details chapter of the ES.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

AuC

Y

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

BBCm31

Boston
Borough
Council

Project
Description

As a direct result of local resident’s concerns, I have been in
contact with National Grid for some months to seek to
establish what the nature of the Enabling Works might be and
thus to seek to establish what the necessary traffic and access
requirements might be. To this end I have been seeking to
have the parties agree that National Grid plant and personnel
See response to comment BBC5.
will use the permanent or temporary haul routes (from the A17)
in order to miss Bicker village and the substandard rural roads
approaching the substation through Bicker. This matter is still
being investigated although TKOWFL has progressed to the
point that it has indicated that they are willing to allow National
Grid to use their haul routes as long as they are in place.

BBCm32

Boston
Borough
Council

Project
Description

The applicants envisage being able to include more
information on the Enabling Works within the subsequent
submission.

See response to comment BBCm30 re two bays in the NGET
Substation

BBCm33

Boston
Borough
Council

Project
Description

To date, National Grid has told me that they are considering
factors to do with routeing and traffic management and will be
assessing this in further detail over the coming months. Most
recently National Grid has confirmed that once this is
complete, they will be seeking an opportunity to meet jointly.

See response to comment BBC5.

AuC

Project
Description

The potential difficulty here is that the applicants have no
control over how National Grid carry out the Enabling Works
and they can only seek cooperation through, for example
offering their use of the haul routes. Similarly, since the extent
of the necessary works in the existing substation, National Grid
say, has not been established, the implication this will have for
access and traffic movements in the area remains largely
unknown. Ideally I would like some kind of legal agreement
with the applicants and National Grid...

TKOWFL continue to work with NGET to try and understand if
there are opportunities to reduce the potential for cumulative
impact of TKOWF with the works NGET need to undertake for
TKOWF, in particular the potential for NGET using the
TKOWFL access routes. The works NGET are required to
undertake are not part of the TKOWF application for
development consent as they will be carried out under an
existing consent held by NGET.

AuC

BBCm34

Boston
Borough
Council
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AuC

Y

Comm
Ref

BBCm35

BBCm36

BBCm37

Consultee

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Boston
Borough
Council

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Project
Description

See response to comment BBC5 regarding the Viking Link
project. The proposed Heckington Fen Wind Park Grid
...and there is also the prospect of the consented Heckington Connection project is listed as a Tier 2 project in Table 6-23
and is considered as part of the cumulative assessment. The
wind farm connecting to the Bicker substation; and the more
recent announcement about the Viking Project – to connect a Heckington Fen Wind Farm itself is located outside the LVIA
study area and therefore is not considered as part of the
1 gigawatt link from Denmark to export electricity into the UK
where a connection agreement has been signed to connect to cumulative assessment. No information is currently available
Bicker Fen.
on the Viking Link project which could be used to inform any
detailed assessments by TKOWFL although this situation will
be kept under review during the examination.

AuC

General

The advantage of the length of time of pre-application
negotiations is that many issues and assumptions have been
tested and resolved. This is a factor of NSIPs in that the front
loading of the process means that when the application for a
DCO is submitted next year, all participants should be very
familiar with all aspects of the proposal.

Comments noted

AuC

Traffic and
Access

I have only sought to advise Committee upon the detail of
outstanding matters or those matters which I know are of a
particular concern to Bicker residents. My assessment is that
the fundamental and most significant issue for the majority is
that of access to the site(s) and how traffic will be managed
and accommodated upon what is a largely inferior road
network for this volume of heavy and construction traffic.

Comments noted. See response to BBC5 and BBC6 for
regard had to comment.

Y

N

BBCm38

Boston
Borough
Council

Traffic and
Access

Although Traffic Management Plans have a roll if they are
enforceable, the securing of a dedicated access route avoiding
The dedicated access route is secured through the application
Bicker to the new substation site is a very significant and
plans and draft DCO.
essential part of this much larger package. This is the part of
the scheme which will have the most fundamental effects upon
the amenities of residents if it is not secured.

BBCm39

Boston
Borough
Council

Traffic and
Access

Thus, whilst I can recommend that there are no significant
matters in respect of the other principal headings including
effects upon heritage assets, landscape, flood risk and
noise;…
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Comments noted

Y

Comm
Ref

Consultee

BBCm40

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm41

Boston
Borough
Council

BBCm42

Boston
Borough
Council

BPC1

Bicker
Parish
Council

BPC2

Bicker
Parish
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Traffic and
Access

...the final picture in terms of access has not been concluded
The temporary and permanent access tracks, agreed traffic
and may not be until the final submission is made in the first
quarter of next year. This work is continuing, as will work which routes and other management measures will be secured in
is about to start on discussions on the draft DCO and the
the draft DCO and the Traffic Management Plan.
‘requirements’ within it.

In view of the need to confirm the Council’s response at this
time to this proposal and to identify matters which your officers
should continue to seek to progress, I would seek Committee’s
General
Comments noted
endorsement of the content of this report in identifying those
issues and any others which the planning authority places the
most weight upon.
Subject to the Committee endorsing the contents of this report,
and any other relevant matters that are raised by Committee,
to delegate authority to the Development Control Manager to
Comments noted
General
forward the Council’s case in any future negotiations and
during examination of the consent application once it has been
submitted.
With Bicker Fen being the preferred proposed substation site
for the TKOWFL, whilst one of the plus points for cabling was
Project
An ES has been submitted with the application
the shortest route and therefore the least impact on the
Description
environment, parishioners still feel it will have a huge impact
on the environment in the Fen.
National Grid carried out extensive works in conjunction with
TKOWFL to identify the best interface connection location in
the national grid for TKOWF as set out in the Interface
Reduction in costs for National Grid at Bicker Fen would have Selection Assessment Report (Application Document 8.18).
Site Selection and
been a significant influence on their offer to allow RWE to use The selection process focusses not just on the cost to
Alternatives
National Grid, but also on ensuring the connection represents
the site.
and economic, efficient and co-ordinated approach in line with
National Grid's statutory obligations as well as minimising
environmental effects.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

N

N

AuC

N

Comm
Ref

BPC3

BPC4

Consultee

Bicker
Parish
Council

Bicker
Parish
Council

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Traffic and
Access

It appears that much thought has gone into the rerouting of the
cables with Bicker Fen being the preferred site but there are
concerns that the same thought has not been made, from
egress and transportation onshore. Residents, although as
you are aware, are not happy with additional infrastructure in
Bicker Fen agreed that, after many communications and hard
work persuading RWE to build a new access road perhaps
thought had gone into the haulage road coming off the A17
and not through the village, as with the existing wind farm. It is
understood that at another construction the access road was
only accessible with a token system. Please make this part of
the planning requirements if Bicker Fen is successful as the
village already experiences traffic flow when, unknowledgeable
drivers, follow sat navs. I think we all fear the high volume of
traffic will still disrupt village life. The haulage road however is
still of concern. It is felt that the route of the new, temporary,
haulage road does not appear viably possible for HGV
vehicles to travel due to the bends and camber in the route
and the crossing of the drains. Will the public footpath also be
affected?

The ES Traffic and access chapter considers potential traffic
impacts and includes the requirement to produce a Traffic
Management Plan which includes a Travel Plan as embedded
mitigation. An Outline Traffic Management Plan (Application
document 8.9) is included in the application. The proposed
new access road has been designed specifically with HGV
movements in mind. Suitable crossings of drains will be
incorporated into the design. The footpath running alongside
the A17 will not be permanently affected, though there may
need to be very temporary and local rerouting of it whilst the
new road entrance is being constructed. These concerns (as
raised by BBC) are included in the Evidence Log as items
TA017 and TA025.

Y

Landscape and
Visual

The Parish cannot really make comment on the rerouting of the
cabling, but concerns lie in the future of the project also, if the
proposals are accepted. Many promises were made when the
wind farm was erected, by National Grid, but they have not
been fulfilled. The maintenance of the area with over 8000
trees being planted for a screen has not manifested, even
when requests made. Once the project had finished there was
no project leader or port of call to voice our views. The haul
road is to be dismantled after the project but again there are
concerns that the area will not be left as it was found, and we
will again be met with broken promises.

The mitigation commitments made by TKOWFL in the ES are
secured in the draft DCO or other supporting application
documents such as the Outline Code of Construction Practice.
Under the draft DCO, Boston Borough Council are
responsible for approving the TKOWFL Landscaping Plan.
BBC will also have enforcement powers which they can use in
the event of non-compliance. The proposed haul road from
the A17 is permanent (for the lifetime of the operation of the
offshore wind farm and substation) and will not be dismantled
until the entire site is decommissioned. Under the draft DCO
a Decommissioning Plan will be submitted to BBC for
approval.

AuC
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Comm
Ref

BPC5

BPC6

Consultee

Bicker
Parish
Council

Bicker
Parish
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Communications

Communication with local communities is an important part of
TKOWFL's approach to construction. A member (or members)
of the construction team will be responsible for communication
with local residents, businesses, local councils and highways
The Parish Council wonder if there could be regular/bi monthly
authorities as agreed . An Outline Communications Plan is
meetings with all parties, when/if work commences. This was
included with the application documents which sets out the
a problem previously as it was almost as if once construction
broad approach TKOWFL will take to communication with
started no more interest was shown, and despite constant
local communities, including the intention to set up direct
correspondence, the people of Bicker felt very alone and
contacts for local people to contact regarding construction and
frustrated with the whole event.
a proposal to set up a local liaison committee. A final
Communications Plan will be agreed with the local authorities
in advance of construction as part of the Code of Construction
Practice for that part of the works.

Consultation

Regard had to response in ES / application

During the consultation for substation sites (February-April
2013) concerns were raised that only part of the villages of
Great Hale and Bicker was within the buffer which formed our
consultation boundary. In response to this TKOWFL extended
the deadline of the consultation and held an additional
exhibition. Landowners made TKOWFL aware of their
individual requirements when granting access to land for
surveys. Some landowners required prior notice of every visit,
Consultations didn’t start very well, as you remember residents
whereas others were happy for TKOWFL's surveyors to
within 3km didn’t all receive documentation and the
access their land without the need to give prior notice.
consultation had to be done again. Land owners were
TKOWFL's surveyors were given details of which land was
supposed to be advised when experiments and tests were
available for survey and which land was not, with instructions
being carried out and this was not the case, so you must
to clarify any uncertainties with us before taking access. We
understand why there are concerns that you can ‘tell a good
were made aware of a very small number of occasions where
story’
people were seen on land where permission had not been
granted for surveys. Some of these occasions were during
times when no TKOWF surveys were taking place. TKOWFL
recognised that sometimes mistakes do happen and however
and given the sensitivity of surveys taking place on private
land TKOWFL reiterated to its surveyors the need to double
check the information given to them before accessing land.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

AuC

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

BPC7

Bicker
Parish
Council

Land Use, Soils
and Agriculture

BPC8

Bicker
Parish
Council

Other
infrastructure

BSIDB1

Black Sluice
Consultation
IDB

BSIDB2

Black Sluice
Consultation
IDB

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

The installation of the underground cables will result in a
temporary disturbance to agricultural activities, for which
You have to also remember that although the residents will
landowners will be compensated under normal crop loss
experience disruption whilst this is taking place that will come reimbursement processes. For the above-ground
to an eventual end whereas land owners can never recoup the infrastructure, it is TKOWFL's intention to arrive at a mutually
revenue from lost acreage. This huge development is totally
acceptable agreement with landowners to acquire the
inappropriate for this agricultural area.
necessary land. This approach is set out in the materials
issued to landowners (including a Heads of Terms) by
TKOWFL.
The reasons for selecting Bicker Fen as the connection point
to the transmission network are set out in the ES Site
National Grid appear to be the winners by inviting you to
Selection and Alternatives chapter and in the Interface
attached to an existing site, and it is even more disappointing
Selection Assessment Report. Future developments, if any,
to hear that perhaps more attachments are to be made thanks
at the National Grid Bicker Fen substation will need to obtain
to National Grid, and many see this as an industrialisation of
the relevant permissions to do so, including any consultations
the Fen
or cumulative assessments required under that permitting
regime.

Request to extend deadline to allow joint response by three
IDB's by 21st November

The deadline to allow a joint response was extended by
TKOWFL to 21 November as requested.

Is there any chance of an updated shapefile zipfile for the
cable route please. Going by the plans in the PEI
documentation, it looks like there’s been an update we’ve not
been sent, as the route shown appears to be a combination of A shapefile was issued to the IDBs as requested.
the original route and the 1st iteration with a few new changes
as well. Would appreciate this ASAP please.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

N

N

N

Comm
Ref

C&RT1

C&RT2

Consultee

Canal and
River Trust

Canal and
River Trust

Topic Ref

Comment

Other
infrastructure

Thank you for your consultation dated 13 October 2014 in
respect of the above. The Canal & River Trust is a company
limited by guarantee and registered as a charity. It is separate
from government but still the recipient of a significant amount
of government funding. The Trust is a statutory consultee for
the purposes of Section 42 of the Planning Act 2008 The Trust
has a range of charitable objects including: • To hold in trust or
own and to operate and manage inland waterways for public
Comments noted
benefit, use and enjoyment; • To protect and conserve objects
and buildings of heritage interest; • To further the conservation,
protection and improvement of the natural environment of
inland waterways; and • To promote sustainable development
in the vicinity of any inland waterways for the benefit of the
public. After due consideration of the details provided, the
Canal & River Trust has the following comments to make:

Hydrology and
flood risk

Regard had to response in ES / application

The proposed route of the electrical system crosses under the
River Witham near Langrick Bridge. We would comment that
the Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) appears to
identify the Environment Agency as being responsible for
maintenance of the River Witham at this point (PEI Report Vol
2 Chapter 11 Table 11-11); we would advise that this part of
the River Witham is in fact owned and managed by the Canal
& River Trust. The Trust is a statutory consultee for Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Projects that are “likely to have an
impact on inland waterways or land adjacent to inland
waterways”. The Trust actively encourages engagement at
every stage of the process to ensure that any potential issues
affecting waterways owned or managed by us can be identified
and addressed. We have reviewed the Preliminary
Environmental Information (PEI) which is intended to form the
basis of the Environmental Statement (ES) required to
accompany the application for Development Consent when it is
submitted, and consider that the methodologies identified in
the various sections of the report appear to follow accepted
guidelines and advice and represent an appropriate approach
to identifying potential environmental impacts
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TKOWFL note that the Canal and River Trust accept that the
PEI methodologies follow accepted guidelines. The same
methodology has been used in the ES Hydrology and flood
risk chapter as was used in the PEI. All references in the ES
chapter to the maintenance of the River Witham are now
associated with the Canal and River Trust, not the
Environment Agency as stated in the PEI.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Y

Comm
Ref

C&RT3

C&RT4

Consultee

Canal and
River Trust

Canal and
River Trust

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Project
Description

We will, of course, need to see the completed ES in order to
fully assess the likely impacts of the crossing on the River
Witham. We note that it is proposed to carry out Horizontal
Directional Drilling (HDD) where the cable route crosses the
river, in order to minimise potential adverse impacts. Detailed
arrangements for the works required in the vicinity of the river
do not appear to be available at this stage. We would need to
agree details of the arrangements for undertaking these works
in order to be satisfied that the waterway is appropriately
protected, any risks are minimised and that any necessary
mitigation measures are incorporated. We therefore suggest
that early discussion with the Trust over the nature of the
works required in the vicinity of the River Witham would be
beneficial, and would enable us to ensure that any consents as
may be necessary from us as landowner can also be obtained.

The Canal and River Trust will be issued a copy of the ES
after the application has been submitted. TKOWFL will
discuss the crossing method of the River Witham in advance
of construction being carried out. Protective provisions for the
Canal and River Trust are included in the draft DCO which
require TKOWFL to agree a crossing methodology.

Y

Other
infrastructure

We would advise that you contact the Trust’s Utilities Team at
the Hatton Office (Chris Lee at lee.chris@canalrivertrust.org.uk
or 07771 717371) to discuss any matters relating to obtaining
agreements to cross under the waterway and the Works
TKOWFL have engaged with Canal and Rivers Trust staff to
Engineers Team at the Fazeley Office (Des Harris at
discuss the TKES proposals, particularly draft DCO protective
desmond.harris@canalrivertrust.org.uk or 01827 252038) to
provisions.
discuss technical matters relating to the actual works
themselves in more detail and to identify any requirements we
may have. Please also copy Ian Dickinson (details below) into
any correspondence.

N

The draft DCO includes protective provisions which gives the
drainage boards review and approval rights for TKES works
which crossing IDB assets.

Y

The draft DCO includes protective provisions which gives the
drainage boards review and approval rights for all TKES
works located within 16m of IDB assets.

Y

DB1

IDBs

Project
Description

The Boards note the depth of cable is stated as a minimum of
3 metres below the hard bed level of a Board-maintained
watercourse (2 metres as defined by The Boards, with an
additional 1 metre minimum safety distance as defined by the
contractors). RWE should note from the previous extensive
discussions on this matter that these depths may need to be
increased where local circumstances dictate.

DB2

IDBs

Project
Description

All cable joint boxes and associated testing pits must be
located at least 9 metres away from any Board-maintained
watercourse.
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Comm
Ref

DB3

DB4

Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

IDBs

Project
Description

The Onshore Crossing Schedule (Vol 3 Annex 5.1) should be
ordered by location (i.e. north to south along the cable route)
and should include grid references. RWE must ensure all
riparian watercourses have been identified.

The Crossing Schedule has been updated as requested.

Project
Description

Access routes - RWE should liaise with The Boards over haul
or access routes that use culvert structures within The Boards
maintained watercourses, or run parallel to The Boards
The draft DCO includes protective provisions which gives the
maintained watercourses, as these may be unsuitable for
drainage boards review and approval rights for all TKES
proposed loads. Any new access culverts on haul or access
works located within 16m of IDB assets.
routes will require The Boards consent. Any new access tracks
must be located at an appropriate and agreed distance from
any Board maintained watercourse.

IDBs

DB5

IDBs

Project
Description

DB6

IDBs

Project
Description

DB7

IDBs

Hydrology and
flood risk

Project
Description

DB8

IDBs

EA8

Environment geology and
Agency
ground

Temporary compounds, including boundary fencing etc.,
should be sited at least 9 metres away from any Board
maintained watercourse. LMDB note that the compound
immediately south of A158 Skegness Road is adjacent to the
Board-maintained Wedlands Drain.
The Boards will require linear access along both banks of all
Board-maintained watercourses throughout the year.
Stockpiled soil and easement fencing must not encroach within
9 metres of any Board-maintained watercourses.
Volume 2 – Chapter 11- Hydrology and Flood Risk Page 1117, Section 11.66 – this statement is incorrect – IDB’s do not
manage surface water and ground water levels in Lincolnshire.
The IDB’s are responsible for land drainage. Surface water
flooding is typically as a result of overland flows pooling in low
areas and is not directly linked to the activities of IDBs. The
risk from groundwater flooding is not an issue managed by
IDBs as it is associated with the underlying geology. The Flood
Risk Assessment also needs to be revised in respect to these
issues.
With regard to IDB byelaw distances, The Boards will require
the DCO currently under consultation to have the distances
standardised at 9 metres for all IDB maintained watercourses
along the cable route to avoid any potential confusion. All
references within any current or future documentation should
therefore state this distance where required.

Y

Y

The draft DCO includes protective provisions which gives the
drainage boards review and approval rights for all TKES
works located within 16m of IDB assets.

Y

The draft DCO includes protective provisions which gives the
drainage boards review and approval rights for all TKES
works located within 16m of IDB assets.

Y

Text in the Hydrology ES chapter and FRA has been
amended to reflect the comments.

Y

The draft DCO includes protective provisions which gives the
drainage boards review and approval rights for all TKES
works located within 16m of IDB assets.

Y

Table 10.2 - channelling in the Chalk aquifer has been scoped
out as this will only occur offshore, not onshore, so we have no Comments noted
comments to make on this.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Comm
Ref

EA9

Consultee

Topic Ref

Environment geology and
Agency
ground

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Section 10.25 – a 2km study zone is considered beyond the
works due to the continuity of controlled waters, taking into
account abstractions – we are not aware of any reference to
abstractions within this radius, although we have records of 4
private domestic supplies and 2 licensed public water supply
abstractions from groundwater in this buffer. There are also 11
deregulated licenses, which may or may not still be in use and
would need further investigation to confirm their status. Could
you please advise if the study has covered this area or just the
original 50 m buffer either side of the Order Limit? We request
that these abstractions be considered within this study, and the
baseline study of Volume 4, Annex 10.1. The Chapter 11 Flood
Risk Assessment (FRA) considers abstractions only within 250
m of the cable route but still identifies the risks to those
abstractions, although Chapter 10 does not.

Abstractions within a 2 km radius are considered as part of
the Geology and Ground Conditions chapter of the ES. The
ES will include this data as well as data obtained from the EA
website. Assessment of risks to abstractions will be included
within the ES. The Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter of the
ES considers the quality impact on surface water abstractions
within the catchments that are intersected by the order limits
of the electrical system. This chapter also briefly gives
consideration to any groundwater abstractions located within
these catchments that have potential to be influenced by
quality impacts due to the potential for interconnectedness
with surface water bodies. In general, such impacts are
considered to be of minor significance. Paragraph 11.32 (of
PEI Chapter 11 - Hydrology and Flood Risk) was clarified in
the ES Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm
Ref

EA10

EA11

EA12

Consultee

Topic Ref

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Environment geology and
Agency
ground

Section 10.109 indicates the potential depth of horizontal
directional drilling (HDD) as being unlikely to exceed 10 m in
depth, while stating that superficial deposits are up to 10 m
deep. It is our opinion that this does not equate to a very low
magnitude risk of impact to the underlying principal aquifer; it
appears quite likely that HDD could in fact penetrate beneath
the superficial deposits. Full consideration should be given to
the potential consequences of breaching the Chalk aquifer,
both in terms of impacts to groundwater quality and
groundwater resource losses. From borehole logs and
modelling information it would appear that the superficial
deposit thickness is in fact deeper than 10 m; this section
should be corrected to adequately represent the conditions
and the risks.

Assessment of risks to principal aquifer is split between
shallow cable trenching and trenchless crossings sections
sections and two assessments were undertaken. Text was
amended to indicate that superficial deposits are greater than
10m thickness. Risk from trenchless crossings to principal
aquifers was increased from negligible to minor.

Y

Environment geology and
Agency
ground

Section 11.66 – this section states that groundwater levels are
carefully managed by the Internal Drainage Board (IDB) in
Lincolnshire. We are not aware of this being the case.
Groundwater levels are very difficult to control, and the only
management schemes we are aware of, which prevent
flooding, are further north for commercial purposes, achieved
under agreement through Abstraction Licensing controls, and
are in no way related to the IDB. Groundwater levels in this
area are not controlled except by the geological conditions (low
permeability clays overlying the chalk aquifer). We suggest
that unless you have evidence to support this statement it is
removed support this statement it is removed.

The text in the Geology, Hydrogeology and Ground Conditions
ES chapter has been amended to note that the water levels in
the area are managed by the IDB and that pumped drainage
influences groundwater levels.

Y

Environment Hydrology and
Agency
flood risk

TKOWFL note that EA accept that potential risks to
groundwater from the proposed development will be low. The
In summary, it is our opinion that the risk to groundwater
ES Geology and Ground Conditions chapter has regard to the
appears to be relatively low from the proposed development. comment by identifying sensitive groundwater receptors and
However, the supporting Environmental Statement needs to
assessing potential risks to these as a result of the proposed
present a more accurate picture of any likely receptors and the development. The assessment of potential risks to
available management of groundwater conditions.
groundwater receptors and embedded mitigation protecting
against contamination of groundwater receptors is presented
within the ES chapter.
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AuC

Comm
Ref

Consultee

EA13

EA14

EA15

EA16

Topic Ref

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Environment
FRA
Agency

Please note that the following comments have been compiled
using the Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) submitted with the
PEIR consultation and additional information supplied by HR
Wallingford.

Comments noted

N

Environment
FRA
Agency

The submitted reports, for reference, provide two different
depth maps for the proposed site. The FRA in Figure 4.4 has
used a map from the report referenced EX5511, which has
broken the depth down into three categories and identified the
site in the Rapid Inundation Zone (RIZ). The RIZ is defined as
depths greater than 0.5m and an assumption has been made
that the site would be at the lower range i.e. 0.5m.

Figure 4.4 in the FRA is from EX5989 (not EX5511). This
comment seems to be based on a draft FRA that the EA
reviewed in advance of the final draft FRA that was submitted
for consultation. In the final draft FRA reference is not made
to the RIZ.

N

Environment
FRA
Agency

The second submitted document referenced EX 5989 has
undertaken site specific breaches on the South Forty Foot
Drain with the two closest locations being at 116 and 80 as
shown in Figure 3.2 in the document. It would seem more
appropriate to use the results from these two locations to
inform the FRA of the predicted flood level, rather than the one
within the FRA. The submitted depth maps within EX5989
have made some general assumption on banding of the
results of the breach modelling and it would be more
appropriate if these are refined for the site specific FRA based
on the modelled output from the adjacent individual breaches.

Figure 4.4 in the FRA has been updated to show results from
the two closest locations at 116 and 80. The results are given
in depth bands as this is the level of information that is
appropriate to present from this modelling. Providing results
at a more detailed level would not reflect the accuracy of the
model.

Y

Environment
FRA
Agency

This original modelling uses flood levels within the South Forty
Foot Drain from an older fluvial model dated 1999. We have
supplied you with more recent model information and this
should be used to compare the original water levels used in
the breach modelling. It is our assumption that the water levels
have been reduced in the latest model, which would result in a
more conservative estimate in flood depth from the Breach
Modelling in EX 5989. If this is the case it is acceptable to use
the results from the breach modelling to inform the FRA. The
use of additional freeboard when setting the final level also
provides additional comfort that the sensitive equipment will be
above the predict 0.1% plus climate change level.

Comparison of pre and post 1999 model in-channel levels is
now included in section 4 of the FRA. The 1999 levels are
higher, therefore the flood depth estimate is conservative, as
expected by the EA.

Y
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Comm
Ref

EA17

EA18

EA19

EA20

EA21

EA22

Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Environment
FRA
Agency

Once the above information has been included within the FRA
all aspects of the Above Ground Electrical Infrastructure
The IDBs have confirmed that they are willing to accept
(AGEI) compound have been addressed, having received
surface water from the site should infiltration not be a viable
confirmation that the IDB is willing to accept surface water from option.
the site should infiltration not be a viable option.

Y

Environment
FRA
Agency

Bund - The FRA states that in order to prevent outflow of
surface water from the gravel to the surrounding areas, it is
necessary to provide a bund around the external perimeter of
the gravel area. On submission of the formal application, more Text providing more detail on the height and location of the
details of the bund will need to be provided to illustrate where it bunds has been added to the FRA.
is to be constructed, to what height and confirmation provided
that its presence will not pose an increase in flood risk to third
parties.

Y

Environment
FRA
Agency

Surface water - On submission of the formal application, we
request that a letter from the Lindsey Marsh IDB is included to
confirm that it is prepared to accept flows from the substation
into its watercourse. Confirmation of who will maintain the
drainage system for the lifetime of the site will also need to be
provided as part of the formal submission.

Y

Environment
FRA
Agency

As infiltration testing will be carried out post consent but prior
to construction, we request that a Requirement is included in
A requirement for the EA to be consulted on surface water
the Development Consent Order (DCO) to ensure the detailed
drainage schemes has been included in the draft DCO.
design proposals are submitted at a later date and that we will
be given an opportunity to approve these.

Y

Environment
FRA
Agency

Critical Infrastructure/Finished Floor Levels - We note the
inclusion of the proposed two stage approach with regards to
the finished floor levels of the critical infrastructure as
previously agreed. We would request that a Requirement is
included in the DCO to capture this.

Y

Environment
FRA
Agency

Section 5.4 includes reference to the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) flood risk Exception Test. Paragraph 5.4.1
specifically quotes the Exception Test requirements but these
Reference to EN-1 has been added to the FRA.
requirements are those that are included in the Overarching
National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1). We suggest that
the reference to the NPPF is replaced with EN-1.
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Lindsey Marsh IDB has confirmed it is prepared to accept
flows from the substation to its watercourse (see FRA
Appendix). The TK OFTO will be responsible for maintaining
the drainage system for the lifetime of the site. This has been
included in the FRA.

A requirement for the EA to be consulted on finished floor
levels at the IEC and Substation has been included in the
draft DCO.

Y

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

EA23

Environment
WFD
Agency

EA24

Environment
WFD
Agency

EA25

Environment
WFD
Agency

EA26

Environment
CoCP
Agency

EA27

Environment
Land
Agency

Project
Description

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

The Humber Lower estuarine and Lincolnshire/South Yorkshire
coastal water bodies were screened and scoped using
Clearing the Waters in Appendix 6.1 of the document ‘Triton
Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System Environmental
Impact Assessment Scoping Report Volume 1 Chapters and
Appendices. March 2014’
The findings of the scoping report are supported and as such
no further assessment of estuarine and coastal water bodies is
necessary, as stated in paragraph 1.2.1.
We also concur with the conclusion of the WFD assessment in
that this proposal should have a negligible impact on WFD
status in terms of freshwater bodies, provided that pollution
prevention guidelines are applied.
We confirm that we are satisfied with the contents of the
Outline Code of Construction Practice in respect of waste
management activities and pollution prevention.
Your land agents, Ardent Management Ltd, have been liaising
with our Estates department as the Environment Agency has
several land interests along the cable route. We may have
further comments to make on this issue as the application
progresses.
Ecotricity and RWE are both aware of similar grid connection
schemes that are likely to co-exist around the Bicker Fen substation area. Due to the close proximity of the proposed lines
Ecotricity would seek to continue to work together on
construction timescales, engineering principles and
maintenance of access to proposed routes. We would like to
be kept in touch as the DCO application progresses, and in
turn Ecotricity will continue to liaise with RWE on our evolving
plans for a grid connection for the consented Heckington Fen
Wind Farm.

Comments noted

N

Comments noted

N

Comments noted

N

Comments noted

N

TKOWFL is in communications with EA regarding reaching an
agreement on the land.

AuC

TKOWFL is engaging with Ecotricity regarding the potential
interactions between their proposed Heckington Fen project
and Triton Knoll on a regular basis. TKOWFL will notify
Ecotricity when the TKES application is accepted and will
continue to engage on the Heckington Fen Wind Farm.

AuC

Eco1

Ecotricity

EDF1

EDF Energy Project
Renewables Description

The Site for your substation is in close proximity to Bicker Fen
Wind Farm, consisting of 13 turbines that has been operational
Comments noted
since 2008. At this early stage given the we have currently
been provided we would like to make the following comments:

EDF2

EDF Energy Project
Renewables Description

We remain concerned at the potential cumulative of the subAn assessment of cumulative impacts has been included in
station in combination with the operation of Bicker Fen Wind
the relevant ES chapters although Bicker Fen Wind Farm is
Farm and specifically how this is deal analysed in the technical
considered as part of the baseline in the assessments.
annex of the application.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

AuC

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

EDF3

EDF Energy Project
Renewables Description

EDF4

EDF Energy Project
Renewables Description

EDF5

EDF Energy Project
Renewables Description

EH1

English
Heritage

Historic
Environment

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

The ES does not include an assessment of effects on energy
yield on the Bicker Fen Wind Farm. TKOWFL has met with
Would the development and proposed landscaping negatively
EDF to discuss the potential for impacts on the Bicker Fen
impact the energy yield on the operational turbines?
Wind Farm and will continue engage with EDF Renewables to
discuss this and other matters.
No detailed design of the onshore infrastructure or
construction methodology has been determined to date. Dust
How would the construction of the substation impact current
from construction operations will be managed through an Air
operations? Is any piling for foundations necessary and we
Quality Management Plan that TKOWFL will agree with local
would also be concerned about excessive dust from the site on
authorities as part of the Construction Code of Practice. An
the blades.
Outline Air Quality Management Plan is included with the
application.
TKOWFL will not use the wind farm access tracks for HGV
Some access tracks currently used for the turbines appear to construction traffic. The wind farm access tracks will be
be highlighted for use to the cable route. We would have
utilised for access to the TKOWF cable route for preconcerns over access to the turbines, any damage to the
construction surveys, site fencing and cable route
maintenance. TKOWFL's access requirements are included in
tracks and security.
the Heads of Terms
Thank you for consulting English Heritage (Government’s
principal advisors on the Historic Environment) on the Triton
Knoll Electrical System. As you are aware English Heritage are
involved in the Evidence Plan Process in respect of both
onshore and off-shore historic environment impacts of the
electrical system. This letter relates to on-shore heritage
matters, my colleague Dr Chris Pater will treat off-shore issues.
We are confident that discussions are moving positively
Comments noted
forwards and do not at this time identify any on-shore heritage
matters that would lead us to advise against the granting of a
Development Consent Order, the draft structure and content of
which is the subject of current consultation to which we will
shortly respond. RWE have carried out a route selection
process avoiding many known sites, this has been followed by
a review of Lidar and aerial photo data brought together by
RSK.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Y

AuC

N

Comm
Ref

EH2

Consultee

English
Heritage

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Historic
Environment

We have advised that best technical advice would be to carry
out extensive geophysical survey along the corridor followed
by targeted trial trenching in advance of development consent thereby having best information to inform a decision and
manage risk. This approach would be consistent with the
approach taken where reasonably possible on other large
scale developments. RWE have indicated they are unable to
commit to this scale of investment and site access agreements
prior to consent for both practical and financial reasons and
point out the length of the route. We stress however the utility
of geophysical survey and trial trenching being brought forward
in a timely manner, in particular at high risk locations (that is
risk to funding and timetables posed by uncertainty as to the
complexity, importance and extent of archaeological remains,
for instance areas of peat and wet deposits). RWE have
committed to an archaeological strategy (post consent)
including full geophysical survey within the main corridor and
substation sites, with targeted trial excavation to assess
significance followed by a suit of mitigation techniques ranging
from full excavation / strip map and sample or the option of
directional drilling, through to supervision and recording where
appropriate. We are encouraged by the broad approach put
forwards, but advise that in the process of allocating resources
and choosing the right mitigation approach, the earlier that
high risk sites can be investigated the better. We understand
that RWE will seek to address high risk areas at the earliest
stage post-consent, and have set out their reasons for not
being reasonably able to evaluate pre-consent. In the light of
the work already done on desk and aerial survey assessment
and route refinement, commitments to post consent
geophysical survey and intrusive investigation and crucially
RWE’s commitment to a suite of mitigation measures

The Outline WSI (Application Document 8.11) describes the
proposed programme of further investigation and mitigation
works to be undertaken, which is consistent with, and
informed by the discussion with English Heritage.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm
Ref

EH3

Consultee

English
Heritage

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Historic
Environment

The particular case of ovoid enclosure 217 was discussed at
length in our recent heritage sub-group meeting as an example
of a site where early understandings would be appropriate, or
else as a precautionary measure route diversion could be
considered, RWE have shown that due to other factors the
feature cannot be avoided and that in the absence of securing
early access will have to prioritise investigations at the earliest
point after granting of a DCO. This feature may not be a decoy
/ pond, feasibly it could be a prehistoric monument, it is a
priority for early geophysical survey and trench evaluation
potentially to inform Horizontal Direct Drilling (under the
feature) or Formal Excavation depending on the results and
discussion with consultees. This matter has been raised
through the evidence plan process and we accept that line
avoidance is not feasible and would therefore advice that
evaluation takes place at the earliest point when access can
reasonably be secured.

TKOWFL has been able to adjust the cable route to pass to
the north of feature 217. The amended cable corridor has a
mature tree located within it which TKOWFL will microsite
around if feasible. Geophysical survey and trial trenching of
the cable route in this area will ensure that impacts on any
associated features are assessed and mitigated. This is
described in the Outline WSI (Application Document 8.11).
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm
Ref

ELDC1

Consultee

East
Lindsey
District
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Project
Description

TKOWFL note ELDC's comments on the timings of the
landfall works. It should be noted that the time period of 13.5
months of activity over 3 years has now been extended to
14.75 months over a 3 year period in the application for
construction activities (i.e. not including pre-construction
surveys or ground investigations). The construction will be
consist of two discrete periods of installation activity: 1. Site
A landfall site with associated jointing between offshore and
establishment, installation of cable ducts below the sea
onshore cables to the north of the village of Anderby Creek.
defences; and 2. Offshore cable pulling and jointing activities.
The timescale for this part of the scheme is of particular
The timings of these individual phases could be separated by
interest. The documentation refers to a 13.5 month
a number of months and will be dependent upon the overall
construction period within a 3 year window. That level of
programme for installation of the offshore and onshore cables.
uncertainty is not welcome. We would wish to see more
Further details on this can be found in the ES Project Details
certainty in the phasing, with Anderby Parish being an integral
chapter. An assessment of the effects of construction
part of the discussions. This phasing needs to be part of the
activities at the landfall has been undertaken and presented in
DCO submission in order to allay any fears of the local
the ES. Measures to reduce impacts on tourism have been
community and ensure the minimum disturbance to the tourism
adopted and with these in place significant effects on tourism
offer along the coast. The authority are satisfied that the
are not anticipated. Although at this stage of the project it is
methodology and conclusions on site selection for the landfall
not possible to provide exact details of the timings of
site are acceptable.
construction TKOWFL will liaise with the local community and
relevant local authorities in advance of any construction and
ensure that timings of works are communicated to local
businesses, residents and parish councils. TKOWFL's
approach to this is set out in the Outline Communications Plan
included with the application. A full Communications Plan will
be produced in advance of works being carried out.
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ELDC3
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East
Lindsey
District
Council

East
Lindsey
District
Council

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Traffic and
Access

Onshore underground cable: a route of around 60 km
Members were pleased to note that the developers have
listened to the comments of the Council in earlier responses
and no roads will be closed as a result of the works. HGV’s will
also be barred from the Orby route (Marsh Lane), safeguarding
the amenities of villagers. These aspects as well as a detailed
phasing plan will need to be included in any scheme for
conditions or undertakings made under S106. In addition to
the above, members raised the issue of haul routes and impact
they may have on local roads (their condition) and
communities (safety near schools etc.) Liaison with Parishes
and ward members on this issue is imperative and the
consultation steps to be taken in this regard should be
included in the DCO.

New temporary and permanent access tracks, traffic routes
and other management measures are set out in the
application documents, including the plans, draft DCO and
Outline Traffic Management Plan. A full Traffic Management
Plan will be agreed with the relevant local authorities prior to
construction commencing and will include measures to
mitigate any detrimental impacts on local roads and
communities and how these will be implemented / controlled.
An Outline Access Management Plan has also been
submitted with the application with a full version to be agreed
with the local authorities. The Access Management Plan
details the construction access to serve the temporary
construction compounds. Liaison proposals are set out in the
Outline Communications Plan.

Landscape and
Visual

The landscape and visual impacts, including cumulative
effects, of the IEC have been assessed in detail in the ES
LVIA chapter. TKOWFL sought feedback from local residents
Intermediate Electrical Compound east of the village of Orby:
on design and landscaping as part of the s47 consultation.
Concerns remain regarding the harmful landscape impact of
The responses received from the consultation responses
this proposal. The balance between harm and benefit is more
have been included in the Design Principles Document and
difficult to conclude upon at this stage without final details and
Outline Landscape Strategy and Ecological Management Plan
the final submission will need in our minds to have revisited
(LSEMP). The approach to the cumulative impact
that impact to assess whether there are any further mitigation
assessment was agreed by all parties in the Human
measures that would reduce harm. The Orby Wind Farm
Environment Review Panel as part of the EIA Evidence Plan
proposal is awaiting decision, and if allowed, the Authority
process, including those projects for which a cumulative
would wish to see the landscape impact analysis for the
assessment has been undertaken. The proposed onshore
intermediate compound revisited to include that. The decision
Orby Wind Farm is included in this list, and has been
is expected before the submission of the DCO. It might be
cumulatively assessed in the ES chapter. There is therefore
prudent for the developer to undertake such reappraisal at this
no need to undertake any further assessment beyond that
stage bearing in mind the likely 'pinch point' that may occur.
committed to in the Approach to Cumulative Impact
Assessment.
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East
Lindsey
District
Council

East
Lindsey
District
Council

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Noise

This has been discussed with ELDC Environmental Health
and in TKOWFL's response to the ELDC comments. It is
TKOWFL's view that the baseline survey is sufficient for the
purposes of the noise assessment. TKOWFL is aware that
Noise: There is a strong concern that the background noise
ELDC has a different view and is intending to carry out their
level assessment is deficient. Before any DCO is submitted, it
own measurements. Full details of the monitoring equipment
is strongly suggested that the relevant department of the
used and the measurement positions is included in the
Council are fully consulted. This was not done well at the
baseline noise section of the Noise and Vibration ES chapter.
monitoring phase. The lack of detail in respect of the
ELDC Environmental Health have confirmed that they are
equipment or its siting is another drawback. Without it, no
aware of the issues around the Beauly substation, but that
specific acoustic details have been submitted and as a result
use of the DEFRA low frequency noise assessment
there can be no accurate predictions made. This is a serious
methodology will be, in their view, sufficient to address any
flaw in the submission. The ramifications of the Beauly
issues. A low frequency noise assessment is contained in the
Substation action at Balbair in Scotland are awaited. This may
ES chapter. TKOWFL has been advised by ELDC that
have implications that the developer must address.
measurements from their independent assessment will be
forwarded to TKOWFL once completed. This had not been
received at the time of preparation of the Consultation Report
(25 March 2015).

N

Cost

PPA's: The Authority are particularly concerned at the
inevitable cost that will accrue to them as a result of the
developer opting for the PINS route to decision. There has
been good discussion regarding PPA at this stage, but none to
date regarding the DCO stage and the condition compliance
stage. (should permission be granted) The Authority expect the
developer to enter discussions upon each of those matters
with us prior to the submission of the DCO. It must be fair for
the Authority to expect a neutral cost to them as a result of
dealing with this major application.

Y
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Planning Performance Agreements are in place up to the
point of completion of the Local Impact Report. TKOWFL
have confirmed that an additional PPA will be offered to ELDC
and BBC to cover the period up to the completion of
construction. The details of these PPA are yet to be agreed.

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

ELDCn1

East
Lindsey
District
Council

Noise

Ener1

Energetics

Land

ESP1

ESP
Connections General
Limited

ESP2

ESP
Other
Connections
infrastructure
Limited

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Noise report- requested changes to working hours

Revisions have now been made and construction activities
that generate potentially significant noise levels at the nearest
noise sensitive receptors will generally be restricted to the
hours of 07:30 to 19:00 on weekdays and 08:00 to 13:00 on
Saturdays. It may be necessary to undertake non-trenched
works (e.g. directional drilling) outside these hours in very
specific circumstances as non-trenched works must be
undertaken in one continuous operation. Potentially noisy
works outside the above will be agreed with the relevant Local
Authority prior to works taking place. This is secured in the
Outline Code of Construction Practice (Application Document
8.7).

Based on the information provided, I can confirm that
Energetics does not have any plant within the area(s) specified Comments noted
in your request.
Please see the below “not affected” notice we originally sent to
Comments noted
Sue Chambers who first enquired about these proposed
works.
Dear Sir/Madam, Thank you for your recent plant enquiry at:
Triton Knoll -2 (ES) Bicker Fen - Micville - England I can
confirm that ESP Gas Group Ltd has no gas or electricity
apparatus in the vicinity of this site address and will not be
affected by your proposed works. ESP are continually laying
new gas and electricity networks and this notification is valid
Comments noted
for 90 days from the date of this letter. If your proposed works
start after this period of time, please re-submit your enquiry.
Important Notice Please be advised that any enquiries for ESP
Connections Ltd, formerly known as British Gas Connections
Ltd, should be sent directly to us at the address shown above
or alternatively you can email us at: plant@espipelines.com
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Pipelines

Fulcrum
Pipelines

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Other
infrastructure

Thank you for emailing your enquiry to Fulcrum Pipelines
Limited (FPL). We will check whether we own any plant in the
area indicated on your request and we will contact you shortly.
If you have not enclosed a map showing your area of interest
and supplied co-ordinates of your site, we request that you
provide this information as soon as possible as failure to do so
may delay our response. We aim to provide a response within
15 days, however if your enquiry is urgent or you would like to
speak with us in the meantime, please contact one of our
Comments noted
advisors on the numbers below. T 0114 280 4175 T 0114 280
4106 Please note, it is essential to refer to the HSE document
HSG47 for information regarding trial holes and safe digging
practices when working near utility pipes. Click here to
download the HSG47 document free from the HSE website. In
the case of an emergency, or if you smell gas at any time,
please call the National Gas Emergency Service on 0800 111
999.

N

Other
infrastructure

Thank you for asking Fulcrum Pipelines Limited to examine
your consultation document for the above project. We can
confirm that Fulcrum Pipelines Limited have no comments to
make on this scoping report. Please note that we are
constantly adding to our underground assets and would
strongly advise that you consult us again prior to undertaking
any excavations. Please note that other gas transporters may
Comments noted
have plant in this locality which could be affected. We will
always make every effort to help you where we can, but
Fulcrum Pipelines Limited will not be held responsible for any
incident or accident arising from the use of the information
associated with this search. The details provided are given in
good faith, but no liability whatsoever can be accepted in
respect thereof. If you need any help or information simply
contact Fulcrum on 03330 146 455

N
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Regard had to response in ES / application

Cable crossings

HSE's comments have been based on the documents
provided with the consultation, in particular the 'study are'
shown in Figure 1-1 ( Landscapes and Designations) forming
part of the 'Landscape and Visual Baseline Study document
dated Sept 2014. (Volume 1, Annex 6 of the preliminary
Environmental Information). The proposed development does
not fall within any of HSE's Consultation Zones for a major
hazard sites. Based on the information held by HSE, it would
appear that the onshore cable route falls within the
Consultation Zones of two 'Major Accident Hazard Pipelines'
operated by National Gas Grid. The proposed cable route will
cross the pipelines at locations approx. i) 2.5km NE of the
A16, and ii) 1.5km SW of the A17. On the basis of a
preliminary assessment, it is unlikely that HSE would advise
against the installation of the cable corridors along the route as
indicated in the above document. However, as part of the
cable crosses, or is within the vicinity of these pipelines, the
applicant should consider contacting the pipeline operator for
the following reasons: - The operator may have legal interest in
the vicinity of the pipeline. This may restrict certain
developments within certain proximity of the pipeline; - The
standards to which the pipeline is designed and operated may
restrict occupied buildings or major traffic routes within a
certain proximity of the pipeline. Consequently there may be a
need for the operator to modify the pipeline, or its operation, if
the development proceeds.

TKOWFL can confirm that a consultation response from
National Grid Gas (NGG) regarding the crossing of their
pipelines has been received. Discussions with NGG regarding
the working restrictions in the vicinity of their cables are
ongoing. Protective provisions for the benefit of NGG are
included in the draft DCO.

Page 33 of 74

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

As noted in the comment made by the HSE, significant
quantities of hazardous substances, requiring Hazardous
Substance Consent, are not anticipated to be required for
construction of this project. TKOWFL note the HSE's
comments regarding the requirements for such licences and
will keep the HSE updated should these requirements
change.

N

Comments noted

N

HSE2

Health and
Safety
Executive

Project details

The project documents do not appear to make reference to the
storage or use of significant quantities of hazardous
substances and, in view of the nature of the proposal, such
storage seems unlikely. However the developer is advised to
consider whether storage of hazardous substances is involved
and, if so, whether Hazardous Substances Consent would be
required. The presence on, over or above land of certain
hazardous substances, at or above set threshold quantities
(Controlled Quantities), may require hazardous Substances
Consent (HSC) under the Planning (Hazardous Substances)
Act 1990 as amended. The substances, alone or when
aggregated with others, for which HSC is required, and the
associated Controlled Quantities, are set out in The Planning
(Hazardous Substances) Regulations 1992 as amended by
The Planning (hazardous Substances) (Amendment)
(England) Regulations 2009 and 2010. Hazardous
Substances Consent would be required if the site is intending
to store or use any of the Named Hazardous Substances or
Categories of Substances and Preparations at or above the
controlled quantities set out in schedule 1 of the Regulations.
Further information on HSC should be sought from the relevant
Hazard Substances Authority.

HSE3

Health and
Safety
Executive

Project details

The proposed development does not impinge on the
separation distances of and licensed explosive sites in the
vicinity.
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Health and
Safety
Executive

Comment

General

The project involves connections to the electrical power
distribution systems and has an impact on the existing
generation, transmission and distribution assets on the UK
mainland. In the light of that, HSE offers the following
comments: As well as satisfying general health and safety
legislation (i.e. the Health and Safety at Work etc. Act 1974
and supporting regulations), the proposed design and future
operations must comply with the Electricity at Work
Regulations 1989 and the Electricity, Safety, Continuity and
Comments noted. TKOWFL is fully aware of the requirements
Quality Regulations 2002 as amended, Generators,
distributors, their contractors and others have defined duties in under the stated regulations.
order to protect members of the public from the dangers posed
by the electrical equipment used. HSE enforces the safety
aspects of these regulations. If you have any doubts about the
particular application of these regulations in terms of either the
operation or construction of generators, substations, overhead
lines or underground cables please contact Mr J C Steed,
Principle Specialist Electrical Inspector, either at
john.steed@hse.gsi.gov.uk or Rose Court GSW, 2 Southwark
Bridge Road, London, SE1 9HS.

N

With reference to the above, I can confirm that the following
have no comments to make at this moment in time:
Independent Pipelines Limited, GTC Pipelines Limited, Energy
Comments noted.
House [Note: Independent Power Netwroks Ltd subsequently
confirmed they also represent Independent Power Networks
Ltd]

N

Independent
Other
Pipelines
infrastructure
Limited

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref
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Regard had to response in ES / application

LCC has worked constructively with RWE and its consultants
by attending various meetings to minimize and mitigate the
environmental impact of the scheme. This is without prejudice
to the serious concerns LCC has about the chosen route for
the scheme and the availability of alternatives. LCC is currently
considering RWE's Interface Selection Assessment Report
(ISAR) which was received over a year after requesting the
work. Consequently, the following comments are offered with a
Lincolnshire
view to improving the final version of the scheme should it
Site Selection and
County
receive the benefit of a Development Consent Order. This
Alternatives
Council
consultation exercise does not allow anyone to object to the
proposals and as a baseline it is predicated on the route being
acceptable. LCC does not consider this route as the best
option and if we had received the information requested a year
ago our response would be much more certain. In such
circumstances, LCC's response is clearly "Without Prejudice".
LCC is aware of the National Grid interconnector and we will
ask the Secretary of State to ensure both schemes and
impacts are looked at in totality via a full public Inquiry.

Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
County
Ecology
Council

Landfall: LCC Environmental Services have concerns that the
installation of cables in the areas covered by the Lincolnshire
Coastal Country Park (LCCP) and Lincolnshire Coastal
Grazing Marshes (LCGM) project target areas could seriously
impact on the potential to create wetland habitats. There is a
reference to this in 8.148 Table 8-29 but we would seek written
assurances via planning condition or Sc 106 that cable
installation would not compromise the potential for wetland
habitats on such land in the future.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

TKOWFL is aware of LCC's continued disagreement
regarding the selection of Bicker Fen as the onshore interface
point. The reasoning behind the selection of Bicker Fen as the
onshore interface point is explained and demonstrated in the
Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR) which was
provided to LCC in July 2014 and has been available on
TKOWFL's website since that date. Subsequent to the
selection of Bicker Fen, a comprehensive site selection
process was undertaken for the landfall, intermediate
electrical compound site and Triton Knoll substation site. The
detailed explanation of the site selection process is presented
in the Site Selection & Design Report which is available on the
Triton Knoll website. TKOWFL does not agree that the
consultation under s42 and s47 of the Act does not allow
anyone to object to the proposal. The s47 questionnaire
includes many questions where any comments can (and
have) been made by members of the local community. This
includes a final question, 7E, which asks if respondents have
any other comments to make on the project. With respect to
the Viking Link interconnector, which TKOWFL learned about
during the consultation period, no surveys, studies,
consultation or design work has commenced. Therefore,
there are currently no details about the scheme which would
allow TKOWFL to undertake any form of assessment and it is
not something that can be considered in detail within the ES
or application.

N

The three fields within the Burgh-le-Marsh Target Area that
are crossed by the TKES Proposed Development Boundary
that have been identified by the LCGM Project as of particular
sensitivity are acknowledged as being of ‘county’ level
importance in the Terrestrial Ecology ES Chapter.
Techniques to be used for safeguarding soil structure and
reinstatement of wet grassland habitat have been included in:
Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh Construction
Methodologies within the Outline CMS (Application Document
8.7.1). Significance of impact is recorded as ‘negligible’ in ES
Chapter following consideration of mitigation.

Y

Comm
Ref

LCC3

LCC4

Consultee

Comment

Project
Description

A landfall site with associated jointing between offshore and
onshore cables is to be located to the north of the village of
Anderby Creek. The documentation refers to a 13.5 month
construction period within a 3 year window. That level of
uncertainty is not welcome. We would wish to see more
certainty in the phasing, with Anderby Parish being an integral
See response to ELDC1.
part of the discussions. This phasing needs to be part of the
DCO submission in order to allay any fears of the local
community and ensure the minimum disturbance to the tourism
offer along the coast. LCC still has to be convinced that
making landfall through the Coastal Country Park is the best
option and is currently investigating viable alternatives.

Y

Terrestrial Ecology: There is no reference to the Lincolnshire
Coastal Country Park in this section either within the text or the
tables. There is reference to the LCGM. LCC is sure whether
there is confusion between the LCCP and LCGM. Within this
document the LCGM has been identified as important at
county level. It has no formal designation. The LCCP does not
have any formal designation either but is equally important at a
county level and they should both be considered with equal
importance. 8.38 Table 8-4 There appears to be a
misunderstanding of ecological designations: SNCIs and CWS
are old designations. Local wildlife Sites are the new term used
throughout Lincolnshire. The table states that CWS are of
medium value and LNRs and SNCIs are of low level. LCC
suggests that they are all medium level , including Local
Nature Reserves. LCC suggests that they should all be in
"medium value level". 8.55 There needs to be a section before
or after '8.55 LCGM' referencing the LCCP in a similar format
to the LCGM section including a table of current base habitats
within LCGM target areas. It should include the following: The
LCCP lies between Sandilands and Chapel St Leonards. The
partner's vision is : 'A sustainable coastal environment
providing high quality facilities for communities and visitors,
improvements for wildlife and contributing to a healthy local
economy.

Y

Terrestrial
Lincolnshire
Ecology,
County
Landscape &
Council
Visual

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref
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The LCCP is more important for its amenity and landscape
and visual qualities than it is for its terrestrial ecology. An
assessment of the LCCP was included in the PEI Landscape
and Visual chapter and both the Socio-economic chapters
and is included in the ES L&V and Socio-economic chapters.
Reference to County Wildlife Sites has been amended in the
ES Terrestrial Ecology chapter and are given a 'medium value
level'.

Comm
Ref

LCC4
(cont.)

Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

The LCCP aims to: • Create a sustainable, diverse, landscapescale network of wildlife habitats • Support and encourage a
healthy local economy based on a year-round sustainable
tourism destination • Increase awareness and understanding
of the natural and cultural heritage of the area; building
recognition locally, nationally and internationally • Provide
recreational opportunities for local residents and visitors within
the natural environment. Table 8-17 Construction
"Reinstatement and supplementary re-seeding of grasslands
identified within the two LCGM target areas…." Should include
the LCCP target area. Table 8-18 Needs to include section on
LCCP, similar to LCGM
Table 8-19 As above 8.113 As above Table 8-22 Reversibility
"future grazing marsh creation will not be adversely effected"
Pleased to see this included but should read "affected" 8.148
Table 8-29 should include LCCP. Table 8-33 As above, should
include LCCP. Would prefer to see land purchase for creation
of new grazing marsh creation/ land management as mitigation
for LCCP and LCGM. Figure 8-1a Designated Sites should
include LCCP boundary. Figure 8-1a Designated Sites LCCP
boundary needs including on the map.
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Lincolnshire
Traffic and
County
Access
Council

Lincolnshire
Landscape and
County
Visual
Council

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Highways: With regard to the anticipated impact upon the
highways, LCC has already given a general response to a
general enquiry i.e. wherever the eventual route crosses a
public highway, the developers should use a non-dig method
to install the ducting (through which the cables would be pulled
at a later date) and then once RWE has decided where they
would like to place their interim lay-down areas and site
compounds along the identified route, LCC will advise on
specific requirements and measures for access and traffic
control. For Boston and South Holland, LCC has also directed
that RWE must provide a dedicated access road from a
suitable point on the A17 into Bicker Fen and construction
traffic must not pass through Bicker village or use the minor
road network within the parish. It is noted that RWE are in
discussions with the developers of a separate on-shore wind
farm at East Heckington, with a view to agreeing a shared
cable route across the A17 into Bicker Fen which would be
well clear of the Swineshead Bridge railway level crossing
(where there would be likely to be safety concerns with traffic
queuing back from temporary traffic signals). LCC requires
that no roads will be closed as a result of the works and that
HGV’s will also be barred from the Orby route (Marsh Lane),
safeguarding the amenities of villagers. These aspects as well
as a detailed phasing plan will need to be included in any
scheme for conditions or undertakings made under S106.

New temporary and permanent access tracks, traffic routes
and other management measures are set out in the
application documents, including the plans, draft DCO and
Outline Traffic Management Plan. A full Traffic Management
Plan will be agreed with the relevant local authorities prior to
construction commencing and will include measures to
mitigate any detrimental impacts on local roads and
communities and how these will be implemented / controlled.
An Outline Access Management Plan has also been
submitted with the application with a full version to be agreed
with the local authorities. The Access Management Plan will
detail construction access to serve the relevant temporary
construction compounds. It should be noted that TKOWFL are
not in discussions with Heckington Fen Wind Farm with
regard a shared cable route across the A17 into Bicker Fen.

Y

The approach to the cumulative impact assessment was
agreed by all parties in the Human Environment Review Panel
as part of the EIA Evidence Plan process, including those
projects for which a cumulative assessment has been
undertaken. The proposed onshore Orby Wind Farm is
included in this list, and has been cumulatively assessed in
the ES chapter. There is therefore no need to undertake any
further assessment beyond that committed to in the Approach
to Cumulative Impact Assessment.

N

Intermediate Electrical Compound and Substation : The Orby
Wind Farm proposal is awaiting decision, and if allowed, the
Authority would wish to see the landscape impact analysis for
the intermediate compound revisited to include that. The
decision is expected before the submission of the DCO. It
would be prudent for RWE to undertake such reappraisal at
this stage bearing in mind any cumulative impact that may
occur.
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Topic Ref

Lincolnshire
Historic
County
Environment
Council

Lincolnshire
Historic
County
Environment
Council

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

A detailed review of RWE's Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) has been completed by Gillespies
Comments made by LCC are noted and were considered in
(document attached) on behalf of LCC which concludes that
the production of the final LVIA.
the assessment of susceptibility and value has resulted in an
underestimation of the sensitivity of both landscape and visual
receptors and includes suggestions for improvement.
I forgot to attach archaeology comments and the online
comment box is too small to accommodate. Please include the Comments noted
following;
"The National Planning Policy Framework states that 'Where a
site on which development is proposed includes or has the
potential to include heritage assets with archaeological
Comments noted
interest, local planning authorities should require developers to
submit an appropriate desk-based assessment and, where
necessary, a field evaluation' (para 128).
This matter remains an issue of difference between LCC and
TKOWFL. It has not proven possible for TKOWFL to
undertake advance site investigations across the Order Limits
to supplement the research undertaken to date. TKOWFL
We would expect the EIA to include the results of geophysical
propose to carry out further investigations and assessment
and field walking surveys of the route corridor, the results of
post-determination as proposed in the Outline WSI
which will inform any trenching strategy required to inform the
(Application Document 8.11). LCC has commented on and
depth, extent and significance of any archaeological deposits
approved the Outline WSI. However, LCC still expresses a
which may be impacted by the development. The results of
preference for advance geophys and evaluation trial trenching
these should indicate the level of impact on underlying
to be undertaken to inform the ES, or a clear commitment to
archaeological remains and the EIA should include a robust
scheme-wide strip map and sample mitigation works during
mitigation strategy which will identify what measures are to be
the initial top soil stripping (position restated and recorded in
taken to minimise the impact of the proposal on archaeological
minutes of consultees meeting held on 11.02.15, minutes
remains.'
issued 17.02.15).
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Regard had to response in ES / application
The proposed staged approach to site investigation to select
tailored mitigation works is described in the Outline WSI
(Application Document 8.11) including a post-determination
programme of geophysical survey and trial trenching to inform
the production of a refined mitigation strategy. This is similar
to the approach requested by the consultees, but would be
executed at a different stage of the project. The evaluation
and mitigation works will need to be approved by the
consultees and there is a capacity to avoid impacts of the
highest order of significance by use of HDD. A study of the
impacts on the known archaeological remains makes this a
reasonable and proportionate approach.

Y

Comments noted

N

LCC11

Lincolnshire
Historic
County
Environment
Council

Useful discussions and meetings regarding the scheme have
occurred since our initial response and, given the limited
opportunity for evaluation results to allow for mitigation through
changes in design or methodology, we reached a tentative
agreement that the strategy of strip, map and record would be
an effective way of dealing with the archaeology that would be
impacted, and once completed it would allow for the
development to move forward. At that point we were awaiting
the production of a Written Scheme of Investigation which
could be discussed and agreed, which would have been
helpful to inform a way forward.

LCC12

Lincolnshire
Historic
County
Environment
Council

The route has evolved, and the supporting documentation
includes Chapter 12: Historic Environment, which in 12-29
looks at field assessments and trial trenching, with
'Archaeological mitigation measures…following the further
assessments described above.'(12.10)

Lincolnshire
Historic
County
Environment
Council

This matter remains an issue of difference between LCC and
TKOWFL. It has not proven possible to undertake advance
Given that we are again in a place where no fieldwork
site investigations across the Order Limits to supplement the
evaluation has been undertaken or mitigation strategy agreed,
research undertaken to date. Further investigations and
our comments of the 15th of April above still stand
assessment are proposed post-determination in the Outline
WSI (Application Document 8.11).

LCC13

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Comment
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Lincolnshire
Historic
County
Environment
Council

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

This is in accordance with the requirements of NPPF which
states the applicant should 'describe the significance of any
heritage assets affected….sufficient to understand the
potential impact of the proposal on their significance' (para
128).

The comments are noted; this is consistent with discussions
between TKOWFL and local authority archaeologists. It is
noted that the scale and significance of the project is different
to a standard planning application, and therefore the logistical
problems, timing, costs and risks associated with advance site
investigations are of a different order of magnitude. A
comprehensive desk-based study has been undertaken to
inform the assessment, and a measured staged programme
of geophysical survey, trial trenching and mitigation works is
proposed which is consistent with the NPPF approach, and
will permit appropriate mitigation which the statutory
consultees can monitor. Further investigations and
assessment are proposed post-determination in the Outline
Onshore WSI (Application Document 8.11). This will further
refine our understanding of heritage assets and the
significance of the respective impacts to permit the selection
of the most appropriate mitigation method for each asset.
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LCC15

LH1
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Lincolnshire
Historic
County
Environment
Council

Heritage
Historic
Trust of
Environment
Lincolnshire

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

The Environmental Impact Assessment should contain
sufficient information to enable an informed planning decision
to be made."

The baseline data collection is a comprehensive examination
of desk based sources, walk-over survey and original analysis
of aerial photographs and LiDAR survey data. The consultees
have confirmed that the assessment of these sources is a
competent study. The selection of the route has been an
iterative process avoiding impacts upon any designated
heritage assets, and minimising impacts on non-designated
assets. The understanding gained from the desk study means
that the route will pass through the areas of least potential for
previously unknown remains. The baseline study established
a robust picture of the spectrum of heritage assets within the
route and adjacent areas, which informs the menu of
mitigation measures which are available to ameliorate impacts
defined during subsequent investigations. The knowledge that
in extremis, trenchless cable installation options are available
to the engineers, means that even the most significant
impacts on previously unknown can be successfully mitigated.
The consultees will remain in control of the mitigation
selection process as the development proceeds beyond the
determination stage, via the need to approve specific WSI ( as
described in the Outline WSI (Application Document 8.11).

Thank you for the consultation on the proposed project. As you
are aware I have been in discussion at length with members of
the Historic Environment panel and the submitted documents The constraints to investigation associated with land access
are a result of that consultation. The only comment I really
have been included in the ES, in Volume 1, Chapter 3
have to make is that land access issues perhaps need
Approach to EIA
reiterating within Chapter 12 of the PEI.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Lincolnshire
Wildlife
General
Trust

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the
Preliminary Environmental Information for the above project.
The following comments are based on information available in
the Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR). We
expect to make further comments on the potential ecological
impacts of the development when the full results of the
environmental studies are available. Our comments below
Commented noted
concentrate on the onshore environment. Having reviewed the
marine chapters of the Preliminary Environmental Information
Report we do not have any specific comments to make at this
stage. We would defer to Natural England and the Marine
Management Organisation for their greater expertise in these
matters.

N

Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

The Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust welcomes the ecological survey
work that has taken place along the proposed route of the
electrical system as outlined in the terrestrial ecology chapter
of the PEIR. However, we are concerned to note that
approximately 24% of the development area has not been
subject to on the ground ecological surveys. We appreciate
that this is due to a lack of landowner permissions to access
the land and that aerial Phase 1 surveys have been used to
categorise the broad habitat types present, however, it does
mean that a large area of land has not been assessed and
there will therefore be uncertainties regarding the conclusions
of the potential impacts on habitats and species arising from
the development. Given these survey limitations we would
expect to see robust plans in place for pre-construction
surveys to take place on the land that has not been surveyed
to assess the habitats and species present and ensure that
there is sufficient time to put in place any mitigation that may
be required.

Y
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Pre-construction surveys are included as ‘additional mitigation’
in the Terrestrial Ecology ES Chapter. A schedule of preconstruction surveys is included in the Outline LSEMP,
including pre-construction habitat and species surveys for all
areas which could not previously be surveyed due to lack of
land access.

Comm
Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

LWT3

Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

A point that the Trust has made previously is that any seminatural habitats, such as grasslands, within the development
area should be surveyed and assessed against the Local
Wildlife Site (LWS) criteria for Lincolnshire published by the
Greater Lincolnshire Nature Partnership. Any areas meeting
the LWS criteria should be avoided and an alternative route
chosen. If it would not be possible to avoid such sites then
mitigation and/or compensation would be required. The
assessment of sites against the LWS criteria has not been
mentioned in the terrestrial ecology report. We would wish to
see these assessments included in the final Environmental
Statement.

Pre-construction survey of semi-natural grassland areas will
be undertaken and the results will be used to assess areas
against the LWS criteria for Lincolnshire. This is included in
the Outline LSEMP.

LWT4

Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

As a point of accuracy we would query the statement made in
paragraph 8.48 that only one Local Wildlife Site (LWS) was
The text in the Terrestrial Ecology ES chapter has been
found between 0.2km and 3.9km of the development area. The
amended to reflect the number of LWSs.
figures depicting LWSs demonstrate that there are a number
of LWSs within 3.9km of the development area.

Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

The Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust continues to have serious
concerns regarding the potential impacts of the proposed
cable installation on habitats, in particular wetland habitats,
and species within the Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park
http://microsites.lincolnshire.gov.uk/coastalcountrypark) and
the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marshes Project
(www.lincsmarshes.org.uk) target areas at Anderby and Burghle-Marsh. The installation of cables could not only lead to direct
impacts on habitats and species but also indirect impacts, for
example, it could damage the water retaining capacity of wet
grassland sites due to the disturbance of the clay which
overlies some very permeable substrates.

LWT5

Consultee

Topic Ref
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The three fields within the Burgh-le-Marsh Target Area that
are crossed by the TKES Proposed Development Boundary
that have been identified by the LCGM Project (inc the LWT)
as of particular sensitivity are acknowledged as being of
‘county’ level importance in the Terrestrial Ecology ES
Chapter. Techniques to be used for safeguarding soil
structure and reinstatement of wet grassland habitat have
been included in: Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh
Construction Methodologies within the Outline CMS
(Application Document 8.7.1) and are subject to consultation.
Significance of impact is recorded as ‘negligible’ in ES
Chapter following consideration of mitigation.

Change
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Y

Y

Y
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Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

With regard to impacts on existing habitats, we are particularly
concerned regarding grassland habitats within, and close to,
the Burgh-le-Marsh target area. These include grasslands
within environmental stewardship schemes and grasslands
which have been supported by the Coastal Grazing Marshes
Project. It is concerning to note that the majority of these sites
have not been surveyed except using aerial Phase 1 surveys.
This has resulted in some of the fields being categorised as
arable when in fact they are grasslands. The location of
grassland sites within the grazing marshes target area has
been provided as part of the Evidence Plan process. We are
aware that there was a cut off point for the production of the
PEIR and therefore hope to see this information fully
incorporated into the Environmental Statement.

Pre-construction surveys will be undertaken within the
Proposed Development Boundary. The Terrestrial Ecology ES
chapter fully assesses the effect of the scheme on existing
grassland.

Y

Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

A case to highlight the above point is a wet grassland site at
TF48536287 which, during the breeding season, has breeding
waders including redshank and lapwing. Part of this site has
been categorised as arable. The proposed cable corridor cuts
across the middle of the site and will therefore significantly
adversely impact on the breeding colony of the site. As
mentioned above, we would also have serious concerns
regarding damage to the hydrology of the site. We would
strongly recommend that consideration is given to re-routing
the cable to avoid this site and other grassland habitats.
However, if this is not possible then we would recommend that
consideration is given to directionally drill under the grassland
sites, and in particular wet grassland sites where the hydrology
is important and could be irreversibly damaged by cable
installation.

The techniques to be used for safeguarding soil structure and
reinstatement of the wet grassland habitat that has been
identified is included in: Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh
Construction Methodologies which is included within the
Outline CMS (Application Document 8.7.1). The proposed
construction methodologies through this field is currenlty
subject to consultation.

Y
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Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

In addition to impacts on existing habitats and species we
would also have concerns regarding cable installation in these
areas as it could impact on the potential to create wetland
habitats in the future thereby having a potential long-term
impact on habitat creation. RWE has given us assurances that
the land over the cables can be made wet in the future,
however, we still have concerns that it may not be possible to
make the land wet once the cables have been installed as the
clay substrate would have been disturbed. We understand that
it would not be possible to carry out any excavations above the
cables to create ridge and furrow type habitats and that this
restriction could be extend over the 60m cable corridor. Both
the Coastal Country Park and grazing marshes target areas
have aspirations for the creation of wetland habitats and many
sites have already been reverted to wet grassland. We are
therefore seriously concerned that where the cable route
crosses land within a grazing marsh target area it would
compromise the ability in the future to create wetland habitats
on the land. We would wish to see this fully addressed within
the Environmental Statement.

The techniques to be used for safeguarding soil structure and
reinstatement of wet grassland habitat have been included in:
Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh Construction
Methodologies which is included within the Outline CMS
(Application Document 8.7.1).

Y

Lincolnshire
Terrestrial
Wildlife
Ecology
Trust

Details of the proposed mitigation measures for LCGM are
included in: Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh Construction
Methodologies which is included within the Outline CMS
(Application Document 8.7.1) and are currenlty subject to
The Trust welcomes the additional mitigation proposed in
consultation.
Table 8-33 for the coastal grazing marshes, for example
Where hedgerow is removed during the construction phase,
through the funding of surveys. However, given the scale of
supplementary planting will replace removed stock with an
this development we would wish to see significant biodiversity
equal or greater number of appropriate native woody species.
enhancements proposed in addition to any mitigation or
Native species planting will also be undertaken for hedgerow
compensation measures required. For example, consideration
gaps in retained hedgerow sections within the Proposed
should be given to the creation, or the contribution to the
Development Boundary. This is secured in within the Outline
creation, of Biodiversity Action Plan habitats such as wet
Landscape Strategy and Ecological Management Plan
grassland, species rich grassland and ponds. We would wish
(Application Document 8.8).
to be assured that the development would result in a net gain
The new landscaping planting at the IEC and substation and
in biodiversity.
will include native specices which will result in a net gain in
biodiversity. This is secured in within the Outline Landscape
Strategy and Ecological Management Plan (Application
Document 8.8).

Y
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NCC1

Norfolk
County
Council

Project
Description

The proposed development clearly has significant
environmental benefits in terms of the amount of renewable
Comments noted
energy it can provide (1,200 MW generating capacity), which is
enough to supply 820,000 homes with electricity.

N

Project
Description

Onshore Issues: The main concern raised to this proposal
previously (Section 42 consultation) in July 2011 was in
relation to the grid connection issues and in particular the lack
of any detailed information and proposals for the onshore
elements (landfall, cable routes, transmission lines and
substation). However, since the previous consultation the
following has occurred: 1. National Grid have made a grid
connection offer to the applicant at a substation in Lincolnshire Comments noted
(south west of Boston); and 2. The applicant has identified
an area of search for the onshore grid connection (cable route)
to the substation again within Lincolnshire. On this basis it is
reasonable to assume, providing the above onshore
infrastructure elements take place in Lincolnshire, there will be
no direct impact on Norfolk in terms of such infrastructure and
no objection should be raised on this particular point

N

NCC2

Norfolk
County
Council

NCC3

Norfolk
County
Council

Seascape

NCC4

Norfolk
County
Council

Terrestrial and
marine ecology

Regard had to response in ES / application

Visual Impact Given the location of the proposal, some 48 km
(26 miles) off the North Norfolk coast, it is highly unlikely to
have any demonstrable visual impact on the designated
Norfolk Coastline. The EIA has concluded that because the
wind farm is located so far off the shore, the turbines would
Comments noted
only just be visible even under the best weather conditions and
the visual impact would therefore be negligible. On this basis
no objection on visual amenity/landscape grounds is
considered necessary.
Nature Conservation: The offshore nature conservation issues
potentially arising, such as impacts on bird life and marine
ecology, are matters ultimately to be addressed by other
Comments noted
consultees, such as Natural England, the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO) and the Royal Society for the Protection
of Birds (RSPB).
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N

NCC5

Norfolk
County
Council

Socio-Economic

Economic Considerations This proposal along with subsequent
Round 3 offshore wind farm developments will potentially bring
significant economic gains to the Region in terms of: (a)
potential jobs supporting installing and servicing the turbines;
(b) potential manufacturing of turbines and the possibility of
existing companies to win business (i.e. in the supply chain);
Comments noted
and (c) Increased port activity (e.g. during the construction
phase and the servicing of the turbines). The applicant has
suggested that between 140 – 400 new full time jobs could be
generated from this proposal, although the precise location of
these jobs is uncertain

NCC6

Norfolk
County
Council

Traffic and
Access

Highways: There are no highway issues for Norfolk to the
proposed offshore wind farm.

Comments noted

N

Overall

RWE Npower Renewables and the Planning Inspectorate be
informed that Norfolk County Council does not wish to raise
any objection to the above proposal providing: 1. There are
no demonstrable impacts on Norfolk associated with the
onshore grid connection infrastructure which is to be located
outside Norfolk; 2. Appropriate mitigation, and where
Comments noted
necessary compensation, is given to those commercial fishing
interests in Norfolk adversely impacted by the operation of the
wind farm; and 3. Suitable navigation and shipping mitigation
measures can be agreed with the appropriate regulatory
bodies, to ensure that Norfolk’s Ports (King’s Lynn and Wells)
are not adversely affected by this proposal

N

Offshore

Given the distance of the onshore cable, landfall and
intermediate electrical compound, Natural England notes the
advice that we have provided to TKOWL on the requirements A Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment is included in the
of a Habitats Regulations Assessment. As previously advised, application (Application Document 5.3) and in the relevant
offshore chapters of the ES.
it should be ensured that the identification of no likely
significant effect is fully documented in the environmental
statement in support of the development consent order.

Y

NCC7

NE1

Norfolk
County
Council

Natural
England
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Natural
England

NEt1

Natural
England

NEt2

Natural
England

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Natural England recognises the benefit of undertaking the
evidence plan process in developing a comprehensive
application where agreement in many aspects has already
been achieved. Whilst this document focuses on where further
General
Comments noted
clarity and adjustments are still required there are several
chapters where Natural England is satisfied with the approach
and content and therefore no further comments have been
provided.
Natural England welcomes the detail that is provided within
Introduction,
these chapters. This includes an identification of the history of
Consents, Policy
the application, justification for separation of the electrical
and Legislation
Comments noted
system from the offshore array, reference to the relevant
and Approach to
legislation and details the approach to Environmental Impact
EIA
Assessment.
Natural England welcomes the comprehensive approach that
has been undertaken to shortlist zones for landfall, onshore
Site Selection and cable route, the intermediate electrical compound and
Comments noted
substation. This includes a weighting of sites based on a
Alternatives
number of environmental criteria including designated sites
and protected landscapes.

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

N

AuC

Natural
England

Natural England welcomed the opportunity to provide advice to
TKOWL in the Alternatives Consultation in 2013 for the
Site Selection and
intermediate electrical compound. We were pleased to note
Comments noted
Alternatives
the weighting that was applied to the Lincolnshire Wolds Area
of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB).

AuC

NEt4

Natural
England

Natural England welcomes the consideration of impacts upon
the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB, Gibraltar Point Special
Protection Area (SPA) and The Wash SPA in taking forward
Site Selection and
area of search 2 for refinement. We welcomed the opportunity Comments noted
Alternatives
to provide advice to TKOWL in the Cable route consultation in
2014. This included providing advice on impacts upon agrienvironment schemes and priority habitat.

AuC

NEt5

Natural
England

NEt6

Natural
England

NEt3

Natural England welcomed the opportunity to provide advice to
Site Selection and
Comments noted
TKOWL in the Alternatives Consultation in 2013 for the
Alternatives
substation.
Natural England has considered the construction and
Project
operational details that have been provided within Chapter 5.
Comments noted
Where necessary, we have provided comment on these details
Description
within our advice on Chapters 6, 8 and 9.
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NEt7

Natural
England

Project
Description

Alternative (Public Right of Way) PRoW should be discussed
with LPA due to access to the coast.

TKOWFL note that although PROW Hut/10/4 will be closed,
access to beach will be maintained.

N

NEt8

Natural
England

Project
Description

TKOWL will need to secure with the EA suitable additional
backfill material as there is no guarantee the ducts will backfill
and there will be enough spoil material remaining in the spoil
heaps to fully backfill.

TKOWFL can confirm there will be no requirement for
additional backfill material to be imported onto the beach as
part of trench reinstatement.

N

NEt9

Natural
England

Project
Description

NEt10

Natural
England

Project
Description

NEt11

Natural
England

Landscape and
Visual

NEt12

Natural
England

Landscape and
Visual

NEt13

Natural
England

Landscape and
Visual

NEt14

Natural
England

Landscape and
Visual

NEt15

Natural
England

Landscape and
Visual

Natural England welcomes the detail that has been provided
on timeframes for construction of the intermediate electrical
compound and onshore cable. This allows for accurate
assessment of impact upon the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB.

Comments noted

AuC

NEt16

Natural
England

Landscape and
Visual

Natural England welcomes the identification of ‘worst design’
effects to allow for assessment of maximum potential impact
upon the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB.

Comments noted

AuC

The paragraph referenced in the PEI do not contradict.
Paragraph 5.22 referred to PRoW Hutt/10/4, paragraph 5.40
referred to PROW Hut/10/5 and Ande/964/1.
The Outline LSEMP includes mitigation that states
As per our comments on night time lighting of the electrical
construction works will be designed to minimise light scatter
infrastructure corridor above, the potential for impact also
and that in areas that require 24 hour working any lighting of
occurs at the landfall site from onshore machinery and offshore
the working corridor will be low level and directional. Lighting
vessels. We again would advise that lighting is minimised,
design is specified in the Artificial Light Emissions Plan
directional and low level in order to eliminate impacts on
(construction) - an Outline ALEP is included in the application
species active at night.
(Application Document 8.7.6).
Given the relative degree of effect, Natural England is satisfied
with the rationale to scope the impacts of the operational cable Comments noted
out of the landscape assessment.
(5.40) This contradicts 5.22

We support the use of the Guidelines for Landscape and
Visual Impact Assessment (3rd edition).

Comments noted

We welcome the baseline desktop data that has been used in
Comments noted
the LVIA and support the use of Natural England’s National
Character Areas (NCA).
We support the identification of a viewpoint from the
Lincolnshire Wolds AONB to allow assessment of impact of
Comments noted
the intermediate electrical compound on this protected
landscape.
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AuC
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England

Natural
England
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Landscape and
Visual

Natural England welcomes the embedded mitigation that has
been included to minimise impacts upon landscape (which
includes the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB). We particularly
welcome the project design mitigation which sited the
intermediate electrical compound away from the Lincolnshire
Wolds AONB and between the Skegness Stadium and existing
grain store. We support the re-planting of hedgerows and
restoration of agricultural land post cable installation; this will
limit the impact on views east out of the Lincolnshire Wolds
AONB by maintaining the agricultural landscape in the coastal
plain. We note the applied mitigation that has been included in
Annex 6-2 Ecological and Landscape Mitigation Strategy and
includes woodland planting around the intermediate electrical
compound. Whilst we are supportive of the intermediate
electrical compound siting away from the Lincolnshire Wolds
AONB, we would ask the applicant to consider the impact of
introducing a woodland block (i.e. – perimeter screening) into
this landscape against the need to screen the intermediate
electrical compound. It may be beneficial to seek the views of
the Lincolnshire Wolds Countryside Service on this so that
there can be certainty that the design mitigation is consistent
the aims of the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB Management Plan
and does not introduce woodland planting unnecessarily.
Natural England does acknowledge that the views to the site
from the AONB are long ranging, but would advise the
applicant to seek clarity on this matter.

TKOWFL note that Natural England welcome the location of
the IEC between existing infrastructure away from the AONB.
TKOWFL has consulted with ELDC and LCC with regard
mitigating the landscape and visual impact of the IEC though
the Evidence Plan process and agreed that the planting of
woodland blocks was appropriate. Given the distance of the
IEC from the AONB TKOWFL did not accept the need to
consult with Lincs Wolds Countryside Service on landscape
planting, particularly in light of the agreement of LCC and
ELDC on the approach to screening planting.

N

Landscape and
Visual

Natural England welcomes and concurs with the assessment
of visual impact (viewpoint 10) upon the Lincolnshire Wolds
AONB. We welcome the identification of the Lincolnshire
Wolds AONB being of high value, thus allowing for an
accurate assessment. We advise that a wireline and proposed
view of viewpoint 10 is produced in support of the Landscape Given the distance from the site (5.0km) a wireline image was
Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA). At present, only a baseline not considered necessary from Viewpoint 10.
view is included from viewpoint 10 within the Lincolnshire
Wolds AONB. We are of the opinion that it would assist the
interpretation of impact upon the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB if a
proposed view was included as part of the landscape chapter
and LVIA.

N
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NEt19

Natural
England

Landscape and
Visual

Natural England welcomes the cumulative impact assessment
that has been undertaken and which includes other renewable
Comments noted
energy projects in the locality, specifically the Orby Marsh wind
farm currently at planning appeal.

AuC

NEt20

Natural
England

Socio-Economic

We welcome the consideration of impact upon the Lincolnshire
Comments noted
Wolds walking festival and impacts upon the existing public
rights of way network.

AuC

NEt21

Natural
England

Socio-Economic

Natural England welcomes the consideration of impact upon
the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marshes Project.

AuC

NEt22

Natural
England

Socio-Economic

We advise of a typing error. [insert topic] has been included in
The text has been amended.
this paragraph which we presume is an error.

Y

Terrestrial
Ecology

Given the distance of the onshore cable, landfall and
intermediate electrical compound, Natural England
acknowledges the advice that we have provided to TKOWL on A Report to Inform Appropriate Assessment is included in the
the requirements of a Habitats Regulations Assessment. We
application (Application Document 5.3) and in the relevant
offshore chapters of the ES.
remind TKOWL to ensure that the identification of no likely
significant effect is fully documented in the environmental
statement in support in of the development consent order.

Y

N

Y

NEt23

Natural
England

Regard had to response in ES / application

Comments noted

NEt24

Natural
England

Terrestrial
Ecology

TKOWFL note that Natural England acknowledge the
As per advice we have already provided to TKOWL, we
limitations and constraints associated with carrying out
acknowledge the limitations and constraints that have been
surveys in advance of the application and that Natural
placed on TKOWL and are satisfied with the scope of species
England are satisfied with the scope of species survey work
survey work to date.
carried out to date.

NEt25

Natural
England

Terrestrial
Ecology

We note that three units of Sea Bank Clay Pits Site of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI) are missing from the map in Figure
8.1a – we advise TKOWL to amend this figure.

NEt26

Natural
England

Terrestrial
Ecology

Natural England welcomes the focus of bat activity survey
(through static and transect survey) upon the habitat of greater
Comments noted
value to bats and we acknowledge the further survey that has
been completed in 2014.
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The figure has been amended to include the missing units
from the SSSI.

Change
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Natural
England
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Regard had to response in ES / application

Terrestrial
Ecology

Natural England welcomes the embedded design mitigation
which, using the results of species survey work, has sought to
site the onshore electrical infrastructure away from sensitive
habitats and species. We welcome micro-siting around
badgers setts and trees, for example, where necessary.
However, whilst the majority of works will be undertaken
between 7am-7pm thus negating the need for extensive
lighting of the construction works areas, there are elements of
the proposal that will require 24 hour working and illumination
of the working corridor. This has the potential to disturb, for
example, bats that may be using features such as hedgerows
and drains for foraging and feeding. We advise TKOWL to
ensure that the areas that require 24 hour working (e.g. –
horizontal directional drilling under watercourses which are of
interest to bats), ensure that any lighting is as much as
possible low level and directed to the ground.

The Outline LSEMP includes embedded mitigation to reduce
impacts on bats includes reduction in working width at
hedgerow crossings and habitat restoration post development.
Lighting required during construction works will be designed to
minimise light scatter. In line with recommendations made by
Natural England areas that require 24 hour working (e.g.
horizontal directional drilling under watercourses which are of
interest to bats) will utilise low level artificial lighting
predominantly directed toward the ground. Lighting design is
specified in the lighting plan in the CoCP.

Terrestrial
Ecology

Natural England is satisfied with the approach and rationale for
excluding certain habitats and species from further
Comments noted
assessment. This includes great crested newt which survey
indicates are absent from the onshore electrical infrastructure
corridor.
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Land Use, Soils
and Agriculture

Natural England welcomes the embedded mitigation that has
been proposed which includes a soil management plan. As
there will be permanent (at the substation and intermediate
electrical infrastructure site) and temporary losses of best and
most versatile agricultural land, we advise that the following
principles should underpin a soil management plan - In order
to retain the long term potential of this land and to safeguard
soil resources as part of the overall sustainability of the whole
development, it is important that the soil is able to retain as
many of its many important functions and services (ecosystem Soil management principles are included within the Outline
services) as possible through careful soil management. Soil Management Plan (Application Document 8.7.5).
Consequently, we advise that if the development proceeds, the
developer uses an appropriately experienced soil specialist to
advise on, and supervise, soil handling, including identifying
when soils are dry enough to be handled and how to make the
best use of the different soils on site. Detailed guidance is
available in Defra Construction Code of Practice for the
Sustainable Use of Soils on Construction Sites (including
accompanying Toolbox Talks) and we recommend that this is
followed.
As part of the embedded mitigation, Natural England
welcomes the commercial agreements that will be finalised
with landowners holding agri-environment schemes along the
onshore cable route. Natural England has already advised
TKOWL that there are higher level stewardship agreements
that will be affected by the onshore cable construction.

NEt30

Natural
England

Land Use, Soils
and Agriculture

NEt31

Natural
England

Land Use, Soils
and Agriculture

NEt32

Natural
England

Land Use, Soils
and Agriculture

Regard had to response in ES / application

Comments noted

Provided that our advice on soil management is implemented,
Natural England is satisfied that a soil management plan can
Comments noted
mitigate and limit impacts upon best and most versatile
agricultural land.
In accordance with the commercial agreements with
landowners, Natural England advises TKOWL to ensure that
any maintenance or repair works undertaken within the 60m
Comments noted
easement (once operational) do not impact upon the agrienvironment scheme and that the appropriate commercial
agreement is reached for these incidences.
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Regard had to response in ES / application

NEt33

Natural
England

geology and
ground

We are satisfied with the assessment of no impact upon
geological Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) given the
distance of Chapel Point to Wolla Bank SSSI approximately
2km away from the landfall and adjoining cable route.

Comments noted

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

NEt34

Natural
England

geology and
ground

Natural England welcomes the embedded mitigation that will
be included to protect geology and ground conditions. This
An Outline Site Waste Management Plan is included with the
includes the Site Waste Management Plan which will be
application
included as part of the over-arching Construction Management
Plan.

NEt35

Natural
England

Hydrology and
flood risk

Natural England welcomes the embedded mitigation that will
be included to protect the hydrological environment.

Comments noted

AuC

Due to the network of ditches and larger watercourses (e.g. –
River Witham) that have hydrological connectivity with The
Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC and Saltfleetby
Theddlethorpe Dunes and Gibraltar Point SAC, Natural
England strongly supports the embedded mitigation that is
included as part of construction operations.

Comments noted

AuC

Y

NEt36

Natural
England

Hydrology and
flood risk

NEt37

Natural
England

Hydrology and
flood risk

NEt38

Natural
England

Hydrology and
flood risk

NEt39

Natural
England

Historic
Environment

Natural England has considered the detail within this chapter
and has no comment to make.

Comments noted

N

NEt40

Natural
England

Traffic and
Access

Natural England acknowledges the consideration that has
been given to traffic related impacts in Chapter 6 (landscape); Comments noted
we therefore have no comment to make on this chapter

N

Air Quality

Natural England supports the production of a dust
management plan as part of the embedded air quality
mitigation. This will ensure the protection of sensitive habitats
and species in the vicinity of the onshore construction
operations.

NEt41

Natural
England

Natural England welcomes the mitigation that has been
Comments noted
included to protect the hydrological environment during
decommissioning of the onshore electrical system.
Natural England supports the proposal to discuss construction
timescales with other developers in order to limit the
Comments noted
cumulative impact of other projects on the hydrological
environment.
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An Outline Air Quality Management Plan is included in the
application. A full Air Quality Management Plan, including
measures for dust control and management, for relevant
works will be agreed with the relevant local authority in
advance of construction.

AuC

AuC

Y

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

NEt42

Natural
England

Noise and
Vibration

Natural England acknowledges the consideration that has
been given to noise related impacts in Chapter 8 (terrestrial
ecology); we therefore have no comment to make on this
chapter

Comments noted

N

NEt43

Natural
England

Interrelationships

Natural England is satisfied with the inter-related effects
assessment that has been provided within Chapter 16

Comments noted

N

NEt44

Natural
England

Summary

Natural England welcomes the summary table that has been
provided within Chapter 17; this allows easy reference to the
documented impacts within each preceding chapter.

Comments noted

N

NFU

The Grid connection point was chosen after an extensive
review of all potential substations across the east coast of the
UK. 17 substations were considered for their suitability for
connecting Triton Knoll offshore wind farm to the national grid.
A detailed review of the offshore cable routing feasibility has
shown that there are a number of offshore obstructions that
had to be avoided if a Killingholme connection had been
Many farmers are affected by the proposed route from Anderby
chosen. In addition, the landfall appraisal demonstrated
to Bicker Fen. The route goes through some of the best
significant environmental and engineering challenges to some
farmland in the country and will disrupt farming businesses. I
of the more northerly landfalls. When taking into account
know that RWE has rejected an alternative route through the
offshore routes, landfall preferences and the subsequent
Wash and I can understand why having seen the evidence.
required onshore routing, it was found that Killingholme had a
Site Selection and The NFU also suggested at a previous public inquiry at
much longer cable route than many other options, including
Skegness that the cable could come onshore in North East
Alternatives
Bicker Fen which was 10km shorter. In addition, as a
Lincolnshire and join the national grid with a much shorter
minimum, Killingholme would have required National Grid to
cable route and far less disruption to agriculture. We would be
build an additional substation over and above what was
keen for RWE to examine this route as an alternative.
required at Bicker Fen. The combined additional cost of these
was estimated to be £128m more than the connection to
Bicker Fen. Taking into account all infrastructure requirements
for the connection, which include works to the existing
transmission system by National Grid, onshore and offshore
connection works for the Triton Knoll project, Bicker Fen was
the most economic, efficient and coordinated solution, and
also was likely to have the least environmental impact over
other options considered.

NFU1
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Comm
Ref

NFU2

Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

NFU

TKOWFL explored all possible landfall options were explored
in East Riding of Yorkshire, Lincolnshire, North Norfolk. The
landfall appraisal was not considered in isolation, but was
influenced by a number of other related factors such as
offshore cable route feasibility, onshore environmental
impacts and engineering considerations, space restrictions
If the Anderby to Bicker Fen route continues we would urge
and potential conflicts with other developers. The landfall
RWE to look at coming onshore just to the south of Anderby
location has a key influence on whether the final substation
Creek rather than just to the north. The local community is in
location would be economic, efficient and coordinated.
favour of the southern route. The southern route would cause
Site Selection and
Anderby Creek North was chosen over Anderby Creek South
less environmental damage, be shorter and would be less
Alternatives
due to the presence of Annex 1, Schedule 1 and rare bat
costly to cross Internal Drainage Board drains. At the very least
species and adjacent geological and ecological SSSI’s at
RWE should specifically consult Anderby Parish Council and
Anderby Creek South, along with a locally designated
the Lindsey Marsh IDB about the two routes and obtain their
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust site and engineering constraints
views on the alternatives.
caused by the need for a very long horizontal directional drill
to avoid these species and areas and the deeper sea walls.
Anderby Creek South would mean significant increases in
construction duration, cost and risk along with greater
environmental impacts and a less economic and efficient
solution.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

N

Comm
Ref

NFU3

Consultee

NFU

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Project
Description

TKOWFL replied to the NFU noting that cable depths will be a
minimum depth of 900mm below the top of the subsoil layer in
agricultural land. Where existing field drains are deeper than
this then the depth of the cables could be deeper. TKOWFL
will ensure that the contractor undertaking the cable
installation work will install the cables in such a way as to
minimise any long term effects on the land or to drainage
systems. The cables will be installed under identified field
drains to allow maintenance on the drains to be carried out in
The three main issues raised with us by farmers about the
the future without disturbing the cables. Landowners have
cable ducts and their construction are their depth, the effects
been invited to provide site specific information to assist in
on land drainage systems and where manholes/inspection
correctly identifying existing land drains. Key stakeholder
chambers are put. On depth, farmers will wish to see the
groups, including the Environment Agency, Lincolnshire
cables and their protective covering deep enough so as to not
Wildlife Trust, Natural England, Internal Drainage Boards and
affect farming operations. Farmers will wish to see the cable
the Highway Authority are being invited to contribute local,
ducts put below field drainage systems with mitigation
specialist knowledge to the process. TKOWFL will consult
measures put in place where field drains are broken by the
affected landowners and occupiers on the design of land
construction of the cable ducts. Finally, farmers will want
drainage and will give landowners the opportunity to inspect
manholes/inspection chambers put in field boundaries and not
the drainage works as they progress. Accurate records of
in the field where they will be a costly obstacle to farm
existing and remedial drainage will be made and copies
machinery and risk damage by it. At our meetings with RWE
provided to landowners when construction is completed.
Renewables the company has agreed to these points and we
TKOWFL has sought specialist, local advice on drainage
are keen to see them implemented during the construction
design and methodology for the installation of the cables and
phase of the project.
for restoration. This advice will be used to inform detailed
drainage design along with information from landowners and
other key stakeholders. Pre-construction land drainage: It is
likely that pre-construction drainage will be necessary over the
whole length of the project, both to protect the status of the
existing land drainage and also to prevent water ingress into
the construction trenches. It may be necessary to install preconstruction header drains on both sides of the working area.
These header drains may be sacrificial or permanent,
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NG1

Consultee

Topic Ref

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

National Grid Electricity Transmission has a number of high
voltage electricity overhead transmission lines which lie within
or in close proximity to the proposed order limits. These lines
form an essential part of the electricity transmission network in
England and Wales and include the following: - 4ZM 400kV
TKOWFL are aware of the NGET assets in the area and have
overhead line route – Bicker Fen to West Burton The following
taken these into account in the project design.
substation is also located within or in close proximity to the
proposed order limits: - Bicker Fen 400kV Substation I enclose
plans showing the routes of our overhead lines and the
location of our substation within the area shown in the
consultation documents.
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(Y/N/AuC)

AuC

Comm
Ref

NG2

Consultee

Topic Ref

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

The following points should be taken into consideration: National Grid’s Overhead Line/s is protected by a Deed of
Easement/Wayleave Agreement which provides full right of
access to retain, maintain, repair and inspect our asset Statutory electrical safety clearances must be maintained at all
times. Any proposed buildings must not be closer than 5.3m to
the lowest conductor. National Grid recommends that no
permanent structures are built directly beneath overhead lines.
These distances are set out in EN 43 – 8 Technical
Specification for “overhead line clearances Issue 3 (2004)
available at:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DDC/de
vnearohl_final/appendixIII/appIII-part2 - If any changes in
ground levels are proposed either beneath or in close proximity
to our existing overhead lines then this would serve to reduce
the safety clearances for such overhead lines. Safe clearances
for existing overhead lines must be maintained in all
circumstances. - Further guidance on development near
electricity transmission overhead lines is available here:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/1E990EE5-D0684DD6-8C9A4D0B06A1BA79/31436/Developmentnearoverheadlines1.pdf The relevant guidance in relation to working safely near to
existing overhead lines is contained within the Health and
Safety Executive’s (www.hse.gov.uk) Guidance Note GS 6
“Avoidance of Danger from Overhead Electric Lines” and all
relevant site staff should make sure that they are both aware of
and understand this guidance. - Plant, machinery, equipment,
buildings or scaffolding should not encroach within 5.3 metres
of any of our high voltage conductors when those conductors
are under their worse conditions of maximum “sag” and “swing”
and overhead line profile (maximum “sag” and “swing”)

TKOWFL will take easements, wayleaves and overhead lines
into account as part of the detailed project design. Detailed
landscaping management schemes will be prepared for
approval by the relevant planning authorities. These will take
overhead lines into account. Drilling or excavation works will
take existing infrastructure into account in their construction
method statements.
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NG3

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

National Grid has a high pressure gas transmission pipeline
located within or in close proximity to the proposed order limits.
The high pressure gas pipeline located within this area is: FM07 - Hatton to Gosburton In addition, National Grid has the
following high pressure gas distribution assets located within
or in close proximity to the proposed order limits: - High or
Intermediate pressure (above 2 bar) Gas Pipelines and
associated equipment (Interface coordinates approximately
536637, 356079 – please contact
plantprotection@nationalgrid.com for more information)

Comments noted. TKOWFL will discuss potential crossing
arrangements with the appropriate utilities before they are
carried out. Protective provisions for National Grid are
included in the draft DCO.

AuC

NG4

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

The following points should be taken into consideration: National Grid has a Deed of Grant of Easement for each
pipeline, which prevents the erection of permanent / temporary
buildings, or structures, change to existing ground levels,
storage of materials etc.

Comments noted. TKOWFL will discuss potential crossing
arrangements with the appropriate utilities before they are
carried out. Protective provisions for National Grid are
included in the draft DCO.

AuC

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

Pipeline Crossings: - Where existing roads cannot be used,
construction traffic should ONLY cross the pipeline at
previously agreed locations. - The pipeline shall be protected,
at the crossing points, by temporary rafts constructed at
ground level. The third party shall review ground conditions,
vehicle types and crossing frequencies to determine the type
and construction of the raft required. - The type of raft shall be
agreed with National Grid prior to installation. - No protective
measures including the installation of concrete slab protection
shall be installed over or near to the National Grid pipeline
without the prior permission of National Grid. - National Grid
will need to agree the material, the dimensions and method of
installation of the proposed protective measure. - The method
of installation shall be confirmed through the submission of a
formal written method statement from the contractor to
National Grid. -

Comments noted. TKOWFL will discuss potential crossing
arrangements with the appropriate utilities before they are
carried out. Protective provisions for National Grid are
included in the draft DCO.

AuC

NG5

Consultee
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National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Cables Crossing: - Cables may cross the pipeline at
perpendicular angle to the pipeline i.e. 90 degrees. - A
National Grid representative shall supervise any cable crossing
of a pipeline. - Clearance must be at least 600mm above or
below the pipeline. - Impact protection slab should be laid
between the cable and pipeline if cable crossing is above the
pipeline. - A Deed of Consent is required for any cable
crossing the easement. - Where a new service is to cross over
the pipeline a clearance distance of 0.6 metres between the
crown of the pipeline and underside of the service should be
maintained. If this cannot be achieved the service shall cross
below the pipeline with a clearance distance of 0.6 metres

Comments noted. TKOWFL will discuss potential crossing
arrangements with the appropriate utilities before they are
carried out. Protective provisions for National Grid are
included in the draft DCO.
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Y
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NG7

Consultee

Topic Ref

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

General Notes on Pipeline Safety: - You should be aware of
the Health and Safety Executives guidance document HS(G)
47 "Avoiding Danger from Underground Services", and
National Grid’s specification for Safe Working in the Vicinity of
National Grid High Pressure gas pipelines and associated
installations - requirements for third parties T/SP/SSW22. National Grid will also need to ensure that our pipelines access
is maintained during and after construction. - Our pipelines are
normally buried to a depth cover of 1.1 metres however; actual
depth and position must be confirmed on site by trial hole
investigation under the supervision of a National Grid
representative. Ground cover above our pipelines should not
be reduced or increased. - If any excavations are planned
within 3 metres of National Grid High Pressure Pipeline or,
within 10 metres of an AGI (Above Ground Installation), or if
any embankment or dredging works are proposed then the
actual position and depth of the pipeline must be established
on site in the presence of a National Grid representative. A
safe working method agreed prior to any work taking place in
order to minimise the risk of damage and ensure the final
depth of cover does not affect the integrity of the pipeline. Excavation works may take place unsupervised no closer than
3 metres from the pipeline once the actual depth and position
has been has been confirmed on site under the supervision of
a National Grid representative. Similarly, excavation with hand
held power tools is not permitted within 1.5 metres from our
apparatus and the work is undertaken with NG supervision and
guidance. To view the SSW22 Document, please use the link
below: http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/Safety/library/

Comments noted. TKOWFL will take appropriate guidance
into consideration when developing construction method
statements for crossings. Protective provisions for National
Grid are included in the draft DCO.

Please be aware that written permission is required before any
works commence within the National Grid easement strip. - A
National Grid representative shall monitor any works within
close proximity to the pipeline to comply with National Grid
specification T/SP/SSW22. - A Deed of Consent is required for
any crossing of the easement
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NG8

Consultee

Topic Ref

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Further Advice We would request that the potential impact of
the proposed scheme on National Grid’s existing assets as set
out above is considered in any subsequent reports, including
in the Environmental Statement, and as part of any
subsequent application. Where the promoter intends to acquire
land, extinguish rights, or interfere with any of National Grid
apparatus protective provisions will be required in a form
acceptable to it to be included within the DCO. Where any
diversion of apparatus may be required to facilitate a scheme,
National Grid is unable to give any certainty with the regard to
diversions until such time as adequate conceptual design
TKOWFL are in discussions with NGET regarding protective
studies have been undertaken by National Grid. Further
provisions and have included proposed text in the draft DCO.
information relating to this can be obtained by contacting the
email address below. National Grid requests to be consulted at
the earliest stages to ensure that the most appropriate
protective provisions are included within the DCO application
to safeguard the integrity of our apparatus and to remove the
requirement for objection. All consultations should be sent to
the following: DCOConsultations@nationalgrid.com as well as
by post to the following address: The Company Secretary 1-3
The Strand London
WC2N 5EH

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

To download a copy of the HSE Guidance HS(G)47, please
use the following link:
http://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/books/hsg47.htm Further
information in relation to National Grid’s gas transmission
pipelines can be accessed via the following internet link:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DDC/ga
stransmission/gaspipes/

NG9

National
Grid
Electricity
Project
Transmissio
Description
n plc and
National
Grid Gas plc

In order to respond at the earliest opportunity National Grid will
require the following: - Draft DCO including the Book of
Reference and relevant Land Plans - Shape Files or CAD Files
TKOWFL are in ongoing discussions with National Grid
for the order limits I hope the above information is useful. If you
involving property agreements and protective provisions and
require any further information please do not hesitate to
will be provided with plans for discussion.
contact me. The information in this letter is provided not
withstanding any discussions taking place in relation to
connections with electricity or gas customer services.
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North
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District
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North
Kesteven
District
Council

North
Kesteven
District
Council

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

General

Thank you for sending the District Council a copy of the PEI
further to the Planning Inspectorate’s (PINS) formal EIA
Scoping Opinion. We have reviewed the sections of the PEI
which are likely to be of particular relevance to North Kesteven
Comments noted
District Council, as follows, and make a number of
observations under those specific headings. I would be
grateful if you could consider these points when collating the
Environmental Statement to support your DCO application to
PINS;

N

Project
Description

This draft chapter sets out the site area of the proposed
substation at Bicker Fen, along with suggested maximum
building heights and lightning conductor heights based on
design information known at this stage. It is noted that one of
the recommendations of the flood risk assessment is that
ground raising and slab level raising to a combined height of
around 1.1m will be required. However, the chapter does not
set out the likely number or potential footprint of the building/s
on site. It is understood from the submitted information that a
single AIS or GIS substation building would be required,
however this is not explicit and should be clarified. This will in
turn have implications for the Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) chapter as well as the scheme of
landscaping mitigation required.

The maximum footprint of the GIS building at the substation is
included in the revised project description chapter. The LVIA
at the substation is based on an indicative layout within the
substation compound based on the worst case assumptions
for required building and equipment heights. The draft DCO
sets out the maximum parameters within which the scheme
must be built.

Y

Landscape and
Visual

Further to the recommendation within our response to the
Scoping request (our letter dated 30th July 2013, referenced
13/0796/NEIAUT) we note that an additional LVIA viewpoint
has been included from the west of the site, at Little Hale Fen.
However, in our letter we highlighted that the LVIA chapter
should consider cumulative landscape and visual impacts with
the consented s36 Electricity Act Heckington Fen Wind Park,
along with the operational Bicker Fen Wind Farm and the
Bicker Fen substation. Table 6-25 confirms that the Bicker Fen
substation would be included as a baseline reference within
the cumulative assessment, however it would appear that the
operational and consented wind farms have been excluded
from assessment without obvious justification. Neither are
listed within the Tier 1 to 3 cumulative schemes (see also
below in relation to noise and vibration).

The proposed Heckington Fen Wind Park Grid Connection
project is listed as a Tier 2 project in in the ES LVIA chapter
and is considered as part of the cumulative assessment. The
Heckington Fen Wind Farm itself is located outside the LVIA
study area and therefore is not considered as part of the
cumulative assessment. Bicker Fen Wind Farm is within the
LVIA study area and is operational therefore it is considered
part of the baseline and not the cumulative assessment.

AuC
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Council
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Regard had to response in ES / application

Noise and
Vibration

As noted within paragraph 15.81 the District Council agrees
that final noise modelling should incorporate noise emission
details of the plant and equipment selected for (or most likely
to be used within) the substation site. Paragraph 15.83
suggests that low frequency noise within the closest noise
sensitive properties will be within recommended limits,
however there are no references as to whether external low
frequency noise levels within outdoor amenity areas and
gardens would fall within the recommended guidelines, or
whether/how any mitigation measures would be required to
ensure compliance. Our letter of July 2013 highlighted the
importance of considering low frequency noise in particular,
and one of the two closest noise sensitive receptors, Drove
Farm, falls within the District boundary. The Council intends to
provide additional comments on the draft Noise and Vibration
chapter, once received from the Council’s Environmental
Health Officer and we would be grateful if you could consider
these in preparation of the submission version of the ES to
accompany the DCO application. In addition, consistent with
the above comments in relation to LVIA, the consented
Heckington Fen wind farm is not included as a Tier 1 to 3
schemes for cumulative impacts, (including therefore for any
cumulative low frequency noise) only the proposed associated
grid connection. If this has been justified on the basis of the
separation distances involved then this should be stated.

TKOWFL note that there are no guidelines for the assessment
of low frequency noise external to buildings. The Defra criteria
that were agreed as appropriate during the Noise Review
Panel discussions relates to low frequency noise within
buildings. No additional comments on the Noise and Vibration
chapter were received from NKDC. Further text around the
predictions of levels of low frequency noise external to
buildings is, however, provided in the ES Noise and Vibration
chapter, including the full modelling reports for both the
Substation and the IEC. The consented Heckington Fen wind
farm has been included in the cumulative impacts section.

Y

The search area was selected on the basis of professional
judgement: the relatively low profile of the above-ground
infrastructure (30m) was thought to merit a 3km search radius
to consider visual impact on the significance of heritage
assets. Elsewhere 5km is typically applied for tall structures
(100m+ wind turbines). All designated assets were
considered within the zone. Further consideration of visual
impact on heritage assets was scoped out of the EIA with the
agreement of the Secretary of State, EH and local authority
archaeologists. This was set out in Table 12.2 of PEI Chapter
12 and is included in the methodology section of the ES
chapter.

AuC

Historic
Environment

With reference to paragraph 12.115, it should be clarified why
a 3km search area radius has been selected to assess
impacts on the setting of above ground designated heritage
assets. This should include whether consideration has been
given setting revised search areas based on the grading of
designated heritage assets. Annex 12-1 does not appear to
include an assessment of the impact of development on the
setting of above ground heritage assets, both designated and
undesignated. If this is due to the absence of any such
features within the selected search area (subject to the above
comment), then this should be stated.
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NKDC6

North
Kesteven
District
Council

Comment

General

I hope that the above initial observations on the PEI are of use,
and we would caveat that these are made without prejudice to
Comments noted
the Council’s formal consultation on the DCO application and
its subsequent representations to PINS.

N

NLCC1

North
Lincolnshire
General
County
Council

I can confirm that North Lincolnshire Council has no comments
to make on this development. Given the distance from the
Comments noted
North Lincolnshire boundary, no significant impacts upon this
authority's area are envisaged.

N

NottCC1

Nottinghams
hire County General
Council

Thank you for consulting Nottinghamshire County Council on
the above. We have no strategic planning comments to make Comments noted
at this stage of the project.

N

Network
Rail

I refer to your consultation letter dated 11th December 2014
regarding the above scheme and am writing to provide an
initial response on behalf of Network Rail Infrastructure Limited
(“Network Rail”). Network Rail has been reviewing the
information available and at this stage it is not sufficiently
detailed to assess fully the potential impact of the scheme on
Network Rail’s land. Further information will be required in
order that Network Rail may be in a position to respond on the
likely impact of the proposed scheme. Before Network Rail
can grant any rights over its land, and before the impact of
your proposed scheme can be fully assessed a land clearance
application must be submitted and approved. Land clearance
is an internal consultation process with various stakeholders
across the business and is a regulatory requirement. Currently
we are engaged with your Adam Kendall and Land Clearance
is underway. As I am sure you will appreciate engineering and
safety arrangements for the protection of the operational
railway are Network Rail’s first priority and an obligation as part
of its Operating Licence under the provisions of the Railways
Act 1993. Detailed terms for compliance with these must be
agreed in advance, irrespective of any statutory powers for
acquiring rights.

N

NR1

Other
infrastructure

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref
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TKOWFL has provided information to Network Rail and is
awaiting feedback. TKOWFL has also been discussing
protective provisions for the benefit of Network Rail that will be
included in the draft DCO.

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

NR2

Network
Rail

Other
infrastructure

NT1

National
Trust

General

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

In addition to the land clearance process outlined above you
will be required to submit details of the proposals to Network
Rail’s Asset Protection team in the relevant Route
organisation. I understand that Adam Kendall has submitted
information to the Asset Protection Team and I confirm that I
have sent the same information to them as well. They will
ascertain if the proposal is technically feasible and what sort of
agreement needs to be entered into to protect Network Rail’s
assets, both during the entire period of the works and for
subsequent maintenance arrangements thereafter. Other legal
agreements may also be required to document any agreement.
In addition, if agreed and acceptable to Network Rail, you will
be required to enter into easement agreements for each
crossing of Network Rail’s Property. I should highlight other
possible concerns which will need to be addressed: • Party
Wall issues – if any structures are being built on land adjacent
See response to NR1.
to Network Rail’s land that fall within the limits of the Party Wall
Act
• Buried Services searches will be required to be undertaken
for any cables or other sub-surface works laid on Network Rail
land • Level crossings and any impact on these • If there is a
requirement for access, compounds, oversailing or scaffolding
over Network Rail’s land in order to undertake any works or
pre-survey works, you will need to arrange for the appropriate
access or privilege licence. This will need to be arranged and
completed well in advance of the planned start date of any
work on site. Please note that Network Rail will seek protection
from the exercise of compulsory purchase powers over
operational land whether for permanent or temporary
purposes. Network Rail reserves the right to produce additional
and further grounds of concern when further details of the
application and its effect on Network Rail’s land are available.
We welcome the overall approach to assessment of
environmental impacts, of which socio-economic, landscape
Comments noted
and visual, heritage and transport impacts are most relevant to
our operations on the area.
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NT2

NT3

Consultee

National
Trust

National
Trust

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Project
Description

We note that the construction programme is not yet available
but that there is an indicative start date of 2017 with individual
aspects of the on-shore infrastructure likely to take up to 54
months to construct, e.g. the cable circuits and Intermediate
Electrical Compound. 21 temporary work areas are proposed
along the cable route, including locations on the A52 and
A158. There is potential for around 24 return HGV trips per day
during construction, entering the cable corridor from the
agreed access points, along with additional LGV and
personnel trips. National Trust would welcome further
consultation on the HGV access points to be agreed.

The details of the proposed construction accesses will be
consulted on with the relevant highways authority and agreed
with the relevant planning authority prior to the
commencement of construction. TKOWFL welcomes further
discussions with National Trust on traffic management in the
pre-construction and construction phases of the project.

AuC

Historic
Environment

Table 12.2 notes that Gunby Hall is a possible receptor of
visual impact. However, it is unclear whether visual impacts on
either the Hall, Registered Historic Park and Garden or other
listed structures at Gunby have been assessed as part of the
Environmental Impact Assessment. Paragraph 12.115 states
that the potential for indirect impacts on settings of heritage
assets have been considered within a 3km radius of the
proposed scheme. It also states that ‘with the agreement of the
consultees, further assessment of visual impacts on heritage
assets was scoped out of the EIA’. It would therefore be
helpful if the applicant could confirm that they do not consider
there are likely to be any significant adverse impacts on the
settings of Gunby Hall and Registered Historic Park and
Garden.

Gunby Hall was visited by TKOWFL's heritage technical
consultant during the walk-over survey to establish whether or
not there would be any visual impact from the IEC on the
setting of the Hall. Photos were taken to demonstrate the
absence of intervisbility and lack of impact, and this evidence
reviewed with EH and local authority archaeologists who
agreed that there was no impact requiring further
consideration as noted in Table 12.2 of Chapter 12 of the PEI.
This assessment has not changed in the ES - there will be no
impacts on Gunby Hall from the scheme.

AuC
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Ref

Consultee

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Traffic and
Access

We note that traffic and access impacts are expected only
during the construction phase for on-site infrastructure. We
understand that peak construction periods will need to avoid
the wetter months and may therefore correspond with peak
operational periods for visitor attractions including the summer
holidays. Weekends and bank holidays are also important
times for visitor attractions, and disruption to the transport
network should be avoided so far as is possible. National
Trust welcomes the applicant’s commitment to producing a
Traffic Management Plan for agreement with the relevant
Highways Authorities. There are also references in Chapter 13
to an Access Management Plan although it is not clear
whether this refers to the same document. The National Trust
would be grateful for notification in advance of each stage of
construction activity, particularly where transport issues may
occur as a result of increased traffic volumes, road or rail
closures, or abnormal loads. We are particularly interested in
any works which will impact on the following roads: - A16
between A17 and Louth - A158 between A16 and Skegness A1028 between A16 and A158 - Marsh Lane - Minor roads
south of Burgh le Marsh

New temporary and permanent access tracks, traffic routes
and other management measures are set out in the
application documents, including the plans, draft DCO, Outline
Traffic Management Plan and Outline Travel Plan. A full
Traffic Management Plan and Travel Plan will be agreed with
the relevant local authorities prior to construction commencing
and will include measures to mitigate any detrimental impacts
on local roads and communities and how these will be
implemented / controlled. An Outline Access Management
Plan has been submitted with the application. An Access
Management Plan will demonstrate the suitability of each
construction access to serve the relevant compound.

Y

N

NT4

National
Trust

PCC1

Peterboroug
General
h City
Council

Peterborough City Council does not wish to offer any
comments or observations on the proposal

Comments noted

Public
Health
England

Thank you for your consultation regarding the above
development. Public Health England (PHE) welcomes the
opportunity to comment on your proposals and preliminary
environmental information report at this stage of the project.
PHE can confirm that we are broadly satisfied with the general
approach taken in preparing the Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA). We would however advise that prior to the
submission of the application for a development consent order
you should ensure that the areas identified in our initial scoping
response have all been addressed and that the necessary
reports and assessments are included with the application.
PHE’s scoping advice was included in appendix 2 of the
scoping opinion issued by the Planning Inspectorate in May
2014 and for your information a version with updated
hyperlinks has been appended to this letter.

Potential human health issues specifically resulting from air
quality and noise impacts are addressed in these respective
ES chapters (Air quality in Volume 3, Chapter 10, and Noise in
Volume 3, Chapter 11). A high level summary of potential risk
to human health is presented in the socio-economic
assessment (Volume 3, Chapter 3) which is informed by the
residual effects of the air quality and noise assessments.

PHE1

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Human health
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AuC

Comm
Ref

PHE2

PHE3

TCA1

Consultee

Public
Health
England

Public
Health
England

The Coal
Authority

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Topic Ref

Comment

Human health

Potential human health issues specific to air quality and noise
will be addressed in the separate technical assessments A
PHE requests that the final submission documentation should
high level summary of potential impacts on human health is
contain a section summarising key information, risk
presented as part of the socio-economic assessment (Volume
assessments, proposed mitigation measures, conclusions and
3, Chapter 3) which is informed by residual effects of health
residual impacts, relating to human health. We appreciate that
considerations in the air quality and noise assessments.
many of the issues may be addressed in other sections of the
Cross-reference is made in the socio-economic chapter to
report but PHE is of the opinion that summarising relevant
each of the Air quality (Volume 3, Chapter 10) and Noise
issues provides a focus which ensures that public health is
(Volume 3, Chapter 11) which contain the methodologies
given adequate consideration.
used assess potential health effects as a result of air quality
and noise.

Y

Human health

We hope that the above is useful and confirm that we will
provide additional comments once the formal application for a
Development Consent Order has been submitted to and
accepted by the Planning Inspectorate. In the meantime
should you have any questions or concerns please do not
hesitate to contact us.

Comments noted

N

Other
infrastructure

Thank you for your consultation letter of 13 October 2014
seeking the views of The Coal Authority on the above
proposal. The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public
body sponsored by the Department of Energy and Climate
Change. As a statutory consultee, The Coal Authority has a
duty to respond to planning applications and development
plans in order to protect the public and the environment in
mining areas. I have reviewed the Preliminary Environmental
Information and can confirm that this Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project would be located outside of the defined
coalfield. There are also no Underground Coal Gasification
licences issued by The Coal Authority within the project area.
Accordingly, I can confirm that The Coal Authority has no
comments or observations to make on this proposal.

Comments noted

N
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Consultee

Western
Power
Distribution

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Other
infrastructure

I write in respect of the above Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project and have been instructed on behalf of
Western Power Distribution (WPD) to make the following
consultation response. WPD often has strategic electricity
distribution circuits (which can operate at 132,000 Volts,
66,000 Volts, 33,000 Volts and 11,000 Volts) within proposed
development areas. These circuits may run both underground
and as overhead lines (on either towers/pylons or wood poles).
WPD may also have electricity substations in these areas.
WPD would normally seek to retain the position of electricity
circuits operating at 132,000 Volts (132kV) and 66,000 Volts
TKOWFL are in discussions with WPD. Protective provisions
(66kV) and in some cases 33,000 Volts (33kV), particularly if
for WPD are included in the DCO.
the diversion of such circuits placed a financial obligation on
WPD to either divert or underground them. WPD would not be
party to any planning or development consent application and
any financial obligation would also go against the statutory and
regulatory requirement on WPD to operate an economic and
efficient electricity distribution system. During and following
any development, WPD will require access to its substations,
overhead lines and underground cables. Development over or
in close proximity to underground cables or substations will
require further analysis and confirmation from WPD as to
suitability before it proceeds.
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Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Y

Comm
Ref

Consultee

Topic Ref

Comment

Regard had to response in ES / application

Change
(Y/N/AuC)

Assuming access is available and the required minimum
statutory clearances can be maintained to its overhead lines,
WPD does not generally have any restriction on development
in proximity to its strategic overhead lines but it would be
sensible for the layout of the development to take WPD's
requirements into account. WPD also need to be consulted
prior to construction to ensure safety requirements in relation
to working in close proximity to electricity lines/plant are met.
With regard to the Triton Knoll Electrical System consultation,
WPD have apparatus which may be affected by the proposed
cable route; specifically, a number of 11kV lines, three lines at
33kV and one line at 132kV. Should these be affected by the
proposed development, WPD would seek an agreement with
the developers to either modify the development plans or
agree to protect or divert these assets. WPD would normally
enter into such an agreement ahead of the DCO application
submission. I trust the information provided is satisfactory and I
look forward to receiving your confirmation of receipt of this
representation in due course along with the appropriate
consultation number for future reference. Should you require
any additional information or want to discuss or clarify any
matter with a representative from WPD, please do not hesitate
to contact me.

GTC1

IPN1

GTC
Pipelines
Ltd
Independent
Power
Networks
Ltd

Other
infrastructure

See IPL1

Comments noted

N

Other
infrastructure

See ILP1

Comments noted

N

Key
Y = Yes
N = No
AuC = Already under consideration by TKOWFL in the ES or as part of the application
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 6E: S42 TKOWFL Responses (non-landowner)
April 2015

Mrs D Fairweather
Clerk to the Council
Chapters
Northorpe Road
Donnington
Spalding
Lincolnshire
PE11 4XX

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 Bicker PC
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 333638
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com

23rd December 2014
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mrs Fairweather,
Thank you for Bicker Parish Council’s comprehensive response to the Section 42
consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19th November 2014.
This letter sets out our response to the issues you have raised.
Grid Connection Location
National Grid carried out extensive works in conjunction with ourselves to identify
the best interface connection location in the national grid for the Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm. This is the subject of the Interface Selection Assessment
Report which is available on our website and focusses not just on the cost to
National Grid, but also on ensuring the connection represents and economic,
efficient and co-ordinated approach in line with National Grids statutory
obligations as well as minimising environmental effects.
Traffic and Access
A draft Traffic Management Plan will be included as part of the application, and
will be developed further prior to construction to ensure safe access to site. The
Development Consent Order (DCO) will contain requirements for the Traffic
Management Plan, as well as a Construction Travel Plan, to be agreed with the
relevant Local Authority prior to the start of construction.
The proposed new access road has been designed specifically with HGV
movements in mind. Suitable crossings of drains will be incorporated into the
design. The footpath running alongside the A17 will not be permanently affected,
though there may need to be very temporary and local rerouting of it whilst the
new road entrance is being constructed.
Upholding commitments made
In response to the concerns raised about previous projects not fulfilling
agreements for on-going maintenance and reinstatement, we would wish to
reassure you that we are a responsible developer and any commitments made in
...
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terms of these aspects will be secured in the DCO and supporting documents.
The proposed haul road from the A17 is permanent (for the lifetime of the
operation of the offshore wind farm and substation) so will not be dismantled until
the entire site is decommissioned. In accordance with the Draft Development
Consent Order, Boston Borough Council will be responsible for signing off our
landscaping plan. Further, they have enforcement powers which they can use in
the event of non-compliance.
Communication
Communication with local communities is an important part of our approach to
construction. An identified member of the construction team will be responsible
for communication with local residents, businesses, local councils and highways
authorities. A project community and public relations plan will be submitted for
comment to the relevant Local Authorities at the pre-construction phase.
Communication will be carried out in accordance with the plan including
information about types and timings of works, transport routes and likely hours of
traffic movements and key traffic management measures.
Consultation
During the consultation for substation sites (February-April 2013) concerns were
raised that only part of the village of Great Hale was within the buffer which
formed our consultation boundary. In response to this we extended the deadline
of the consultation and held an additional exhibition to ensure everyone who
wanted to respond had the ability to do so.
Landowners made us aware of their individual requirements when granting
access to land for surveys. Some landowners required prior notice of every visit,
whereas others were happy for our surveyors to access their land without the
need to give prior notice. Our surveyors were given details of which land was
available for survey and which land was not, with instructions to clarify any
uncertainties with us before taking access. We were made aware of a very small
number of occasions where people were seen on land where permission had not
been granted for surveys. Some of these occasions were during times when no
Triton Knoll surveys were taking place. However, we recognised that sometimes
mistakes do happen and we appreciated the sensitivity of surveys taking place on
private land. We therefore reiterated to our surveyors the need to double check
the information we had given them and apologised to individual landowners
where necessary.
Cable Installation
The installation of the underground cables will result in a temporary disturbance
to agricultural activities, for which landowners will be compensated under normal
crop loss reimbursement processes. For the above-ground infrastructure, it is our
intention to arrive at a mutually-acceptable agreement with landowners to acquire
...
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the necessary land.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

Mr A Scott
Black Sluice Internal Drainage Board
On behalf of Lindsey Marsh Drainage Board and
Witham 4th Internal Drainage Board
Station Road, Swineshead
Boston, Lincolnshire
PE20 3PW

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 - IDBs
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 333638
E-mail: tritonknoll@rwe.com

23rd December 2014
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Scott,
Thank you for the combined drainage boards comprehensive response to the
Section 42 consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 21st
November 2014. This letter sets out our response to the issues you have raised.
Cable Installation
The minimum depth of burial below the hard bed level will be increased where
local circumstances dictate. As discussed in the EIA Evidence Plan Process
discussions RWE will address this in post consent site surveys and the detailed
construction plan.
We have committed to not carrying out any works, including installing cable joint
boxes and associated testing pits within 9m of any Board maintained watercourse
and this will be secured in the protective provisions, on which discussions with
your lawyers Wilkin Chapman have now commenced.
Crossing Schedule
We appreciate your feedback on the crossing schedule and this is being updated
for submission. There should have been a plan included in the Crossing
Schedule, and this was omitted in error. The next version will be more user
friendly.
Impacts on Board maintained watercourses
We will continue to engage with all the drainage boards as the final design and
construction methodologies are developed to ensure that there is no negative
impact from this development on any Board maintained watercourse, culvert
structures and other associated infrastructure. We will ensure that appropriate
consents are obtained for any new access routes or culverts that cross these
watercourses. All new access tracks that run parallel to Board maintained
watercourse have been designed within our order limits and are a minimum of 9m
away from the watercourse. These will be secured in the protective provisions
...
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We apologise that the temporary construction compound to the south of the A158
was shown to be within 9m of the watercourse in the plans. This has been
amended in the plans to be submitted with the application.
We will ensure that no works are carried out within 9m of any Board maintained
watercourse and this will be secured in the protective provisions and will state
this distance in all future documentation.
Hydrology Text
Your comments have been noted regarding the Hydrology and Flood Risk and
the Flood Risk Assessment text and the text will be clarified in the documents
submitted.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
cc.

Andrew Carrott – Witham Forth IDB
Andrew Dale – Lindsey Marsh Drainage Board

Mr P Edwards
Development Control Manager
Boston Borough Council
Municipal Buildings
West Street
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE21 8QR

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 BBC
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 333638
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com

23rd December 2014
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Edwards,
Thank you for Boston Borough Council’s comprehensive response to the Section
42 consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 17th November 2014.
This letter sets out our response to the issues you have raised.
Points of agreement
We agree that the EIA Evidence Plan meetings have helped to promote coordination of timescales and aided discussion on topics that are of concern. We
note your wish to focus on mitigating effects of the project rather than recording
specific objections and are equally optimistic that a resolution can be reached on
the principal topics of visual impacts, traffic implications and the cumulative
impacts of other projects.
We thank you for the confirmation that the noise and archaeological assessments
have been agreed by all parties.
We welcome the conclusions that you do not believe that any significant
outstanding issues on PEI chapters that cannot be agreed during the EIA
Evidence Plan Process. We will continue to engage with you regarding general
cable installation techniques and design and access to the proposed substation.
We also appreciate the your authority’s advice and input in our cable route
design.

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT

Areas of concern
Traffic and Access
Regarding the routing of construction traffic to the NGET substation, we are of
course aware that this area has been a continuing concern for Boston Borough
Council and we note your comments regarding traffic management and
construction access arrangements, including your final comments that access to
the substation and ensuring traffic avoids Bicker is the most significant concern to
...
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Boston Borough Council. We would seek to reassure you that the new temporary
and permanent access tracks, agreed traffic routes and other management
measures will be secured in the DCO (Requirement 17) and the Traffic
Management Plan.
A Traffic Management Plan has been included as Requirement 17 under the draft
DCO which we have discussed. The Traffic Management Plan will be agreed with
the relevant local authorities prior to construction commencing and will include
measures to mitigate any detrimental impacts on local roads and communities
and how these will be implemented/controlled. A draft of this plan has been
included in our PEI documents and can be found in Volume 5 Annex 5.2.
An Access Management Plan will also be submitted with the application and will
be agreed with the local authorities, which will demonstrate the suitability of each
construction access to serve the relevant compound. We will continue to liaise
with Boston Borough Council and National Grid regarding this work and the Local
Authorities’ access concerns around access and traffic movements.
We are pleased to have been able to mitigate some of the local residents’
concerns by confirming our commitment to measures agreed in previous
discussions which include:
• Access to the Substation site will be served from the A17, some 500m
south of Swineshead Bridge;
• A temporary access road will be constructed to enable mobilisation of the
Substation site; and
• A permanent access road will be constructed to serve the Substation
during its operational phase.
We anticipate further discussions and agreements being reached with the
relevant local authorities on the Traffic Management Plan.
As you are aware, detailed discussions with National Grid Electricity
Transmission (NGET) are ongoing regarding the potential use of temporary and
permanent access routes, to be built for the purposes of Triton Knoll, for their
Bicker Fen substation upgrade works. We will keep you informed as to the
progress of these discussions.
Cumulative Impacts
The proposed Heckington Fen Wind Park Grid Connection project is listed as a
Tier 2 project in Table 6-23 and is considered as part of the cumulative
assessment. The Heckington Fen Wind Farm itself is located outside the 3 km
LVIA study area and therefore is not listed in Table 6-23 as it is not considered as
part of the cumulative assessment.
With respect to the Viking interconnecter, which we only recently learnt about, it
is our understanding that no surveys, studies, consultation or design work has
commenced. Therefore, there are currently no details about the scheme which
...
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would allow us to undertake any form of assessment hence, it is not something
that we can consider within our ES and application. We will of course keep this
under review as further information is provided.
Planning Performance Agreement
As you note, the current PPA provides funding to Boston BC up to the point of
submission of the local impact report (LIR) by Boston BC to the Examiners. We
have also discussed TKOWFL providing funding to yourselves and to ELDC to
contribute towards the work needed to discharge the DCO requirements in
advance of and during construction and also for the enforcement and monitoring
function during the construction phase. We can continue these discussions over
the next couple of months.
Triton Knoll Substation
Whilst the connection point at the existing Bicker Fen substation was largely
fixed, as you say through extensive work with National Grid, consultation was
undertaken February-April 2013 to allow interested parties to influence the choice
of zone for new TKOWF substation required near Bicker Fen. We have sought to
engage with the local communities where possible since then and appreciate the
Local Authorities’ advice and preference for the Blue Zone.

National Grid Works
We acknowledge and understand the concerns of the Council. We are working
with NGET to try and understand if there are opportunities to reduce the
cumulative impact of Triton Knoll with the works NGET are required to carry out.
As noted by the council the works NGET are required to undertake are not part of
this consent application and are subject to and existing consent held by NGET.
A meeting was held with National Grid at their existing Bicker Fen substation on
2nd December 2014, at the meeting it was confirmed that TKOWFL will also be
consenting and constructing two 'bays' containing the required equipment to
connect the 400 kV high voltage cable to the NGET infrastructure. For each bay
this equipment includes cable sealing ends, circuit breakers, current and voltage
transformers, disconnectors, surge arrestors, associated measurement
equipment and small relay room. This equipment will be located entirely within
the existing footprint of the NGET substation. No major earth works are required
for this work as the area is already a stoned platform suitable for accommodating
this equipment. Erection of this equipment will require scaffolding and a small
crane.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
...
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Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

Mr I Dickinson
Area Planner
Canal and River Trust
Peel’s Wharf, Lichfield Street
Fazely
Tamworth
Staffordshire
B78 3QZ

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Paul Carter
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: Paul.Carter@rwe.com

30th January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Dickinson,
Thank you for the Canal and River Trusts response to the Section 42 consultation
on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19th November 2014.
We note your correction regarding the C&RT ownership and management of the
River Witham and would therefore like to continue engagement with you
regarding this project.
We anticipate submitting our application in Q2 of this year, but would welcome
the opportunity to meet with you ahead of that time to explain more about the
project and our programme for construction, as well as our proposed engineering
solutions for river crossings. We would also welcome the opportunity to start
discussions regarding any Protective Provisions that need to be included in our
draft DCO with respect of your statutory rights.
I will be in contact regarding a discussion of these issues with the appropriate
people as set out in your letter.
I hope you find this letter useful, if you have any queries or would like to get in
touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT

Paul Carter
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
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Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622

Mr D Loveday
Interim Planning Officer
East Lindsey District Council
Tedder Hall
Manby, Nr Louth
Lincolnshire
LN11 8UP

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 ELDC
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 333638
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com

8th January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Loveday,
Thank you for East Lindsey District Council’s comprehensive response to the
Section 42 consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 4 November
2014. This letter sets out our response to the issues you have raised.
Timing of construction at the Landfall
We note your comments on the timings of the landfall works. The time period
given of 14.75 months of activity over 3 years includes pre construction surveys
and ground investigations to inform design works and ensure stability of the
proposed development. This will be followed by two discrete periods of
installation activity;
1. Site establishment, installation of cable ducts below the sea
defences; and
2. Offshore cable pulling and jointing activities.
The timings of these individual phases could be separated by a number of
months and will be dependent upon any necessary restrictions identified in the
EIA and the by the overall programme for installation of the offshore and onshore
cables. Further details on this can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 5 of the
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI).
An assessment of the effects of construction activities at the landfall has been
undertaken and presented in Volume 2, Chapter 7 of the PEI. Measures to
reduce impacts on tourism have been adopted and with these in place significant
effects on tourism are not anticipated.

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk

We will work with the local community and ensure that timings of works are
communicated to local businesses and residents. However at this stage of the
project we are unable to provide exact details of the timing of activities.
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Traffic impacts along the construction route
We note your comments regarding traffic management. A detailed Traffic
Management Plan will be agreed with the relevant local authorities prior to
construction commencing and will include measures to mitigate any detrimental
impacts on local roads and communities. A draft of this plan has been included in
our PEI documents and can be found in Volume 5 Annex 5.2. Some traffic
management measures have been agreed in previous discussions. This has
been included as Requirement 17 in the current draft of the DCO, a draft of
which was sent to you on 14th November 2014 and we have since discussed.
Landscape impact of the Intermediate Electrical Compound
The landscape and visual impacts of the Intermediate Electrical Compound have
been assessed in detail in the design considerations document (Volume 5, Annex
5.1) and in the onshore landscape and visual chapter and associated annex
(Volume 2 Chapter 6, Volume 4 Annexes 6.1 and 6.2).
We are keen to get local resident feedback on the design and landscaping
options for mitigating the landscape and visual effects of the Intermediate
Electrical Compound. We will consider the responses we receive from the
consultation alongside continuing input from local authorities through the EIA
Evidence Plan process and from consultation responses. Any additional
mitigation or design decisions which result will be included in the project
proposals and will be presented in the documents submitted as part of our
application for a Development Consent Order.
An assessment of the landscape and visual effects of the Intermediate Electrical
Compound cumulatively with other projects within the study are including the
proposed Orby Wind Farm has been undertaken and is presented in Volume 2,
Chapter 6 of the PEI. The assessment will be revisited prior to the application for
a DCO being submitted to ensure that it is based upon the most up to date
information relating to potential cumulative effects.
Noise
We note the comments you have raised concerning the assessment of
background noise levels. A detailed response from our noise consultant, Hoare
Lea is enclosed with this letter which addresses in detail the points raised in your
letter. We are disappointed to note that many of the issues that have been raised
in the note from the Environmental Health Officers relate to issues that we had
understood were agreed as part of the Review Panel process and have been
agreed in the Evidence Plan log. The attached note from Hoare Lea sets out
specifically which issues there are.

...
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Change to working hours in respect of Noise
We have given serious consideration to your request for an amendment to the
initial permitted working hours that we had put forward in the PEI and we have
discussed the extent to which this request can be accommodated. We are
confident that an amendment to them can be made and we are finalising the
amended wording in the DCO on this point which we aim to circulate at the end of
January.
PPA’s
In accordance with The Planning Performance Agreement signed in May 2014,
we have agreed payments up to and including completion of the Local Impact
Report during the examination phase. We will hold talks separately with
yourselves to ensure that reasonable post-consent works are at a neutral cost to
yourselves.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

Project Memorandum
To:

David Loveday (ELDC)

From:

Jonathan Sims (HLA)

Copies:

Caroline Curry (ELDC), Kim Gauld-Clark (RWE)

Date:

22 April 2015

Project:

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm – Onshore Electrical Works

File Ref.:

10/05454

Subject:

Response to ELDC EHO Comments on Noise

As you may be aware, Hoare Lea Acoustics (HLA) was responsible for producing the noise
assessment that was included in the Preliminary Environmental Information relating to the Triton Knoll
Offshore Wind Farm Onshore Electrical Works. We have recently received comments from ELDC in
relation to the noise assessment, and are pleased to note that the comments recognise that the
assessment has been carried out in accordance with the applicable standards as requested by ELDC,
and that it is agreed that the noise assessment demonstrates that the proposed development is likely
to comply with these standards. Some comments and queries have, however, been raised, and this
document has been produced to address these points. We would, however, note that several of the
points raised have previously been discussed and agreed during the Evidence Plan process and are
noted as such in the Evidence Plan log. In particular, operational and construction noise limits, the
need for night time HDD works during construction and any additional requirements in terms of further
st
analysis of the baseline noise data were all discussed at the Noise Review Panel meeting on the 21
July 2014.
Since the Substation is in Boston and the Intermediate Electrical Compound is in East Lindsey, it is
understood that all comments relate to the Intermediate Electrical Compound. Whilst there are
occasional references to the Substation in the ELDC comments, we understand that these are drafting
errors and all comments relate to the Intermediate Electrical Compound.
BASELINE NOISE SURVEY
Several queries and comments have been raised in relation to the baseline noise survey. It is,
however, important to note that the purpose of the survey was to identify whether or not existing
baseline noise levels in the vicinity of the Intermediate Electrical Compound are “very low” in
accordance with British Standard BS 4142:1997 (see also the discussion of the operational noise
assessment below). Also, since the Intermediate Electrical Compound will generate levels of noise
that are relatively constant, it is the lowest level of noise that typically occurs during the day or night
that is of importance, as the greatest potential noise impacts would occur when the background noise
levels are at their lowest. The baseline survey identified that, during the early hours of the morning,
background noise levels in the vicinity of the Intermediate Electrical Compound were regularly below
the 30 dB(A) level that BS 4142:1997 classifies as “very low”. This was the case at all of the
monitoring locations in the vicinity of the Intermediate Electrical Compound.
A query has been raised with regard to the period of monitoring undertaken at Orby Grove House, as
in the text of the Baseline Noise Report (Annex 15.1 of the PEI) it refers to the survey ending on the
th
th
16 June, whereas data is provided up to the 18 June. We can confirm that this is a drafting error
th
and the survey was completed on the 18 June. In addition, a request has been made for all of the
monitoring data and weather data to be provided to ELDC. This will be provided under separate cover
as requested. Confirmation of the data that has been excluded has also been requested. We can
confirm that only those hours during which rain or wind speed above 5 m/s were recorded in the
meteorological data that has been referenced in the Baseline Noise Report have been excluded.
Periods that have been excluded are indicated in the charts in Appendix C of the Baseline Noise
Report as gaps in the data. We can also confirm that the values presented in Table 1 of the Baseline
Noise Report do not include the excluded data.
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Queries have also been raised as to whether the dawn chorus and possible seasonal road traffic have
been excluded from the results of the survey. We can confirm that no data exclusions have been
made, other than those mentioned above in relation to periods of specific weather conditions. We
would note, however, that if these sources were excluded, it would not change the conclusion that
noise levels during the night are regularly “very low” in accordance with BS 4142: 1997. Furthermore,
it can be seen from the charts in Appendix C of the Baseline Noise Report that daytime background
noise levels are typically between 30 and 35 dB(A). Since the Intermediate Electrical Compound is
being designed to achieve a rating level of 35 dB(A) or less, the likelihood of complaints would, in any
case, be at worst “marginal” according to the assessment methodology of BS 4142:1997, even if the
lowest background noise levels that occur during daytime at any of the locations are used as the basis
of the assessment.
We note that a comment has been made that the monitoring locations are not considered to be
representative of background noise levels where people are likely to be affected by noise and that
insufficient measurements were taken. The basis of these comments is not clear – background noise
levels across all of the attended and unattended monitoring locations in the vicinity of the Intermediate
Electrical Compound are reasonably consistent and two weeks of monitoring data has been presented
from the unattended monitoring equipment at Orby Grove House. Since the background noise
measurements at all of the monitoring locations are relatively consistent (the monitoring locations were
2
spread over an area of roughly 5 km ), we are therefore unsure as to why it could be suggested that
background noise levels should be different at the residential properties, which were generally within a
few tens of metres of the monitoring locations, with the largest separation distance between a
monitoring location and the property it represents being approximately 350 m (between the Marsh
View Farm monitoring location and Marsh View Farm).
Attended measurements were not taken within garden areas of properties, but in areas considered
representative of the properties (in line with the requirements of BS 4142:1997). This is common
practice, as attended measurements necessarily involve an engineer being in attendance whilst the
measurements are taken. This is likely to be disruptive to residents (particularly for measurements that
are taken in the early hours of the morning) and, particularly in rural areas, higher noise levels may be
recorded if measurements are taken close to properties than would otherwise be the case, as the
presence of an engineer at a property may, for instance, cause dogs to bark. As stated above, the
majority of the attended monitoring locations were on public property within a few tens of metres of
residential properties. This is common practice for attended measurements and the selected locations
are considered reasonably representative of baseline noise levels in the vicinity of the residential
properties, sufficient for the intended purpose of the noise survey, which to reiterate was to determine
whether background noise levels were “very low” in accordance with BS 4142: 1997.
It should also be noted that the conclusion of the Baseline Noise Report (i.e., that baseline noise
levels in the vicinity of the Intermediate Electrical Compound are regularly “very low” according to BS
4142: 1997) is not likely to change unless baseline noise levels at the properties are higher than those
recorded at the monitoring locations. If this was the case, then the baseline monitoring results
presented in the Baseline Noise Report would represent a worst case assessment. With regard to the
monitoring period considered, two weeks of monitoring would generally be considered more than
sufficient for a BS 4142 assessment.
A query has also been raised with regard to the spectra that are presented in Appendix E of the
Baseline Noise Report. We can confirm that these spectra are the average of the measurements
obtained between 00:00 and 03:00, across the whole survey period. This information was provided, as
st
requested by Boston Borough Council at the Noise Review Panel meeting on the 21 July 2014, as
they had concerns that the measurements could have been influenced by noise from the existing
Bicker Fen substation, hence the reason why the data has only been presented for the quietest times
of day (these are the periods when, if the Bicker Fen substation had influenced noise levels, this
influence would be most obvious). It is possible that the L eq spectra measured at Orby Grove House
were affected by short term noise events at this location (the charts in Appendix C of the Baseline
Noise Report show that occasional, short peaks in noise levels during the early hours of the morning
are not uncommon at this location). However, these peaks do not affect the L 90 and therefore the
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conclusions of the Baseline Noise Survey are unaffected, i.e. that background noise levels are
regularly “very low”, as defined in BS 4142: 1997. We would note that ELDC have not previously
requested any additional analysis of the data presented in the Baseline Noise Report.
With regard to the specific queries that have been raised in relation to the measurement equipment
used for the baseline noise survey and noise sources that were audible during the measurements, as
you may be aware, the measurements were carried out by RSK and not Hoare Lea. RSK have,
however, provided their responses to the queries raised and these are as follows:
•
•

•
•

•
•

Calibration certificates for the sound level meters and calibrator used to carry out the survey
will be provided under separate cover.
Orby Grove
o RSK agree that this property is residential, with some farming applications associated
with it. The description in the baseline noise survey notes of farm / animal noise
related to the noise sources that were audible at the monitoring location while an
engineer was in attendance.
o RSK have confirmed that the distant road traffic noise noted at this location was from
the A158. RSK are not able to comment on whether or not this was due to seasonal
road traffic.
o RSK have clarified that the wind turbine referred to at this property was at
approximately 200m from the monitoring location. They have also confirmed that it
was not audible at the monitoring location.
Wilcox Farm
o RSK have confirmed that traffic noise that was noted at night at this location was
coming from the south and south east.
Marsh View Farm / Fir Tree Farm
o RSK have clarified that, whilst noise from children playing was audible on occasion at
this measurement location, and hence was recorded in the site notes, it was not
considered to constitute a significant contribution to measured noise levels.
o RSK have confirmed that traffic noise that was noted during the night was from the
south and south east.
Whitehouse Farm
o RSK have clarified that the source of noise noted as “distant agriculture” was not
visible at the time of the survey, however it was believed to be a distant tractor.
Marsh House Farm
o RSK have confirmed that noise from “fighter jets and motorbikes” have not been
excluded from the measurements as they would not have a significant effect on the
measured L A90 .
o RSK have also confirmed that the distant road traffic at night that was noted at this
location was from the south and south east.

CONSTRUCTION NOISE
We note that ELDC have requested that, during construction, no noisy work should take place outside
of the hours 07:30 to 19:00 on weekdays and 08:00 to 13:00 on Saturdays. RWE are currently looking
into the feasibility of this. We can also confirm that no construction works will take place on public
holidays, except in emergencies. We also note that ELDC have requested that a construction
management plan be submitted. A Code of Construction Practice is in the process of being drafted
and will be submitted with the proposed DCO conditions.
A comment has been made that a construction noise assessment will be required when full details of
the construction plant to be used are available. The construction noise assessment has been carried
out on the basis of typical plant, as the precise items of plant required are not yet known, and are not
likely to be known until a contractor has been appointed to carry out the construction work, which will
not occur unless and until planning consent is granted for the scheme. It would be highly unusual for
full details of all plant and equipment to be available at the planning stage. The calculations have been
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carried out using standard data from British Standard BS 5228: 2009 relating to the types of plant and
equipment that are likely to be required during construction, which is current best practice.
We also note that the reference to a number of days for which a certain noise level is exceeded (the
first and second columns of Table 15-3 of the noise section of the PEI) have been queried. The
construction noise criteria are taken directly from BS 5228 (Table E.2 of Informative Annex E), and
these relate to noise levels exceeded for a certain numbers of days, as described in the bullet points
above Table E.2 (page 120, BS 5228: 2009).
The fact that Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) works may need to take place at night has also
been questioned. This was discussed at the Noise Review Panel meeting and is noted in the meeting
th
minutes, that were circulated to both BBC and ELDC on the 28 July 2014. As stated in the PEI,
wherever possible HDD work will be restricted to daytime. However, once drilling has started, it cannot
be stopped until the bore is complete. As such, if a bore takes longer to complete than expected, it
may be necessary for drilling to continue into the night-time hours.
A query has also been raised as to why hard ground has been assumed within 25 m of a source, with
soft ground assumed thereafter. The calculations have been based on the calculation method outlined
Informative Annex F of BS 5228: 2009. This states that soft ground attenuations do not apply within
25 m of a source. Furthermore, BS 5228 defines soft ground as “grassland, cultivated fields or
plantations”, with hard ground defined as “paved areas, rolled asphalt and surface water”. Since the
topography between the Intermediate Electrical Compound and the nearby properties is predominantly
agricultural land, it is appropriate to consider this as soft ground under the definitions provided in
BS 5229: 2009. There are very few areas of paving, rolled asphalt or water between the IEC and the
nearest noise sensitive properties, therefore it would not, in this instance, be appropriate to consider
the ground as “mixed”, as suggested in the comments.
We note that the ELDC comments query the separation distances between the IEC and the nearest
noise sensitive property, noting that in sections considering construction noise, the minimum
separation distance is quoted as 610 m, whereas in sections discussing operational noise, the
minimum separation distance is quoted as 860 m. We can confirm that both of these distances are
correct. The construction noise predictions include consideration of the temporary construction
compound, which is a minimum distance of approximately 610 m from the nearest noise sensitive
property. During operation of the Intermediate Electrical compound, the temporary construction
compound would have been removed and the minimum separation distance from the Intermediate
Electrical Compound and the nearest noise sensitive receptor increases to approximately 860 m.
Finally, we note that a statement has been made that the construction route is not yet known. This
appears to be a misunderstanding of the information presented in the PEI; the cable route is known
and is presented in several figures in the PEI. The full list of locations at which HDD work will be
required are not yet known, however, as engineering assessments at some locations will need to be
completed to establish if HDD work is necessary. We consider the suggested limitations on where
HDD can take place and when will provide a suitable degree of protection during these operations,
wherever they may need to be undertaken.
OPERATIONAL NOISE
We are pleased to note that the ELDC comments confirm that the operational noise assessment has
been carried out in accordance with the appropriate assessment methodology and that predicted
noise levels are “very low” according to BS 4142: 1997 and are below the World Health Organisation
criteria for potential health effects. We also note that ELDC comments confirm that the DEFRA /
University of Salford low frequency noise criteria are appropriate for assessing low frequency noise
and that the noise section of the PEI confirms that these criteria will be met, however further details
have been requested with regard to this assessment. We can confirm that the criterion curve
presented in the DEFRA / University of Salford has been used to assess the potential low frequency
noise impacts, without the application of the 5 dB relaxation for sources that only operate during the
day.
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There does, however, appear to be a contradiction in the comments received in relation to operational
noise limits. The comments made with regard to Chapter 4 of the PEI (Site selection) state:
‘Our current position is that we have agreed the appropriate standards and the limits set therein (BS
4142:1997, WHO, Salford / Defra low frequency noise) with RWE that they will work to in order to
carry out the assessments for the noise impact of this site’
This clearly suggests that the limits against which operational noise should be assessed have been
agreed. This was our understanding, and this issue was discussed at the Noise Review Panel meeting
st
on the 21 July 2014, and is noted as being agreed in both the minutes of that meeting and the
th
Evidence Plan Log, both of which were issued to ELDC on the 28 July 2014. This seems to be
confirmed by the comments in relation to the Baseline Noise Report (Annex 15.1 of the PEI). The first
paragraph of the comments on the Baseline Noise Report, when discussing the assessment
methodology, states:
‘The applicants position is that the predicted operational noise level will be below the ‘low rating level’
as defined by BS4142; that it is compliant with the WHO guideline noise levels and; complies with the
Salford low frequency noise levels. This is a reasonable approach that I support IF it can be
demonstrated that this is the case when more specific details are known’
We understand this to mean that if the final predictions of operational noise levels (that will be included
in the Environmental Statement, to be submitted in the New Year) are consistent with the preliminary
predictions of operational noise that were included in the PEI, operational noise levels would be
acceptable to ELDC.
This does not, however, seem to be consistent with the last sentence of the comments in relation to
Chapter 4 of the PEI (Site selection), which states:
‘We have not at this stage agreed any operational noise limits in terms of decibel levels at specific
point or noise sensitive properties as this is not possible for the reasons already highlighted in this
report’
To reiterate, it is our understanding that the operational noise limits were agreed at the Noise Review
st
Panel meeting on the 21 July 2014, as was noted in the meeting minutes and the Evidence Plan log.
We note that a comment has been made with regard to the fact that operational noise may be audible
at the residential properties. Whilst operational noise may be audible at some properties under some
conditions (i.e. in the early hours of the morning, and under weather conditions when background
noise levels are low and that are favourable for noise propagation), it should be recognised that the
key question when assessing operational noise is whether or not operational noise is likely to cause
an unacceptable impact, which does not imply that operational noise should be inaudible at all times.
We can confirm that the operational noise calculations presented in the PEI were based on preliminary
modelling work and therefore are indicative. These calculations are currently being finalised and, as
indicated in the PEI, full details of the updated calculations will be included in the Environmental
Statement when it is submitted. It should also be noted that it is anticipated that operational noise
conditions will be applied to the development, and draft operational noise conditions are included in
the draft DCO. Whatever the final design of the Intermediate Electrical Compound, overall noise levels
produced by the final, installed equipment will be required to meet these noise limits.
Finally, we note the comment that has been made in relation to the possibility of equipment being
installed in the future under permitted development rights. By the nature of permitted development, the
impacts of any equipment that may be installed under permitted development rights will, by definition,
be acceptable (permitted developments are deemed to be acceptable in terms of the potential
environmental impacts and hence do not require separate planning consent). As such, the potential for
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future equipment to be added to the Intermediate Electrical Compound under permitted development
rights is not relevant to the current assessment.
MITIGATION
We can confirm that the construction and operational noise assessments include the effects of
mitigation as described in the Embedded Mitigation section in the noise chapter of the PEI (see Table
15-7 of the PEI).
RECEPTOR SENSITIVITY
We note that queries have been raised with regard to the receptor sensitivities outlined in Table 15-4
of the PEI. In particular, it has been suggested that residential properties should be considered to be
of “very high” sensitivity rather than “high” sensitivity, and that offices should be considered to be of
“medium” sensitivity rather than “low” sensitivity.
We would note that these receptor sensitivities were outlined in the Scoping Report that was issued in
March 2014, and no comments on the appropriateness or otherwise of these were made in the
scoping responses received. In addition, there are no office developments in the near vicinity of the
proposed cable route, so the sensitivity of offices is not of relevance to the noise assessment. It has
st
also been agreed during the Noise Review Panel meeting on the 21 July 2014 (as recorded in the
meeting minutes and the Evidence Plan log) that where background noise levels are “very low” as
defined in BS 4142: 1997, noise levels from the Intermediate Electrical Compound should be
controlled to a rating level of below 35 dB(A), and the criteria against which construction noise have
been assessed are those set out in BS 5228: 2009. As such, altering the sensitivity criteria would
make no practical difference to the outcome of the assessment, as the impact magnitudes presented
in Table 15-3 would change accordingly, such that the noise levels described above and agreed as
being acceptable would remain acceptable.
We trust that the above answers the relevant queries, however should there be any further queries,
we would be happy to consider them prior to the completion of the Environmental Statement.
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Frances Burrows
Marine Environment Officer
Eastern Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority
6 North Lynn Business Village
Bergen Way
King’s Lynn
Norfolk
PE30 2JG

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Contact the team at:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
For more information:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

BY EMAIL
19 December 2014
Dear Frances,
Re: Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System - Section 47 Planning Act 2008,
Preliminary Environmental Information Consultation
Thank you for the EIFCA’s response to the Section 47 consultation on the Triton Knoll
Electrical System dated 19 November 2014. This letter sets out our response to the
specific questions or provides points of clarification on the matters which you raised.
1.

Consultation rationale

We acknowledge your comments.
2.
1.1

East Marine Plan policy considerations
Biodiversity and species of conservation concern (BIO1)

Permanent habitat loss for brown crab and lobster is considered within Volume 1, Chapter
9 (Fish and Shellfish Ecology) of the PEI. It was concluded that the permanent habitat loss
due to the installation of cable protection and pipeline crossings is estimated to be up to
0.22km2, which represents very small percentage of the Triton Knoll Electrical System
development area and negligible area of the southern North Sea. The assessment also
noted that comparable habitats are present and widespread within the fish and shellfish
study area and throughout the wider southern North Sea. The magnitude of the
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
permanent habitat loss was considered to be low, resulting in a impact of negligible
Lydiard Fields
significance on the medium sensitivity receptors such as brown crab and lobster. As no
Great Western Way
Swindon
significant impacts were identified, no specific mitigation is proposed in relation to the
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
impacts on brown crab and lobster.
We note your comments regarding cumulative effects on shellfish species. A caveat will
be included within the Environmental Statement (ES) noting that the baseline has been
agreed by of the offshore ecology EIA evidence review panel as adequate and an accurate
reflection of the spawning and nursery grounds of all species.
...
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1.2

Fishing activity (FISH1)

We welcome the offer of additional data, including the authority’s own area officer
reports. As noted in your comments, a wider range of relevant data sources has been
used to inform the baseline characterisation of commercial fisheries in the study area.
TKOWFL consider the data sources used provide an accurate and appropriate
characterisation of commercial fisheries activity, however we will give full consideration
to any further data which adds to our understanding.
Your comments regarding cockle beds at Haile Sands and Donna Nook are noted. The ES
will be updated to reflect the potential for the opening of the cockle beds to fishing
activity in the future.
The PEI detailed the shrimp and mussel fisheries within the Wash and in the proximity of
the proposed export cable corridor. During consultation fishermen indicated that they are
continuously prospecting for mussel seed throughout the wider Wash region, with
prospecting areas identified on the shallow banks adjacent to the Silver Pits and
alternative grounds located to the south and south east. As a result of prospecting
activities, a number of locations have been described as potential mussel bed areas, these
are given in Figure 12-13 of the PEI. The PEI also noted that beam trawling for shrimp is
widespread throughout the study area. Accordingly, it is concluded that the beam
trawling and mussel fishing fleet have a high availability of alternative fishing grounds and
therefore a low sensitivity to the temporary loss of access to fishing grounds.
Construction of the offshore export cable is expected to take 12 months, scheduled over a
period of up to two years, resulting in an impact that will directly affect fleets over the
short-term. During the construction process vessels with pots set along the offshore cable
route corridor will be required to move these pots and cease fishing activities whilst
construction takes place in that vicinity. We are currently talking to fishermen who will
potentially be affected. Continued dialogue through appointment of a Fisheries Liaison
Officer and sufficient notice, as provided for within the agreed mitigation measures (such
as Kingfisher Bulletin and Notice to Mariners) together with a guard vessel where
appropriate, will be provided to facilitate this process.
Cable installation methods are described in Volume 1, Chapter 5: Project Description. The
offshore cables will be buried, where it is feasible to do so, and protected where adequate
burial cannot be achieved. The extent to which the particular cable burial techniques will
be used will be dependent upon the result of detailed seabed survey of the final cable
route and associated cable burial assessment which will take into consideration seabed
compositions , water depth, sizes of shipping vessels, anchorage and a range of fishing
and marine activities. Where optimum burial depth is not achieved the cable may be
protected to prevent movement of the cables, to prevent any risk to other marine users,
and to protect the cables from impacts arising from other marine activities such as fishing.

...
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The maximum seabed footprint of protection required for pipeline crossings, cable joints
and for secondary protection in sandwave fields and where chalk near the surface has
been considered as the worst case scenario for snag risk to mobile fishing gears and fully
considered within the assessment.
Your comments regarding fisheries liaison are noted. Consultation with the commercial
fisheries industry will be ongoing throughout the project development, with involvement
of Eastern IFCA an important part of this consultation process.
1.3

Fish spawning and nursery areas (FISH2)

Spawning and nursery habitats are fully considered within Volume 1, Chapter 9: Fish and
Shellfish Ecology.
Your comments regarding cumulative effects are noted. Within the PEI consideration has
been given to the potential overlap of the Triton Knoll Electrical System with other
offshore wind projects in the southern North Sea in what is considered to be appropriate
and realistic construction durations. Further consideration will be given to ensure that
any potential temporal overlap is assessed.
The cumulative assessment has considered other proposed developments and activities
and any other reasonably foreseeable project(s) that could result in an additive impact
with the Triton Knoll Electrical System and includes spatial fishing restrictions. Any further
planned fisheries restrictions brought forward prior to application will also be considered
where possible.
1.4

The marine protected area network (MPA1)

Comments are noted.
We are currently consulting in a draft DCO with deemed Marine Licence, a copy of which is
attached. I would welcome any comments you have on the draft, if possible by 15 January.
Thank you again for your helpful comments. I look forward to continuing engagement
with you.

Yours sincerely,

Gill Moore
Offshore Consents Manager.

Mr J Baldwin
Project Manager
Ecotricity
jamie.baldwin@ecotricity.co.uk

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Paul Carter
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: Paul.Carter@rwe.com

15th January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Baldwin,
Thank you for your response to the Section 42 consultation on the Triton Knoll
Electrical System dated 19th November 2014.
We are also keen to continue to engage with you as both schemes progress and
to encourage a combined approach to minimise impacts both on the projects and
to the local communities.
Thank you again for your response. We would welcome further discussion in the
near future to facilitate the progress of both projects.
Yours sincerely,

Paul Carter
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622

Angharad Major
Cardinal Place
80 Victoria Street
London
SW1E 5JL

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Paul Carter
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: Paul.Carter@rwe.com

15 January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Miss Major,
Thank you for EDF Renewables response to the Section 42 consultation on the
Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 18 November 2014.
We look forward to discussing your concerns in more detail at the meeting in the
near future.
Thank you again for your response. Please don’t hesitate to contact me should
you have any further queries.
Yours sincerely,

Paul Carter
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
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Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622

Annette Hewitson
Environment Agency Northern Area Office
Waterside House
Waterside North,
Lincoln
LN2 5HA

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 - EA
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 33363
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com

23 December 2014
Dear Annette,
Re: Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System - Section 42 Planning
Act 2008, Preliminary Environmental Information Consultation
Thank you for the Agency’s comprehensive response to the Section 42
consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System, dated 7 November 2014. This
letter sets out our response to the specific questions or points of clarification which
you raised.
Offshore
Chapter 8 – Subtidal and Intertidal Ecology and Annex 8.1 and 8.2
BAP Habitat: Peat and Clay Exposures with Piddocks.
Two small areas of peat and clay exposures with evidence of relict piddocks were
identified during the intertidal survey, each approximately 100 m2 and located
outside of the order limits. It is understood that this habitat may be more
widespread within the study area, in the lower shore, and may be periodically
uncovered by wave and tidal action. However the exact extent of the locally
available habitat is not known and it is therefore not possible to advise what
proportion of the locally available habitat may be affected. The magnitude of direct
impacts upon the peat and clay exposures is considered to be very low as a result
of the small footprint of the activity i.e. a 0.5 m wide trench. Impacts from sediment
deposition arising from the beach works are also considered to be of a very low
magnitude due to the frequent exposure of the habitat to sediment deposition as a
result of natural processes.

RWE Innogy UK
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The worst case assumption made within the Preliminary Environmental Information
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is that the peat/clay outcrops form a continuous layer rather than discrete units.
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Chalk Bedrock at or Near Surface.
The evidence base detailed within the technical baseline Annex 8.1 which draws
on grab samples, drop down video and geophysical survey data, does not indicate
the presence of a consolidated chalk feature that may constitute a stable chalk
reef. The project specific geotechnical report, informed through CPT (cone
penetration test) and vibrocore data, concluded that there was a thin (0.4 – 0.5m)
cover of gravelly SANDS overlying extremely weak to weak CHALK. The
geotechnical survey did not provide any evidence of stable chalk reef habitat.
Plume extent: Within the area of extremely weak CHALK, it is proposed to use
mechanical trenching/ ploughing rather than jetting techniques in order to reduce
the potential chalk plumes. Neither ploughing nor mechanical trenching, as cable
burial techniques, are likely to cause significant volumes of fine grained chalk to
enter into suspension. This is because ploughing or mechanical trenching is likely
to lift and split the laminar structure of chalk predominantly resulting in gravel or
pebble size chalk chippings, which would not be suspended in the water column.
These chippings will be pushed aside and later returned to the trench as back-fill
with the other excavated materials. Although very small quantities of fine grained
chalk material may remain in suspension beyond a distance of 5 km from the cable
trench, concentrations are expected to be extremely low and therefore
immeasurable.
Plume settlement characteristics: During the cable installation process, it is
possible that a small proportion of the chalk unit may disaggregate into its
constituent particles. Chalk comprises microscopic calcareous plates formed of
coccoliths. Coccoliths have a typical diameter of around 2 to 20 µm and a density
of approximately 2.71 g/cm³ (i.e. the density of calcite). If this material were to
enter into suspension, it is anticipated that the settlement characteristics would be
very similar to material within a plume comprising (similar sized) coarse clay to
medium silt sized material. This is because the clay and silt is likely to comprise of
minerals of broadly similar density to calcite (e.g. quartz, feldspar and illite).
Plume optical properties: The optical properties of a plume influence its light
reducing effects. Light reduction from a plume may be calculated through the
Lamber Beer equation which incorporates a light extinction coefficient. It is
anticipated that this coefficient will vary between a plume comprising chalk and a
plume comprising silts/ fine sands and as such, overall light reduction will also
vary. However, because any chalk plumes are anticipated to be of very limited
spatial extent and undetectable outside of the 5 km buffer, the implications of these
theoretical differences are not expected to have significant consequences.
Pre and Post Construction Monitoring.
The information presented within the PEI has been confirmed through the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Evidence Plan as appropriate for EIA
...
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characterisation purposes. In line with the MMO (2014) “Review of environmental
data associated with post-consent monitoring of licence conditions of offshore wind
farms” guidance, should any significant impacts, or impacts with a high level of
uncertainty associated with them, be present within the final EIA an appropriate
monitoring plan will be developed and consulted on.
Editorial Comments.
Thank you for your comments on the presentation of the tables indicating the
projects for inclusion in the cumulative assessment and table numbering within
Chapter 8. We will address these points in the Environmental Statement.
Onshore
Chapter 10 – Geology and Ground Conditions
Abstractions
Chapter 11 Hydrology and Flood Risk considers the quality impact on surface
water abstractions within the catchments that are intersected by the order limits of
the electrical system. These catchment areas extend beyond the 2km radius
advised and contain more than 600 surface and ground water abstraction licences.
This chapter briefly gives consideration to any groundwater abstractions located
within these catchments that have potential to be influenced by quality impacts due
to the potential for interconnectedness with surface water bodies. In general, such
impacts are considered to be of minor significance.
Paragraph 11.32 of Chapter 11 Hydrology and Flood Risk, which describes the
size of buffers used will be clarified.
HDD impact on aquifer
The assessment of risks to principal aquifer will be split between shallow cable
trenching and HDD sections and two assessments will be undertaken. We
understand that the superficial deposits are 30+ deep at the coast, so HDD under
the sea defences is very unlikely to penetrate the chalk aquifer below this and risk
remains negligible in this area. However, if superficial deposits are ~10m deep in
other locations along the cable route then we agree that it would be likely that HDD
will penetrate the aquifer and the risk would be greater than very minor in our view.
This is an important issue and will be clarified in the ES. Thank you for bringing
this to our attention.
Groundwater levels
Your comments here have been noted and the text will be clarified.

...
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Annex 11.2 – Flood Risk Assessment
Substation
You kindly reviewed the pre-draft FRA in advance of our final draft FRA that was
submitted for consultation and your comment seems to be based on that. In our
final draft we do not refer to the RIZ. For clarity, Figure 4.4 in the FRA is from
EX5989 (not EX5511).
We note your comments that the site specific FRA should be based on modelled
output from the adjacent individual breaches and Figure 4.4 will be updated
accordingly if possible from the original modelling.
Further to your comments in paragraph 4.4 a comparison of pre and post 1999
model in-channel levels will be completed.
We have been in contact with the IDB, who have confirmed via email that they are
prepared to accept flows from the substation into the water course. We will request
a letter confirming this.
Intermediate Electrical Compound
We will update the text in regards to the bund for the formal submission and
provide further detail on the design.
We will amend the text as per your comments to replace NPPF with EN-1 in
section 5.4.
Annex 11.3 - Water Framework Directive Assessment
We note your comments that the findings of our scoping report are supported and
no further assessment of estuarine and coastal water bodies is necessary and that
you concur with the conclusion of the WFD that there will be a negligible impact
providing pollution prevention guidelines are applied.
Annex 5.3 – Code of Construction Practice
Your comments that the waste management activities and pollution prevention in
the outline Code of Construction Practice are satisfactory are noted.
Annex 6.1 – Order Limit Plans
We appreciate your engagement with our Land Agents on your land interests
along the route and hope that you will continue to liaise with us as the application
progresses.

...
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I hope this response has been informative and helpful. If you have any further
questions please do not hesitate to contact us.
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Consents Manager

Dear Ms Prickett,
Many thanks for your response to our formal consultation on the Triton Knoll Wind Farm Electrical
System.
The original email dated 12 February 2013 from Alan Slee that you refer to advises that the
information given is only valid for 90 days. Could you please confirm that you still have no apparatus
in the area covered by our works and therefore do not require any discussions with us at present.
In addition we have Alan Slee listed as the contact for ESP Connections, ESP Electricity Limited, ESP
Networks Limited and ESP Pipelines Limited. Could you confirm the response is representative of all
these organisations and that Alan Slee is still the best contact?
Many thanks,
Kim Gauld-Clark
Kim Gauld-Clark
Consent Manager - Triton Knoll
Offshore Projects
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Mobile: +44 (0)7795 333638
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com
Web: www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered Office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House, Lydiard Fields,
Great Western Way, Swindon, Wiltshire, SN5 8ZT.
Registered in England & Wales, Company Number 02550622.
From: Law, Vicky
Sent: 25 November 2014 12:16
To: Read, Fiona
Cc: Moore, Gill; Gauld-Clark, Kim
Subject: FW: Reference: PE098495. Plant Not Affected Notice from ES Pipelines

From: Imogen Prickett [mailto:imogenp@espipelines.com] On Behalf Of PlantResponses
Sent: 25 November 2014 12:11
To: Triton Knoll Inbox
Subject: FW: Reference: PE098495. Plant Not Affected Notice from ES Pipelines

Please see the below “not affected” notice we originally sent to Sue Chambers who first enquired
about these proposed works.

Kind regards,
Imogen Prickett
For Stopping Up Orders, please email:
suorders@espipelines.com
For queries about Plant Enquiries, please email:
plantresponses@espipelines.com

From: ES Pipelines [mailto:ES Pipelines] On Behalf Of ES Pipelines
Sent: 12 February 2013 11:47
To: BBU-DER.TechnicalServices@bbusl.com
Subject: Reference: PE098495. Plant Not Affected Notice from ES Pipelines

Sue Chambers
BBUSL - Derby
West Service Road
Derby
DE21 7BG
12 February 2013

Reference: ULEG4132 Triton Knoll -2 (ES) Bicker Fen -Micville

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your recent plant enquiry at: Triton Knoll -2 (ES) Bicker Fen - Micville England
I can confirm that ESP Gas Group Ltd has no gas or electricity apparatus in the
vicinity of this site address and will not be affected by your proposed works.
ESP are continually laying new gas and electricity networks and this notification is
valid for 90 days from the date of this letter. If your proposed works start after this
period of time, please re-submit your enquiry.
Important Notice
Please be advised that any enquiries for ESP Connections Ltd, formerly known as
British Gas Connections Ltd, should be sent directly to us at the address shown
above or alternatively you can email us at: plant@espipelines.com

Yours faithfully,

Alan Slee
Operations Manager

Hazeldean,
Station Road,
Leatherhead
KT22 7AA
 01372 227560 01372 377996
MAP

http://www.esputilities.com
The information in this email is confidential and may be legally privileged. It is intended solely for the addressee. Access to this email by
anyone else is unauthorised. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution or any action taken or omitted to
be taken in reliance on it, is prohibited and may be unlawful.

 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

Laura Evans
NSIP Consultations
5S.2 Redgrave Court
Merton Road
Bootle
Merseyside
L20 7HS

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Paul Carter
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: Paul Carter@rwe.com

15 January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Miss Evans,
Thank you for the HSE’s comprehensive response to the Section 42 consultation
on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19 November 2014. This letter sets
out our response to the issues you have raised your response.
We note the HSE's comments regarding contact with gas pipeline operators and
can confirm that we have requested and received a consultation response from
National Grid Gas (NGG) regarding the crossing of their pipelines. We are
continuing discussions with NGG regarding the working restrictions in the vicinity
of their cables and are working towards developing protective provisions within
the DCO regarding their assets.
As noted in the comment made by the HSE, significant quantities of hazardous
substances, requiring Hazardous Substance Consent, are not anticipated to be
required for construction of this project. TKOWFL note the HSE's comments
regarding the requirements for such licences, and will keep the HSE updated
should our understanding of requirements change. Where licenses are required
they will be sought in the appropriate manner.
We note the HSE comments that the development does not impinge on any
licenced explosive sites.
We note the HSE comments with regard electrical safety and can confirm we are
fully aware of our requirements under the stated regulations.
Thank you again for your response. Please don’t hesitate to contact me should
you have any further queries.
Yours sincerely,
Paul Carter
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622

Ms J Young
Senior Historic Environment Officer
Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire
The Old School, Cameron Street
Heckington, Lincolnshire
NG34 9RW

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: tritonknoll@rwe.com

3rd December 2014
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Ms Young,
Thank you for the Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire’s response to the Section 42
consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19th November 2014.
Further to your comments we are looking to incorporate further text to clarify the
land access issues in our formal application and thank you for your engagement
with us in the EIA Evidence Plan Process.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
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Swindon
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Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
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Great Western Way
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Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622

Mr P Hughes
Strategic Planning Manager
Lincolnshire County Council

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 Lincs CC
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 333638
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com

23rd December 2014
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Hughes,
Thank you for Lincolnshire County Councils comprehensive responses to the
Section 42 consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 18th and 25th
November 2014. This letter sets out our response to the issues you have raised.
Site Selection
We are aware of LCC's continued disgreement regarding the selection of Bicker
Fen as the Interface Selection Point. As has been explained and demonstrated in
the Interface Selection Assessment Report (ISAR) that was published in the
summer of 2014, we are confident with the selection of the National Grid Bicker
Fen substation for the interface point for Triton Knoll. Further, subseqent to the
selection of Bicker Fen, a comprehensive site selection process was undertaken
for the landfall, intermediate electrical compound site and Triton Knoll substation
site. The detailed explanation of the site selection process is presented in the Site
Selection and Design Report which is available on the Triton Knoll website.
We do not agree that the consultation does not allow anyone to object to the
proposal. The consultation invites all comments regarding the scheme, including
any objections.
Landfall
The selection of the landfall to the north of Anderby Creek is explained in detail
within the Site Selection and Design Report that is available on the Triton Knoll
website. The presence of the Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park and the
Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh Target Area have been fully considered in
the site selection work.

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT

No above ground infrastructure is proposed at the landfall, and therefore there
will be no long term effects on the country park. Further, as discussed in various
meetings, the siting of the transition joint bays and the precise engineering design
will ensure that the presence of the cables and transition joint bays will not hinder
the establishment of coastal grazing marsh at the landfall in the future.
We note your comments on the timings of the landfall works. The time period
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given of 13.5 months of activity over 3 years includes pre construction surveys
and ground investigations to inform design works and ensure stability of the
proposed development. This will be followed by two discrete periods of
installation activity;
1. Site establishment, installation of cable ducts below the sea defences (sand
dunes); and
2. Offshore cable pulling and jointing activities.
The timings of these individual phases could be separated by a number of
months and will be dependent upon any necessary restrictions identified in the
EIA and the by the overall programme for installation of the offshore and onshore
cables. Further details on this can be found in Volume 2, Chapter 5 of the
Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI).
An assessment of the effects of construction activities at the landfall has been
undertaken and presented in Volume 2, Chapter 7: Socio-economics, Tourism
and Recreation of the PEI. Measures to reduce impacts on tourism have been
adopted and with these in place significant effects on tourism are not anticipated.
We will work with the local community and ensure that timings of works are
communicated to local businesses and residents. However at this stage of the
project we are unable to provide exact details of the timing of activities.
All possible landfall options were explored in East Riding of Yorkshire,
Lincolnshire and North Norfolk. The landfall appraisal was not considered in
isolation, but was influenced by a number of other related factors such as
offshore cable route feasibility, onshore environmental impacts and engineering
considerations, space restrictions and potential conflicts with other developers.
The landfall location has a key influence on whether the final substation location
would be economic, efficient and coordinated. The detailed reasons for all of the
site selection and design decisions are set out in the current version of the Triton
Knoll Site Selection and Design Report, which can be found on the RWE website
here (it is at the bottom of the page):
http://www.rwe.com/web/cms/en/2613920/rwe-innogy/sites/windoffshore/developing-sites/triton-knoll/electrical-system-consultation/
Terrestrial Ecology
The Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh (LCGM) habitat has been identified as
being of county level importance as it is important for a variety of plant species
and is listed as a habitat of principal importance under Section 41 of the NERC
Act. The Lincolnshire Coastal Country Park (LCCP) is clearly also very important
for the local area, and in particular with regard to its amenity, landscape and
visual qualities. The habitats of the LCCP with terrestrial ecology value are
covered within the habitats section of the Terrestrial Ecology Chapter (Chapter 8
of Volume 2 of the PEI). The LCCP is not covered under the designated sites
...
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section of Chapter 8 because it is not designated specifically for reasons of
nature conservation importance. Reference to County Wildlife Sites (CWSs) will
be amended and all local wildlife sites will be given a 'medium value level' in the
revised chapter.
Highways
We note your comments regarding traffic management and construction access
arrangements. A detailed Traffic Management Plan will be agreed with the
relevant local authorities prior to construction commencing and will include
measures to mitigate any detrimental impacts on local roads and communities. A
draft of this plan has been included in our PEI documents and can be found in
Volume 5 Annex 5.2. Some traffic management measures have been agreed in
previous discussions including that access to the Substation site will be served
from the A17, some 500 m south of Swineshead Bridge; a temporary access road
will be constructed to enable mobilisation of the Substation site; and a permanent
access road will be constructed to serve the Substation during its operational
phase.
In relation to the intermediate electrical compound (IEC) near to Orby, we have
also committed to not using Marsh Lane for HGV traffic during the construction
phase and using a temporary haul road from the A158 to the south which has
been widened in this area to accommodate the increased flow of traffic. This has
been included as Requirement 17 under our DCO, a draft of which has been
sent to you on 14th November 2014 . An Access Management Plan will also be
submitted with the application and will be agreed with the local authorities, which
will demonstrate the suitability of each construction access to serve the relevant
compound.
Intermediate Electrical Compound and Substation
An assessment of the landscape and visual effects of the Intermediate Electrical
Compound cumulatively with other projects within the study are including the
proposed Orby Wind Farm has been undertaken and is presented in Volume 2,
Chapter 6: Landscape and Visual, of the PEI. The assessment will be revisited
prior to the application for a DCO being submitted to ensure that it is based upon
the most up to date information relating to potential cumulative effects.
We have noted your comments and have reviewed the Gillespies report. These
will be considered in the production of the final LVIA. We are confident that our
assessment in the PEI is consistent and appropriate. However, we will ensure
that there is consistent application of the methodology in the final chapter and the
LCC comments have been taken into consideration. We are pleased that
Gillespies is supportive of the methodology that has been applied.
Archaeology Comments
We note your comments on the National Planning Policy Framework.
...
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We were surprised to receive the comments with respect to the pre-application
surveys, as following detailed discussions with Tim Allen at English Heritage
(EH), following the EIA Evidence Plan Steering Meeting in September, we had
understood that all of the statutory bodies with responsibility for cultural heritage
had agreed on the same position, which is set out in the Steering Group meeting
minutes (emailed to LCC on 7th December – and EH has confirmed that they are
happy with the minutes).
Notwithstanding this, as you are aware, we have opted not to undertake predetermination geophysical survey and trial trenching because of the difficulties of
securing access, time required and cost so these will not be included in the EIA.
The preferred approach is a post-determination programme of geophysical
survey and trial trenching to inform the production of a refined mitigation strategy.
This is similar to the approach requested, but would be executed at a different
stage of the project and has been agreed as part of the EIA Evidence Plan
Process. The evaluation and mitigation works will be approved by the consultees,
and there is a capacity to avoid impacts of the highest order of significance by
use of HDD. A study of the impacts on the known archaeological remains makes
this a reasonable and proportionate approach.
It is noted that the scale and significance of the project is different to a standard
planning application, and therefore the logistical problems, timing, costs and risks
associated with advance site investigations are of a different order of magnitude.
A comprehensive desk-based study has been undertaken to inform the
assessment, and a measured staged programme of geophysical survey, trial
trenching and mitigation works is proposed which is consistent with the NPPF
approach, and will permit appropriate mitigation which the statutory consutlees
can monitor. This will provide sufficient information to enable an informed
planning decision to be made.
National Grid Interconnector
With respect to the Viking interconnector, which we only recently learnt about, it
is our understanding that no surveys, studies, consultation or design work has
commenced. Therefore, there are currently no details about the scheme which
would allow us to undertake any form of assessment, hence it is not something
that we can consider within our ES and application. We will of course keep this
under review as further information is provided.
Thank you again for your responses. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com

...
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Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

Ms E Biott
Conservation Officer
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust
Banovallum House
Horncastle
Lincolnshire
LN9 5HF

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 LWT
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 333638
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com

23rd December 2014
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Ms Biott,
Thank you for Lincolnshire Wildlife Trusts response to the Section 42 consultation
on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19th November 2014. This letter sets
out our response to the issues you have raised.
We will continue to engage with you as further information becomes available
after the pre-construction surveys.
We have received consultation responses from Natural England and the Marine
Management Organisation on the offshore aspects of the project and appreciate
that you have no specific comments on this at this stage.
Pre-construction survey of land within the development area not yet assessed will
be carried out and appropriate mitigation taken following the results of these
surveys. The requirement for pre-construction surveys will be written into the
mitigation section of the ES Chapter and into the Ecological and Landscape
Management Plan which we are seeking to agree within the Terrestrial Ecology
Review Panel process.
An assessment of semi-natural habitats against Local Wildlife Sites criteria has
been carried out and the final ES shall be updated to include the required
methodology and results of this process.
RWE Innogy UK

We apologise for the error in paragraph 8.48, this will be amended in the formal
application.
The reinstatement of habitats, with supplementary planting and management if
required shall be carried out post-development. The techniques to be used for
safeguarding soil structure and reinstatement of wet grassland habitat (e.g. by
replacement of turfs or nature re-colonisation from the replaced top soil) can be
discussed with yourselves and included in the Ecology and Landscape
Management Plan. The indirect impacts regarding water retaining capacity and
ground conditions will be discussed with our soils consultant and the impact fully
assessed. We are looking to engage with you further and hold a meeting with you
...
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and other relevant stakeholders regarding the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing
Marsh Project and Coastal Country Park.
The provision of the grassland shapefiles is gratefully accepted and will be
incorporated into the results we obtained during the aerial Phase 1 surveys. We
shall re-examine the categorisation of these habitats to ensure they are accurate
for the final version.
We shall re-examine site TF48536287 to ensure its categorisation is accurate
and have amended the route to lie as close to the road as possible whilst still
avoiding a heritage feature, a tree with important landscape value, the majority of
the priority habitats identified on our maps and a residential property to the north.
The amended route is shown in the map attached. The potential hydrological
issues will be discussed with our soils consultant and included in the impact
assessment. Potential for re-routing or HDD will be discussed with the projects
engineers. If avoidance cannot be achieved the best techniques for habitat
rehabilitation post construction will be discussed with yourselves.
Our route was shown in relation to the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing Marsh
Target Areas on Figure 8.1 in the Terrestrial Ecology Chapter, I have also
attached a copy of this figure. We have endeavoured to avoid priority habitats as
far as possible with the selected route avoiding most of the coastal and floodplain
Grazing Marsh highlighted on the map.
The Triton Knoll project is committed to providing biodiversity enhancements in
line with planning policy. This includes the measures included in Table 8.33
which we are hoping can be agreed with yourselves.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK
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Mr P Tame
Regional Environmental Advisor
NFU East Midlands Region
paul.tame@nfu.org.uk

Offshore Wind UK
Our ref: S42 BBC
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 07795 333638
E-mail: kim.gauld-clark@rwe.com

23rd December 2014
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Mr Tame,
Thank you for NFU’s response to the Section 42 consultation on the Triton Knoll
Electrical System dated 10th November 2014. This letter sets out our response to
the issues you have raised.
Grid Connection Location
The Grid connection point was chosen after an extensive review of all potential
substations across the east coast of the UK. 17 substations were considered for
their suitability for connecting Triton Knoll offshore wind farm to the national grid.
A detailed review of the offshore cable routing feasibility has shown that there are
a number of offshore obstructions that had to be avoided if a Killingholme
connection had been chosen. In addition, the landfall appraisal demonstrated
significant environmental and engineering challenges to some of the more
northerly landfalls. When taking into account offshore routes, landfall preferences
and the subsequent required onshore routing, it was found that Killingholme had
a much longer cable route than many other options, including Bicker Fen which
was 10km shorter. In addition, as a minimum, Killingholme would have required
National Grid to build an additional substation over and above what was required
at Bicker Fen. The combined additional cost of these was estimated to be £128m
more than the connection to Bicker Fen.
Taking into account all infrastructure requirements for the connection, which
include works to the existing transmission system by National Grid, onshore and
offshore connection works for the Triton Knoll project, Bicker Fen was the most
economic, efficient and coordinated solution, and also was likely to have the least
environmental impact over other options considered. We will put a CD with the
Interface Selection Assessment Report in the post to you for your information.
Anderby Creek Landfall Location
All possible landfall options were explored in East Riding of Yorkshire,
Lincolnshire, North Norfolk. The landfall appraisal was not considered in isolation,
but was influenced by a number of other related factors such as offshore cable
...
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route feasibility, onshore environmental impacts and engineering considerations,
space restrictions and potential conflicts with other developers. The landfall
location has a key influence on whether the final substation location would be
economic, efficient and coordinated.
Anderby Creek North was chosen over Anderby Creek South due to the
presence of Annex 1, Schedule 1 and rare bat species and adjacent geological
and ecological SSSI’s at Anderby Creek South, along with a locally designated
Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust-owned site and engineering constraints caused by the
need for a very long horizontal directional drill to avoid these species and areas
and the deeper sea walls. A landfall at Anderby Creek South would result in
significant increases in construction duration, cost and risk along with greater
environmental impacts and a less economic and efficient solution. The current
version of the Site Selection and Design Report, which explains the site selection
in detail will be included in the CD mentioned above.
Cable depths
Up to six trenches (one for each cable circuit) would be excavated. Each
electrical cable duct would be made of plastic. The ducts are surrounded by a
heat-dissipating material which allows for more efficient electrical transmission.
The topsoil would be reinstated with a warning tape buried 100mm above the
boards to indicate the presence and location of the cables below. With the ducts
pre-installed, the cables can be pulled through without further disruption to the
land.
Protective warning boards are laid a minimum of 75mm above the ducts and at a
minimum depth of 900mm below the top of the subsoil layer in agricultural land.
In some areas the boards could be deeper, for example where there is extensive
field drainage. The topsoil would be reinstated with a warning tape buried 100mm
above the boards to indicate the presence and location of the cables below. With
the ducts pre-installed, the cables can be pulled through without further disruption
to the land.
Drainage
We will ensure that the contractor undertaking the cable installation work will
install the cables in such a way as to minimise any long term effects on the land
or to drainage systems. The cables will be installed under identified field drains to
allow maintenance on the drains to be carried out in the future without disturbing
the cables. Landowners are invited to provide site specific information to assist us
in correctly identifying existing land drains. We will also draw upon experience
gained through installing underground cables in other locations where there is
extensive land drainage.
Key stakeholder groups, including the Environment Agency, Lincolnshire Wildlife
Trust, Natural England, Internal Drainage Boards and the Highway Authority are
being invited to contribute local, specialist knowledge to the process.
...
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We will fully consult affected landowners and occupiers on the design of land
drainage. We will also give landowners the opportunity to inspect the drainage
works as they progress. Accurate records of existing and remedial drainage will
be made. Copies of these records will be provided once construction is
completed.
We have sought specialist, local advice on drainage design and methodology for
the installation of the cables and for restoration. This advice will be used to inform
our detailed drainage design, along with information from landowners and other
key stakeholders.
Pre-construction land drainage
It is likely that pre-construction drainage will be necessary over the whole length
of the project, both to protect the status of the existing land drainage and also to
prevent water ingress into the construction trenches.
It may be necessary to install pre-construction header drains on both sides of the
working area. These header drains may be sacrificial or permanent, depending
on site specific conditions. Post-construction land drainage Post-construction
land drains are typically installed after construction is completed and before
ripping of the working area prior to the top soil being replaced.
In some areas the existing land drains will need to be reinstated on their original
route across the working area after construction is completed, to allow jetting of
drains to continue as before.
Link boxes
It is likely that joint pits would be located approximately every 600-1000m along
the onshore route. The joint pits provide temporary work areas to connect lengths
of cable and support to the cable joints. Once the permanent connection between
the cables is made, the joint pits are completely covered over and the ground
restored. Only on very rare occasions would the cables have to be excavated to
carry out a repair, for example if a cable fault occurred.
Separate manholes set in a concrete slab known as ‘link boxes’ would be located
within the vicinity of the joints to allow cable testing. At this stage it is not possible
to specify the location of individual link boxes, but our intention is to compensate
landowners for the presence of them and this will be discussed on an individual
basis.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com
...
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Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

Claire Ludgate
Marine Lead Advisor
Natural England
Mail Hub Block B
Whittington Road
Worcester
WR5 2LQ

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Contact the team at:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
For more information:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

12 January 2015
Dear Claire,
Re: Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Electrical System - Section 42 Planning Act 2008,
Preliminary Environmental Information Consultation
Thank you for the Natural England’s comprehensive response to the Section 42 consultation on
the Triton Knoll Electrical System, dated 19 November 2014. This letter sets out our response to
the specific questions or points of clarification which you raised. For ease of references we have
reproduced the comments log for offshore and onshore topics from your response and recorded
our response in an additional column.
As you are aware we are planning a meeting of the Offshore Ecology Review Panel on the 15th
January 2015 and look forward to discussing any outstanding matters with you then. However if
you have any immediate feedback on the issues discussed below please do not hesitate to get
in touch with myself regarding the onshore issues or Gill Moore relating to offshore issues.
Yours sincerely,

Kim Gauld-Clark
Consents Manager

Table 1: All Offshore Topics
NE
Page Section
Reviewer Comment
Point
No.
Chapter 2 – Consents, Policy and Legislation
1
4
2.31
CL
We were consulted on and provided
comments on a draft No Likely Significant
Effect report in August 2014. Are we going
to be consulted again before the application
and NLSE report is submitted to PINS as
part of the HRA?

2

4

2.35

CL

For clarification, any application for a
European Protected Species licence for
marine species should be submitted to the
Marine Management Organisation (MMO),
not Natural England.

Chapter 5 – Offshore Project Description
3
1, 2
5.5, 5.17
LB
Natural England queries if consideration has
been given to DC cables? If so then it needs
to be included in the assessment to say why
they are not being included in the Rochdale
envelope, especially as the use of these
cables may potentially reduce the number of
cables and therefore reduce the
environmental impacts.
4
1
5.5
LB
Where will the secondary cable protection be
placed? It is assumed that as the cables will
be micro sited to avoid Annex I reef, the
cable protection will also avoid reef.

TKOWFL Response

As agreed a final draft No Likely Significant Effect
(NLSE) Report has recently been circulated for
consultation to agree, as far as possible prior to
the application being submitted, the adequacy of
the assessment and the likelihood of an impact
that is significant on the Sabellaria spinulosa
biogenic reef features. Biogenic reef was agreed
as the feature of focus during the drafting and
consultation on the 1st and 2nd drafts of the NLSE
Report.
We will update the paragraph to indicate that any
application for a European Protected Species
licence will be made to the MMO who will consult
with Natural England as appropriate.
A summary of the assessment of differing
technologies including HVAC, HVDC and hybrid
solutions is given in Volume 1, Chapter 4, Site
Selection and Alternatives.

Pre-construction Annex I habitat surveys will be
carried out along the cable route and will inform
mitigation measures to be agreed with the MMO
and relevant statutory nature conservation bodies
as part of an Annex I monitoring and mitigation

NE
Point
No.

Page

Section

Reviewer

5

3

5.24

LB

6

3

5.29

LB

7

3

5.30

LB

8

3, 9

5.33, 5.108

LB

9

4

5.40

LB

Comment

Natural England notes that the cable corridor
ranges from 1100m to 8000m. We note that
this is to allow for micro routing of cables.
Whilst we are content that the direct impact
will only be in the near vicinity of the export
cables the Examining Authority should be
mindful that the export cable corridor through
the Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC for
10 cables (for the Lincs, Docking Shoal and
Race Bank OWF projects) was only 2000m
at its widest point and therefore this may
result in challenge as within a similar
designated site.
Any fisheries management byelaw areas and
associated management measures will also
need to be taken into consideration when
deciding the final export cable route.
The best protection against heat and EMF is
to bury the cables and increase distance
from sensitive receptors.
Cable protection should be the last resort
and using the most appropriate tool for initial
burial and re-burial should be tried first. We
also advise that the most suitable cable
protection is used to aid the removal at the
time of decommissioning, especially within
the boundary of the SCI.
When considering the removal of redundant
telecoms cable(s) potential impacts to Annex
I reef should be assessed.

TKOWFL Response
strategy. In micro-siting cables any cable
protection required will also avoid Annex 1 reef.
The proposed width of the cable corridor is 1,100m
which allows for 50m separation between cables
which form a pair and up to 250m separating each
pair, the latter to allow access to the cables for
possible future maintenance. The additional width
within the corridor (550m) is required to enable
micro-siting of the cable in the event that this is
required, for example in the event that protected
habitats or archaeological remains are located on
the route.

Consideration will be given to any management
measures associated with the proposed cable
route that come forward in an appropriate
timescale.
Comment acknowledged and reflected in the
project commitment to bury the cables wherever
feasible.
Noted. TKOWFL have committed to providing a
cable specification and installation plan, a detailed
cable laying and armouring plan to the MMO for
approval pre-construction.

Noted. There are no known redundant telecoms
cables on the route but in the event that these are
discovered they will be left in-situ wherever

NE
Point
No.

Page

Section

Reviewer

Comment

10

5

5.50

LB

How will beach excavations be kept open?
No consideration in the intertidal chapter 8

11

6

5.66

LB

12

6

5.70, 5.107

LB

It is assumed that the barge will not bottom
out within the boundary of any designated
sites therefore we are satisfied that the
impacts do not need to be considered
further.
The actual need for protection of j-tubes
against scour should be informed by post
installation surveys rather than a blanket
deployment.

13

7, 10

5.88, 5.110

LB

It is considered best practice to backfill any
trenching as the cable is installed especially
within an SCI/SAC. Otherwise a fuller
consideration is required within chapter 8 of
extent of impact versus potential change in
benthic communities due to changes in
sediment composition and or topography.
There is no evidence presented to show that
any muddier deposits will winnow away. If

TKOWFL Response
possible. Where removal is required consideration
will be given to Annex 1 reef. A pre-construction
Annex I survey and appropriate mitigation plan will
be agreed prior to construction in line with best
practice.
The excavations within the intertidal for installation
of trench box and subsequent HDD punch out will
be completed on a neap tide and will be positioned
such that the excavation remains dry at all times.
Noted.

During the approach to the offshore substation
platforms short sections of export cable will be laid
on the seabed between the point that the plough
transitions out of the seabed to the entrance to the
J-tube. There is a requirement for physical
protection to be installed over these short sections
to stabilise the cable on the seabed and to provide
additional protection from aggressive forces and
net erosion of the surrounding seabed.
For the purposes of the assessment it has been
assumed that bed-levelling will be employed within
the SCI to ensure any post-installation berms, and
the risk this represents to sensitive receptors, are
not present.

NE
Point
No.

Page

Section

Reviewer

14

9, 11

5.104, 5.130

15

10

16

11

Table 5.4
and
Table 5.6

LB

What ports are the vessels likely to transit
from and how will this impact on rafting Red
Throated Diver (RTD)?

17

12

5.130

LB

Reference to Operation & Maintenance
(O&M) need to be included in Deemed
Marine Licence (DML) and an agreed
maintenance plan that should be provided in
a separate document.

18

12

Table 5.7

LB

Table 5.7 specific:

LB

Comment
not, what is the potential for North-South
sediment transport disruption from a raised
berm? NB: Monitoring would be required to
verify any modelling/assumptions on this
issue.
If the cables become exposed or do not
achieve optimum burial depth and are not
identified in the pre-construction cable burial
plan then further consultation will be required
if within the boundary of the SCI/SAC.
15

TKOWFL Response

Acknowledged. The impacts associated with
deployment of secondary protection within the
boundary of the NRIDRB SCI are assessed and
presented in Volume 1, Chapter 11 of the PEI.
Assessment of this impact will also be presented
in the NLSER which has recently been provided
for review.
10
The decision regarding port/s for construction and
maintenance vessels will not be determined preconsent. Standard practice vessel management
will be employed by all vessel operators and as
such areas where numbers of birds are noted to
be rafting will be actively avoided to minimise
disturbance. Further details will be provided in the
ES.
A draft DCO with DML has recently been provided
for consultation and we look forward to discussing
that with you shortly. The draft DCO includes a
requirement 7 (i) to provide a maintenance and
operations plan to the MMO at least four months
prior to commencement of operation of the
licensed activities and to provide for review and
resubmission every three years during the
operational phase.
1)
The draft DCO includes a requirement to

NE
Point
No.

19

Page

Section

Reviewer

Comment
1)
This information should be included in
a stand-alone cable maintenance document.
2)
The first line of this table has been
repeated later in the table. Is there a reason
for this?
3)
Why is only jetting considered here?
Does this represent worst case scenario?

12

Table 5.7
LB
Intertidal
maintenance

General:
If the maintenance is to be considered within
the license (which would be best practise)
then this also needs to be Habs Regs
compliant and considered in the HRA.
However, there is not enough information
provided in the PEIR to undertake the HRA.
We would wish to know the impacts of the
maintenance activities in terms of SAC
habitats, attributes and conservation
objectives. It’s not clear how the figures in
section 8.152 of chapter 8 Subtidal and Intertidal Ecology are worked out and it would be
useful to know. Other features such as
elevation and patchiness should also be
considered in the assessment. Natural
England is currently undertaking an internal
review that would need to be taken into
consideration as part of the examination
process.
This is not considered necessary, but given
that the beach re-nourishment work is
expected to cease in 2015 all options going
forwards over the lifetime of the project

TKOWFL Response
provide a maintenance and operations plan. This
will be provided prior to commencement of
operation phase and will be reviewed and
resubmitted every three years during the
operational phase.
2)
This is an error and will be corrected in the
Environmental Statement.
3)
Yes, this table provides the maximum
scenarios and parameters for operation and
maintenance activities.
General:
A draft No LSE report has recently been provided
and includes the refined maintenance
requirements which were set out in the PEI. This
will consider whether there is a likely significant
effect on the habitats, attributes and conservation
objectives of the NRIDRB IDRBNR SCI. We
understand that the Conservation Objectives and
s33 and s35 advice are currently under review and
we would welcome more information on the
process and outcomes as soon as possible.

All available information will be included within the
assessment. It is assumed that the coastline will
be protected in line with relevant shoreline
management plans etc. See Appendix 1 for more

NE
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20

GENERAL

FS

21

GENERAL

FS

Comment
should be considered with EA, LPAs and NE
as the cables may become exposed as an indirect affect from change in management
measures.
Natural England is concerned that, in the
assessment of significance within the
sediment transport section, the designated
features of the Inner Dowsing, Race Bank
and North Ridge SCI have not been
discussed in sufficient detail. In the chapter
on nature conservation it is noted that
0.02km² of the designated sandbank feature
North Ridge extends into the cable corridor.
Whilst we appreciate that sediment
movement will be local, this feature can be
classed as local and therefore could
potentially be affected by local sediment
plume dispersion, suspended sediment and
interruptions to sediment transport. More
discussion about potential effects to this
specific site and its features should be
included in this chapter in order for us to
establish whether this can be classed as a
minor impact.
Whilst we note that Annex 1 Sabellaria
spinulosa reef is covered in the benthic and
nature conservation chapters, we would
expect it to also be mentioned in the Physical
Environment chapter when evaluating
whether there may be a significant effect on
Annex 1 habitats associated with the SCI
due to changes in physical processes.

TKOWFL Response
detail.

Further information will be provided in the ES.

Annex I biogenic habitats are referenced within the
biological and nature conservation chapters as is
considered appropriate. Information is drawn from
the Physical Environment chapter which highlights
that it is used as a source of information for these
chapters. We will add reference to the features of
the SCI within the Physical Processes Chapter
and cross references between chapters.

NE
Point
No.
22

Page

Section

Reviewer

GENERAL

FS

23

GENERAL

FS

24

GENERAL

FS

Comment
Natural England welcomes the sections on
maintenance works within the physical
environment and offshore project description
chapters following our earlier comments.
We note that further details have now been
included on cable protection following our
earlier comments. Both the amount of
protection that may be required and the
different types of cable protection that may
be used have now been considered.
However, until we know which type of
protection will be used and where it will be
deployed along the route (eg where are the
potentially problematic sandbanks and chalk
areas that may lead to shallower cable
burial?) it is not entirely possible in our view
to fully assess whether the impacts will lead
to effects on either the Inner Dowsing, Race
Bank and North Ridge SCI or SaltfleetbyTheddlethorpe Dunes and Gibraltar point
SAC, which may be affected by the
placement of cable protection in the near
shore area.
In our advice of 18 July 2014 we noted the
presence of chalk boulders along the export
cable corridor. We stated that we would
expect to see the potential consequences of
these features included when considering the
cable burial and cable protection works. We
welcome consideration of the patches of
chalk during cable laying and the detail on
how the chalk areas will be approached

TKOWFL Response
Noted.

We will provide additional information within the
ES which allows for an assessment of the realistic
worst case to be undertaken.

There are no records detailing chalk boulders
present. Patches of chalk substrate are present
and detailed as such within the PEI - it should be
noted that this is an underlying feature overlain
with sands and gravels rather than a surficial
feature.

NE
Point
No.

Page
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Reviewer

Comment

during cable protection, but we would
appreciate further discussion on the
likelihood of needing cable protection at
these points or when varying cable burial
depths to incorporate other boulders.
25
GENERAL
FS
Natural England has previously raised
concerns regarding the cumulative
assessment, and reiterates that it is not
possible to fully assess the cumulative
impacts to the Inner Dowsing, Race Bank
and North Ridge SCI until sufficient detail is
received in relation to the interruption of
sediment transport, suspended sediment and
habitat loss of the designated features in
combination with the LID and Lincs OWFs. In
our view, until this has been evaluated it is
not possible to be concluded that impacts are
localised and temporary.
26
GENERAL
FS
Following our comments in our scoping
response of 17 April 2014, we are pleased
that depressions caused by jack-ups and
anchors/anchor barges have now been
included in the assessment.
27
31
6.159 –
FS
We note that decommissioning has been
6.160
discussed briefly at the end of the chapter in
paragraphs 6.159 and 6.160. Whilst we
agree that the effects of cable removal are
likely to be less or the same as construction,
but would welcome further detail on the
actual effects associated with cable removal.
Chapter 7 – Marine and Intertidal Ornithology
28
4
Table 7.4
FS
As stated in Table 7.4, following our scoping

TKOWFL Response

The projects mentioned form part of the baseline
presented at PEI however it is acknowledged that
information regarding subsequent Marine Licence
applications for operation and maintenance is now
available and will be included within the relevant
chapters of the ES.

Noted.

Further detail will be provided in the ES.

Noted.

NE
Point
No.

Page

29

20

Section

7.64

Reviewer

FS

Comment

TKOWFL Response

response dated 5 May 2014, the distribution
of red throated diver and potential effects to
this species have been discussed in detail
during the evidence plan process. In our
meeting of 15 May 2014 it was agreed that a
red throated diver (RTD) technical note
would be produced, with a view to providing
further evidence on the distribution of RTD
within the near shore area of the study area.
This document was subsequently discussed
and Natural England was able to confirm that
RTD could be scoped out of the assessment,
including any birds associated with the Outer
Thames Estuary SPA and possible Greater
Wash SPA.
We welcome the further detail provided in
The anticipated noise levels will be described
paragraph 7.64 on the construction scenarios where available and relevant within the ES.
which highlights the reduction in maximum
number of vessels and construction period
when compared to the scenarios set out in
the TKOWF Environmental Statement. We
understand that the maximum number of
vessels per cable is 10, resulting in 20
vessels when two cables are installed
concurrently. The duration is described as a
12 month period spread over two years (so
effectively a 2 year period). We acknowledge
that, given that half the expected vessels are
likely to be present at any one time
compared with the TKOWF ES, this will be
likely to result in less disturbance to seabirds
than previously anticipated. We agreed that,
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30

GENERAL

FS

31

GENERAL

FS

7.68

FS

32

21

Comment
due to the nature of the works, noise is likely
to be intermittent and of relatively short
duration, as works move along the cable
corridor area.
It is evident that the species documented as
sensitive to vessel disturbance (guillemot,
razorbill, red throated diver, cormorant and
common scoter) are likely to be present on
site in low numbers, and therefore we have
no concerns to raise at this stage regarding
any of the above. As stated in our scoping
response, Natural England is also satisfied
that there is no potential for significant
impacts to ornithology receptors from the
proposed development.
Note that common scoter, red throated diver
and little gull have been assessed by Natural
England as being present in sufficient
numbers in the wider area to warrant
establishment of a new Special Protection
Area in the Greater Wash, and therefore we
advise that these species need to be
considered in that context within the
submitted documents to future proof any
potential consents. It would be helpful if the
application clearly notes (as we do) that the
cable route will avoid the areas of greatest
density for these species. The peak periods
for these species are also during the winter
months, when working hours are likely to be
reduced due to adverse weather conditions.
Taking into account the above and

TKOWFL Response

Noted.

Information regarding common scoter and red
throated diver has been included within the ES as
appropriate and baseline documentation agreed.
An area of search for a new SPA is acknowledged
and the applicant has sought and reached
agreement that RTD associated with the area of
search is adequately considered and assessed.
Little gull is not included due to a low sensitivity to
vessel base disturbance (JNCC/NE joint advice on
seabird sensitivity) and has been screened out
from further assessment. All species under
consideration were agreed at scoping and during
subsequent meetings forming part of the EIA
evidence plan offshore review panel.
Further information where available and relevant

NE
Point
No.

Page

Section

Reviewer

Comment

considering that, according to the most
recent survey, common scoter, cormorant
and several gull species evidently use the
site to a degree, it would be helpful to
provide further details on the Standard
practice vessel management set out in
paragraph 7.68: ‘Standard practice vessel
management will be employed by all vessel
operators and as such areas where numbers
of birds are noted to be rafting will be actively
avoided to minimise disturbance’. It would be
useful to provide explanation on how birds
will be detected, how they would be avoided
and at what range.
33
22
7.77
FS
We acknowledge that, as stated in paragraph
7.77, ‘construction effects of the wind farm
on sea birds were comprehensively
assessed in the original TKOWF ES and no
significant effects identified’. Note that during
the evidence plan process, we have also
been able to agree that the proposed study
area, evidence base and assessment
methodologies were all appropriate.
Chapter 8 – Subtidal and Intertidal Ecology
34
12
Table 8.2
LB
Having changed the export cable route, the
risk is on the developer should Annex I
habitat and/or sensitive reef features be
found post consent along the export cable
corridor and there is no possibility to avoid
the interest features.
35
21
Whole page LB
Please refer to our comments provided
above under Chapter 5 Offshore Project

TKOWFL Response
will be included within the ES

Noted.

Comment noted. The cable corridor will be
surveyed pre-construction, and mitigation
measures agreed with the MMO as relevant and
appropriate.
The comments are noted and responses provided
above.
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36

22

Table 8.7

LB

37

23

Table 8.7

LB

38

26

8.91

LB

39

27

8.99

LB

Comment
Description.
Natural England considers that it is not
appropriate to just consider impacts to extent
for Sabellaria spinulosa reef. Other attributes
such as elevation and patchiness should also
be considered in the assessment. Natural
England is currently undertaking an internal
review that would need to be taken into
consideration as part of the examination
process.

Lasting impacts are only considered
temporary if removed at the time of
decommissioning. Otherwise should be
considered a lasting irreparable impact from
cable protection. Where possible impacts
should be minimised by using preconstruction survey data and/or postconstruction monitoring.
It should be acknowledged that fisheries
management within the SCI is ongoing and
therefore parts of the export cable corridor
may be within management areas.
Evidence to support the remobilisation
should be included as it will be dependent on

TKOWFL Response

As agreed in the Review Panel process, all
available guidance has been used for
consideration of the Worse Case Scenario. For the
purposes of the benthic ecology assessment it is
assumed that there is potential qualifying Annex I
reef wherever high ‘reefiness’ potential is noted
(see Figure 8.6). Within the No LSE report
patchiness and elevation have been considered
within the assessment of extent and this continues
to be the case. As indicated within the description
of the mitigation measures, a pre-construction
Annex I habitat survey will be carried out and will
refer to standard guidance such as Gubbay et al
2009 wherein patchiness and elevation are
considered in the assessment of areas of reef, and
appropriate mitigation agreed with the MMO and
relevant SNCBs.
Comment noted. This is in line with the content of
the chapter:

Comment noted. All fisheries management
measures in existence prior to the Triton Knoll
Electrical System application will be referenced in
the Environmental Statement where appropriate.
This is covered in Volume 1 Chapter 6 of the PEI,
a reference to which will be included in the
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40

29

8.122

LB

41

31

8.14

LB

42

32

8.150-8.154

LB

Comment
particle size and activity.
Best practice would be to avoid Peat and
Clay exposures.

In a predominantly soft sediment community
hard substrata is unique and the benthic
communities associated with the interest
features of the SCI may change.
Any assessment of maintenance should
acknowledge that the impacts will be in
addition to those of construction of the Triton
Knoll windfarm and cable installation and incombination with impacts from other
proposed maintenance activities for LID,
Lincs and Race Bank OWFs (also within the
Boundary of the Inner Dowsing, Race Bank
and North Ridge SCI). So whilst the impacts
themselves may be small in scale – they are
to areas that may have recovered or be
recovering from the original cable installation
– in effect doubling the initial impacts (in
those small areas) or slowing the recovery.
Therefore we advise that when assessing
benthic impacts of the project it is the
footprint of installation plus the footprint of
any assessed maintenance. We believe that
the impacts of maintenance are likely to be
equivocal to installation, but over a smaller
area. The times of the slowest biotope that
could be impacted to recover should be

TKOWFL Response
Environmental Statement.
Comment noted. Due to the uncertainties about
the underlying geology for the purpose of the
Triton Knoll assessment it has been assumed that
the peat/clay outcrops form a continuous layer
rather than discrete units.
Comment noted. This is described in the
subsequent para of the PEI (8.143), and further
detail is provided in the No LSE Report.
Further detail has been provided in draft v5 of the
No LSE Report as detailed in response to previous
comments.

NE
Point
No.

Page

Section

Reviewer

Comment
assessed.
Natural England has reviewed the report and
notes that further work is required to assess
the impacts from maintenance activities over
the life time of the project. In addition to this
there are fundamental errors in the
conclusions of the report - given the age of
the reference data and the ephemeral nature
of Sabellaria spinulosa it cannot be
concluded with certainty that Annex I
Sabellaria spinulosa reef will not be present
along the cable route at the time of
construction. To ensure the absence of reef
and conclude no LSE, mitigation measures
to avoid any Annex I reef features identified
in the Annex I pre construction survey would
need to be adopted. Please note that
undertaking monitoring is not mitigation and
does not remove LSE.
If the maintenance is to be considered within
the license (which would be best practise)
then this also needs to be Habs Regs
compliant and considered in the HRA.
However, there is not enough information
provided in the PEIR to undertake the HRA.
We would wish to know the impacts of the
maintenance activities in terms of SAC
impacts of the maintenance activities in
terms of SAC habitats, attributes and
conservation objectives. It’s not clear how
the figures in section 8.152 are worked out

TKOWFL Response

The figures in 8.152 are based on a worst case
assumption of 1.5 % of the total installed offshore
export cable requiring replacement during the
lifetime of the wind farm, i.e. 6km of cable which
may be replaced during 12 discrete repair
operations. This precautionary assumption is
based on likelihood derived from existing wind
farms. Any additional maintenance activities
beyond what is assessed in the EIA would be
subject to separate Marine Licence discussions.
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Comment
and it would be useful to know.
The maintenance plan should also consider
how repairs to a cable that is covered with
protection is undertaken.

43

TKOWFL Response

35

Table 8.1

LB

Natural England is currently considering with
the MMO and EIFCA, OWF O&M activities
within this designated and potential
monitoring and/or mitigation measures
requirements. This will inform our advice on
the TK transmission application, Natural
England is content to share our thinking on
this as soon as it is available, which is likely
to be before Christmas.
1.
TIER 1 should include LID and Lincs
that have ongoing impact in terms of habitat
loss. As set out for the Lincs and LID recent
consultation on additional scour/cable
protection it is not appropriate to provide
open ended consents without knowing
location. As the HADA MAREA 2012 data
identified considerable areas for potential
reef to develop it is not just about avoiding
impacts to existing reefs and as it would be
considered to be lasting/permanent if the
scour/cable projection were to stay in situ
and temporary if removed at the time of
decommissioning. We are advising that
Likely Significant Effect (LSE) and a HRA
needs to be done in relation to Annex I
Sabellaria.

We look forward to discussing your advice when
we meet on the 15th January.

1. The Operation and Maintenance elements of
LID and Lincs that are now available will be
included within the Environmental Statement and
supporting CIA annex. The No LSE report will also
be updated with all relevant, available information.
The locations where cable protection may be
needed can only be determined following preconstruction and/or pre-installation surveys, but
there is a commitment that installation of cable
protection will be subject to approval of an
appropriate mitigation and monitoring plan for
Annex I habitats (paragraph 8.16 and Table 8.8).
The duration of impact of cable protection is
acknowledged (see comment above).
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TKOWFL Response
2 and 3. Noted.

2.
Hornsea One will determined by TK
submission so happy for it to remain.
3.
Hornsea Project two should be in tier
two.
4.
Tetney Sealine replacement project
not included at all.

4. Pipeline and cable projects were not included
within the tabulated longlist due to the length of the
list. The Tetney Sealine replacement project
construction period does not overlap with that of
the Triton Knoll Electrical System and is 52km
distant from the nearest point of the Triton Knoll
development boundary, it is therefore unlikely that
the project will have an impact that is cumulative
with that of the Triton Knoll Electrical System.
5. In Table 8.1, the maximum number of turbines
for TKOWF should indeed be 288 and not 50-96,
this typo has been corrected. However, the figures
for TKOWF in Table 8.2 are correct, so the worse
case scenario has been assessed.

5.
It states 50-96 turbines for TK when
288 were consented. So has WCS been
assessed?

6.
How was the overlap determined with
other projects? Need to include other
projects timelines. Reference to the CIA
approach outlined in Volume 3 Annex 3.1
Approach to CIA and Inter-relationships
should be made and clarification provided

6. The timelines of the projects included in the CIA
are given in Table 8.1 and these were considered
in the CIA screening explained in Volume 3 Annex
3.1of the PEI. Clear reference to this annex is
made in paragraph 8.171 (preceding Table 8.1)
which states that "Full details of the approach to
cumulative assessment is provided within the
accompanying annex (Volume 3; Annex 3.1)
entitled ‘Approach to Cumulative and Interrelationships Impact Assessment for the Triton
Knoll Electrical System’, which should be read
alongside this PEI chapter."
7. The 'none' refers specifically to the current
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that they correlate.

44

37

Cumulative
assessment

LB

45

38

Table 8.2

LB

7. Beach nourishment work and/or
alternative sea defence approach will overlap
with maintenance activities and have
implications so this should not say ‘none’
This should be future proofed and recognise
fisheries management measures.
•
NE queries where the figures have
been derived from and requests that
references are included so that figures can
be confirmed.
•
Would potential sediment disruption
impact on associated benthic communities of
the SCI interest features?
•
Need to assess all options in relation
to sea defences work as it is not appropriate
to just say this project ceases in 2015.

TKOWFL Response
Lincshore beach nourishment scheme (phase 5)
which is due to finish in 2015. Paragraph 8.223
recognises that beach management activities may
take place beyond then, but it is not known at this
point what these may be. A worst case is assumed
that activities will be ongoing during construction
(3 years hence) but not during the O&M phase as
there is not likely to be a cumulative impact
pathway at this time.

Comment noted. All projects, plans and
developments that are reasonable forseeable will
be included within the Cumulative Impact
Assessment and will be presented in the ES.
•
The figures have been derived from the
Rochdale Envelopes assessed in the
Environmental Statements for the various
developments (as referenced), and in the instance
of the Triton Knoll array, also from figures in the
DCO. Sources have now been referenced more
explicitly in the table.
•
The impacts associated with sediment
disruption on benthic communities are assessed
within the chapter, including reference to
Sabellaria spinulosa reefs, the benthic feature of
interest within the SCI. Further details will be
provided within the No LSE report.
•
As agreed in the Review Panel process,
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46

41

Section

Comment

As Hornsea Project two is yet to submit,
please would TKOWL include source
references.
47
GENERAL
SU
Table 2 of the commercial Fisheries
Technical report states “Concern over ability
to fully bury the export cable, as the seabed
can erode by up to 5m, this would leave the
export cable exposed in some areas and
lead to snagging by static and mobile fishing
gear.” Re-exposure of buried cables during
operation and subsequent snagging risk has
not been discussed in the main report
(chapter 12). Natural England would like
further clarification of the likelihood of this
occurring and potential mitigation measures
to reduce the risk of any indirect impacts to
the designated features.
48
47
References
LB
Some seem to be missing here especially in
relation to figures for other projects.
Annex 8.1 – Subtidal Benthic Ecology Baseline
49
GENERAL
LB
We agree that this is a satisfactory baseline
account of the sediments and communities
currently present along the transects.
50

8.208_8.209

Reviewer

GENERAL

LB

LB

The report focuses on the intertidal area

TKOWFL Response
whilst the current beach replenishment scheme is
due to finish in 2015, for the purpose of the
assessment, it is assumed to be ongoing.
Paragraph 8.223 recognises that beach
management activities may take place beyond
2015, but precise project details are not currently
known.
Reference to the Draft Environmental Statement
(as published on the SMartWind website) has
been added.
Comment noted. As detailed within the Shipping
and Navigation and the Offshore Project
Description Chapters of the PEI the cable will be
buried in line with the cable burial risk assessment
and industry best practice, to mitigate the impact
of snagging risk.

Missing references have been added to the
reference list.
Comment noted.

The assessment of the sand dune habitat is
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51

GENERAL

LB

52

GENERAL

LB

Chapter 9 – Fish and Shellfish Ecology
53
9
9.44
SU

54

29

Table 9-8

SU

Comment

TKOWFL Response

seawards of the sand dunes with minimal
reference to the sand dune extent and
dominant vegetation. As with other offshore
wind farm applications we would expect this
chapter to included sand dunes as
considered intertidal especially as cable
installation is going to involve Horizontal
Directional Drilling (HDD) below them.
As peat and clay exposures with piddocks
are BAP priority habitats we would advise
that whilst transient in nature any areas
identified prior to construction are avoided
(under Section 40 of the NERC Act 2006).
It is noted that this is a highly eroding coast
and that currently the Lincs Shore scheme
undertakes beach re-nourishment at this
location. But this is due to cease in 2015.
Whilst it is recognised that coastal protection
in some form may still continue there is no
guarantee that it will and to what degree.
Therefore when considering cable burial
depths increased erosion and possible beach
lowering should be taken into account.

covered in the onshore ecology chapter as a result
of the features being above MHWS and therefore
outwith the offshore project area. Notwithstanding
this there is a brief description and summary
included. It is however of note that HDD or other
tunnelling methods are proposed in order to avoid
impacts to the dune features.

Natural England welcomes the
acknowledgment of the potential for recolonisation of historic herring spawning
grounds.
In Table 9-8 where temporary localised
increase in suspended sediment
concentrations and smothering is discussed,
the depth range for mid- and offshore should

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Due to the uncertainties about
the underlying geology for the purpose of the TK
assessment, peat and clay outcrops have been
assumed to be continuous across the cable
corridor.
As agreed in the Review Panel process the burial
depth in the intertidal is considered adequate to
preclude this.

Comment noted and the Chapter will be amended
in line with the highlighted error.
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55

31

9.106

SU

56

32

9.121

SU

57

33

9.128 and
9.134

SU

Comment
read ≥ 10m LAT (not <10m LAT).
It is stated that “The Triton Knoll Electrical
System area is likely to coincide with
overwintering grounds for brown crab and
lobster, though the proportion of this habitat
affected is small in the context of the
available habitat in the southern North Sea
fish and shellfish study area.”

Whilst detrimental effect of smothering is
acknowledged, Kiorboe et al 1981 and
Messieh et al 1981 are cited to mention that
development of herring eggs “was not
impaired by suspended sediment increases
of hundreds of mg/l”. However, Griffin et al
2009 pointed out the limitations of these
findings and showed that if eggs are exposed
too Suspended Sediment Concentrations
(SSC) of 250mg/l during the first 2 hours
development and survival may be impacted.
This should be reflected in the text.
In 9.128 it is stated that “SSCs will be
elevated in the order of 1000s to 10,000s
mg/l close to the bed within the
immediate vicinity of the release
location”. Given high SSC at the source,
we would expect there to be some area in
which negative impacts occur. Later in 9.134
the conclusion is drawn that only a “relatively

TKOWFL Response

Comment acknowledged. The installation of the
cable will be undertaken using installation methods
that seek to minimise localised impacts on
shellfish, whenever possible.
The assessment concluded that the effect of direct
damage to shellfish within the cable burial footprint
during installation will be of negligible significance.
Accordingly, no specific mitigation is proposed in
relation to the impacts on overwintering grounds
for brown crab and lobster.
Consideration has been given to the work of Griffin
et al., (2009) and the following text will be added to
the chapter in order to further inform the
assessment.

Cross-references to Figure 6-3 and Figure 6-4
within the Physical Process Chapter will be added
to the text to give an indication of the total area
exposed to high levels of SSC within the context of
the fish and shellfish assessment.
See Appendix 1 for more detail.
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58

33

9.129

SU

59

35

9.153

SU

60

44/5

9.197

SU

Comment
small proportion of habitat [is] affected”.
In shallow water (i.e. <10m LAT)
“concentrations of up to a few 10s mg/l
above background levels may be
experienced”. Natural England would like a
more exact level of maximum SSC expected
in shallow waters.
In relation to loss of spawning grounds it is
stated that “The main herring spawning
ground in the southern North Sea is located
off Flamborough Head and therefore will not
be affected by long term habitat loss.”
Natural England would like to stress, that,
whilst the historical herring spawning
grounds as defined by Coull et al (1998) that
overlap with the Triton Knoll Electrical
System are not currently active, these may
be recolonised in the future (as cited in
Chapter 9, 9.44, p. 9-9).
Seabed concentrations of more than 100mg/l
may extend up to approximately 1.8km from
some licenses.” And
“If aggregate dredging activity occurs at Area
440 during a time when cable installation is
taking place, there is the potential for short
term interaction of plumes from both
activities, resulting in an additive increase in
suspended sediment concentrations above
background levels.”
To better understand the impacts and

TKOWFL Response

Comment noted. Where available further
information will be provided in the Fish and
Shellfish Ecology Chapter, drawing from the
Marine Physical Environment Chapter and
supporting technical Annexes which were agreed
within the offshore EIA evidence ecology review
panel.
As detailed in Table 9-8 of the PEI, cable
protection will be required where burial is not
possible. The most likely areas where non-burial
may occur are within the chalk and sandwave
areas, at joints (planned and unplanned), at the
run in to J-tubes and at pipeline crossings. More
precise locations of the cable protection will be
presented in the post-consent Cable Burial Plan,
which will be developed in consultation with
Natural England.
See Appendix 1 for further detail.
Figure 7.6 of the HADA MAREA shows the
maximum depth average concentration plume
footprints at the seabed arising from nearby
dredging operations. An additional figure will be
included within the benthic ecology and
fish/shellfish ecology chapters to illustrate the
potential extent of depth averaged sediment
concentrations arising from the installation of the
Triton Knoll Electrical System. To overlay the
MAREA data alongside the TK cable plume data

NE
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61

44/5

9.197

SU

62

45

9.198

SU

63

45

9.199

SU

Comment
locations, maximum potential sediment
plume extent of nearby dredging activities
should be shown on a map with cumulative
maximum concentrations in the water column
and seabed concentrations clearly shown.
It is stated that “The modelling undertaken
found that depth averaged concentrations of
up to 20mg/l may occur up to approximately
1.5km from the edge of some license areas”
and later on the additive impacts within areas
of plume overlap are unlikely to exceed
20mg/l SSC increase above normal
background levels for two plumes interacting,
and 30mg/l for three plumes interacting
(HADA, 2012).”
It is stated that “If aggregate dredging activity
occurs at Area 440 during a time when cable
installation is taking place, there is the
potential for short term interaction of
plumes”. Natural England would like further
clarification on where sediment plumes may
overlap and on the approximate duration of
this “short term interaction”. See also
comments to point 9.197 with respect to
mapping locations of plumes from nearby
dredging activities.
It is stated that “The duration of any potential
overlap between the construction of TKOWF
and the Triton Knoll Electrical System is
likely to be limited due to the temporary
nature of the plumes.”

TKOWFL Response
would result in an image that would not be
meaningful to the reader and does not reflect the
low potential of plume interaction.
Comment noted. This paragraph will be clarified
within the ES.

Comment noted. Plume modelling has been
undertaken for Triton Knoll and is considered
cumulatively with aggregate dredging activity in
paragraphs 6.179 -6.184 of PEI Volume 1,
Chapter 6: Marine Physical Environment.

Comment noted. See paragraph 6.185 of PEI
Volume 1, Chapter 6: Marine Physical
Environment. Further detail regarding the level of
information required, and the highly conservative
assumptions made within the MAREA is provide in
Appendix 1.

NE
Point
No.

Page

Section

Reviewer

Comment

TKOWFL Response

Figures showing the depth averaged sediment
concentration associated with the Triton Knoll
Electrical System plumes will be included in the
ES and further detail regarding the likely
interaction with plumes arising from other projects
included. Graphical representations of the MAREA
outputs and other project outputs overlain on the
Triton Knoll Electrical System are not considered
appropriate due to the technical detail required in
interpreting figures that would not represent a
realistic depiction of cumulative plume interaction.
Chapter 10 – Marine Mammals
64
1
10.4
CL
65

10

Fig 10-1

CL

66

11

10.44

CL

67

12

10.50

CL

68

12

10.51

CL

The Conservation of Seals Act is from 1970,
not 1990 as stated here.
The label on this figure states it includes
Harbour Porpoise which it doesn’t.
The Wash and North Norfolk Coast SAC is
not the largest colony of Harbour seals in the
UK – there are larger colonies located in
Scotland. However, it is the largest colony in
England.
A reference to table 10-7 would be aid
readability here as it explains where these
numbers have come from.
We know from experience that cables very
rarely do not require maintenance works at
some point during their lifetime. Therefore it
is not appropriate to state that no
maintenance requirements are envisaged.

Thank you for drawing our attention to the typing
error. This has been corrected.
Thank you for drawing our attention to this. The
text (which is to bottom right) refers to the data set
used but you are correct, only seal data are
displayed here. The figure requires amendment.
Thank you for drawing our attention to this - we
have corrected the text so it now refers to the
Wash population as the largest in England.
An additional reference to the table has been
added here.
Thank you for drawing our attention to this. The
text has been amended to better reflect the project
description.

NE
Point
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69

12

Section

10.52

Reviewer

CL

Comment

TKOWFL Response

An attempt should be made to include an
appropriate number of maintenance works
per year in to the assessment.
Natural England advises that at the end of
their operational lifetime, our preference
would be for cables to be left in situ to
prevent further disturbance to the seabed.

Thank you for the comment. The ES is clear that
the decision will be made towards the end of the
operational lifetime of the proposal and will be
based on best practice and the legal requirements
at that time. We note that current best practice is
for cables to remain in situ.
70
15
10.66
CL
It is not clear how the figure of 12
The figures in 10.66 are based on a worst case
maintenance events has been arrived at.
assumption of 1.5 % of the total installed offshore
Does this represent an average of one a year export cable requiring replacement during the
or one every two years for example?
lifetime of the wind farm, i.e. 6km of cable which
may be replaced during 12 discrete repair
operations. This precautionary assumption is
based on likelihood derived from existing wind
farms. Any additional maintenance activities
beyond what is assessed in the EIA would be
subject to separate Marine Licence discussions.
Chapter 11 – Offshore Nature Conservation
71
6
Table 11-7
NYE
The Area of Search for the Greater Wash
Consideration of the Greater Wash SPA would be
potential SPA encompasses the Triton Knoll
given in the event that a site is brought forward
array and cable corridor. Red throated diver, and contains parameters against which a potential
common scoter and little gull are potential
impact could be assessed.
features for the Greater Wash SPA and
would therefore need to be considered in the Red throated diver have been scoped out of the
assessment should the site become a pSPA assessment, including any birds associated with
or SPA prior to commencement of
the Outer Thames Estuary and possible Greater
construction.
Wash SPA – see Natural England comment 28
above.
Little gull have been scoped out of the assessment
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72

6

Table 11-7

NYE

73

8

Figure 11-1

NYE

74

9

11.17

NYE

75

9

11.2.4.

NYE

Comment

TKOWFL Response

as a result of the absence of potential impact
receptor pathway as confirmed through reference
to the "Interim Advice from NE and JNCC on
potential displacement and disturbance of
seabirds.
The North Norfolk Coast (NNC) SAC and
The designated sites in table 11-7 have been
Gibraltar Point SPA are missing from table
informed through consultation and therefore
11-7. It would be useful to explain why these include those sites/species requiring assessment
are missing in the table heading or include
only. Clarification text will be added to paragraph
these in the table.
11.18.
The map is missing The Wash and North
Although the map does include the Wash and
Norfolk Coast SAC, North Norfolk Coast SAC North Norfolk Coast SAC, it does not include the
and Gibraltar Point SPA, again presumably
North Norfolk Coast SPA or Gibraltar Point SPA,
because these are deemed not to be of
as these sites were scoped out of assessment and
nature conservation interest. It would aid
agreed by the Offshore Ecology Review Panel. A
reading to explain why these are not included comment will be added to the map legend for
in the map legend or include them on the
clarity.
map.
Based upon recent JNCC density mapping
See response to 71 above.
little gull hotspots overlap with the area of the
array and cable corridor. Little gull are a
feature of the Greater Wash potential SPA
and as such would need including in
assessment should the site become a pSPA
or SPA prior to commencement of
construction.
This paragraph cites The Wash SPA as
Text will be added accordingly.
totalling 68 common scoter representing
0.2% of the GB population. The document
cited is not the legal citation, but the JNCC
N2K data form and not a legal document
(http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/default.aspx?page=2
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Point
No.

Page
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Reviewer

Comment

TKOWFL Response

003)
The Wash SPA citation shows 830 common
scoter (2% of GB population) and the current
population is 3,534 based on WeBs data
from 5 year mean ‘09/10-‘13/14.
Conservation objectives dictate that we use
the use the citation or current population,
whichever is higher in assessments so this
should read 3,534 as opposed to 68 birds.
The Citation can be found here:
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publ
ication/5747661105790976

76

13

11.39

NYE

77

18

11.72-11.76

NYE

Based upon Musgrove et al (2011) the GB
population of common scoter is 100,000 so
rough percentage of GB population in The
Wash is 3.5%.
The Greater Wash Area of Search is
considered to be the 4th most important site
for overwintering common scoter in the UK.
In relation to the seals at Donna Nook the
language used assumes that habituation to
human disturbance (in the form of visitors) is
the same as habituation to human
disturbance from works. It would be good to
clarify which exactly is being considered
here.
Red Throated Diver (RTD) is sensitive to
vessel traffic and a proposed feature of the
potential Greater Wash SPA (GW SPA). The
array and cable corridor would be

Text will be added for clarity.

Red throated diver have been scoped out of the
assessment, including any birds associated with
the Outer Thames Estuary and possible Greater
Wash SPA – see Natural England comment 28
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14

Section

11.42

Reviewer

NYE

Comment
encompassed within the GW SPA boundary.
The cable corridor passes through a relative
RTD Density hotspot identified by JNCC
density mapping and therefore RTD would
need to be considered in the assessment
should the site become a pSPA or SPA prior
to commencement of construction.
The official citation does not cite the number
of harbour seals, or that it is 7% of the UK
population:
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publ
ication/5950176598425600

TKOWFL Response
above.

Text will be amended accordingly

The JNCC website cites 7%, but this is not
the legal document:
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/protectedsites/sacsel
ection/sac.asp?EUCode=UK0 017075

79

14

11.44

NYE

SCOS (2013) cited the averaged Wash
population of 3,372 and the scaled up UK
population to 37,300, making the Wash
population ~9% of the UK population.
This paragraph cites the North Sea
population of 335,000 harbour seals with
88,143 in the survey area (SMRU 2006).
Earlier in the document a more recent report
is cited SCOS (2013) citing a UK population
of 37,300. If the UK population is 37,300
(2012) then it seems unlikely that there are
still 88,143 in the study area. Could a more
recent estimate of the North Sea or survey
area be found?

Paragraph 11.44 relates to harbour porpoise not
harbour seal – we will add a reference to harbour
porpoise for clarity. There are no more recent
estimates of the North Sea population for harbour
porpoise - there are more recent references but all
draw on the same source data.

NE
Page Section
Reviewer Comment
Point
No.
Chapter 12 – Commercial Fisheries
80
GENERAL
It is agreed that CEFAS will provide thorough
comments on this chapter as commercial
fisheries falls within their remit rather than
Natural England’s.
Chapter 17 - Summary
81
1
17.6
CL
This paragraph refers to ‘a limited number of
significant adverse effects’ being listed in the
following tables, together with any proposed
mitigation and then the residual significance.
Are these ‘significant adverse effects’ the
‘Unacceptable’ effect listed for the Shipping
and Navigation chapter (table 17.8)? All
other effects are listed as minor or negligible
in the tables, so if this is the case, clarity
should be provided to this paragraph to
ensure consistency in the wording used.

TKOWFL Response

Comment noted.

Further clarification will be provided within the ES.

NE
Page
Section
Reviewer Comment
Point
Chapters 1- 3 – Introduction, Consents, Policy and Legislation and Approach to EIA
Natural England welcomes the detail that is
1
1-1 to Chapters
RH
1-3
provided within these chapters. This includes
1-9,
an identification of the history of the
2-1 to
application, justification for separation of the
2-7,
electrical system from the offshore array,
3-1 to
reference to the relevant legislation and
3-7
details the approach to Environmental Impact
Assessment.
Chapter 4 – Site Selection and Alternatives
4.75 –
Natural England welcomes the comprehensive
2
12 to
RH
4.207
approach that has been undertaken to shortlist
32
zones for landfall, onshore cable route, the
intermediate electrical compound and substation.
This includes a weighting of sites based on a
number of environmental criteria including
designated sites and protected landscapes.
4.134 –
Natural England welcomed the opportunity to
3
22,
RH
provide advice to TKOWL in the Alternatives
4.148
23
Consultation in 2013 for the intermediate
electrical compound. We were pleased to note
the weighting that was applied to the
Lincolnshire Wolds Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty (AONB).

TKOFWL Response

Comments noted.

Comments noted.

Comments noted.

4

23 to
26

4.149 –
4.177

RH

5

31

4.191 –
4.195

RH

Natural England welcomes the consideration of
impacts upon the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB,
Gibraltar Point Special Protection Area (SPA) and
The Wash SPA in taking forward area of search
2 for refinement. We welcomed the opportunity
to provide advice to TKOWL in the Cable route
consultation in 2014. This included providing
advice on impacts upon agri-environment
schemes and priority habitat.

Natural England welcomed the opportunity to
provide advice to TKOWL in the Alternatives
Consultation in 2013 for the substation.
Chapter 5 – Onshore Project Description
Chapter
Natural England has considered the
6
1 to
RH
5
construction and operational details that have
25
been provided within Chapter 5. Where
necessary, we have provided comment on
these details within our advice on Chapters 6,
8 and 9.
11
5.22
LB
7
Alternative (Public Right of Way) PRoW should
be discussed with LPA due to access to the
coast.

Comments noted.

Comments noted.

Comments noted.

PROW Hutt/10/4 will be closed for limited
periods during the construction phase but
access to beach maintained at all times from
Roman Bank via other PRoW and other public
roads. This has been discussed with ELDC.

8

12

5.33

LB

TKOWL will need to secure with the EA
suitable additional backfill material as there is
no guarantee the ducts will backfill and there
will be enough spoil material remaining in the
spoil heaps to fully backfill.

The beach (within the intertidal area) will be
left to naturally infill and will be replaced in the
same tidal cycle, hence there will be no need
for additional backfill material.

9

12

5.40

LB

This contradicts 5.22

This paragraph is referencing a different Public
Rights of Way.

10

2, 13

5.15,
5.50

RH/LB

Chapter 6 – Landscape and Visual
11
1
6.3
RH

As per our comments on night time lighting of the
electrical infrastructure corridor above, the
potential for impact also occurs at the landfall site
from onshore machinery and offshore vessels.
We again would advise that lighting is
minimised, directional and low level in order to
eliminate impacts on species active at night.

We will commit to directional lighting being used
only where absolutely necessary, to an
appropriate level to ensure safe working.

Given the relative degree of effect, Natural
England is satisfied with the rationale to
scope the impacts of the operational cable
out of the landscape assessment.

Comments noted.

12

6

6.20

RH

We support the use of the Guidelines
for Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (3rd edition).

Comments noted.

13

7

6.25

RH

We welcome the baseline desktop data that
has been used in the LVIA and support the
use of Natural England’s National Character
Areas (NCA).

Comments noted.

14

8

6.28

RH

We support the identification of a viewpoint from
the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB to allow
assessment of impact of the intermediate
electrical compound on this protected
landscape.

Comments noted.

15

17 to
19

6.99,
Tables
6-10 and
6-12

RH

Natural England welcomes the detail that has
been provided on timeframes for construction of
the intermediate electrical compound and
onshore cable. This allows for accurate
assessment of impact upon the Lincolnshire
Wolds AONB.

Comments noted.

16

19

6.101

RH

Natural England welcomes the identification of
‘worst design’ effects to allow for assessment of
maximum potential impact upon the Lincolnshire
Wolds AONB.

Comments noted.

17

20,
21

6.110,
Table 613

RH

Natural England welcomes the embedded
mitigation that has been included to minimise
impacts upon landscape (which includes the
Lincolnshire Wolds AONB). We particularly
welcome the project design mitigation which
sited the intermediate electrical compound away
from the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB and between
the Skegness Stadium and existing grain store.
We support the re- planting of hedgerows and
restoration of agricultural land post cable
installation; this will limit the impact on views
east out of the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB by
maintaining the agricultural landscape in the
coastal plain. We note the applied mitigation that
has been included in Annex 6-2 Ecological and
Landscape Mitigation Strategy and includes
woodland planting around the intermediate
electrical compound. Whilst we are supportive of
the intermediate electrical compound siting
away from the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB, we
would ask the applicant to consider the impact of
introducing a woodland block (i.e. – perimeter
screening) into this landscape against the need
to screen the intermediate electrical compound.
It may be beneficial to seek the views of the
Lincolnshire Wolds Countryside Service on this
so that there can be certainty that the design
mitigation is consistent the aims of the
Lincolnshire Wolds AONB Management Plan
and does not introduce woodland planting
unnecessarily. Natural England does
acknowledge that the views to the site from the
AONB are long ranging, but would advise the
applicant to seek clarity on this matter.

With regards to mitigation at the IEC, we have
consulted with both Lincolnshire County Council
and East Lindsey District Council within the
Human Environment Review Panel on this
specific question as to the appropriateness of
introducing a “woodland block” into the
marshland landscape. Both were very strongly
of the view that a mitigation scheme at the IEC
that involved planting would be considered
necessary by local residents, given the clear
views to the site from Marsh Lane to the north
and for residential properties with clear views up
to the site from the south. Their view was
reinforced by the questionnaire responses that
we received from local residents who completed
our questionnaire at our PEI public exhibitions
in October and online.
Further, given that Natural England accept that
the IEC is sited away from the AONB and they
concur with the visual assessment that identifies
limited visibility, we are not clear on the
necessity of consulting with the Lincs Wolds
Countryside Service on planting well outside
their boundary.
Lastly, our consultants RSK consulted with NE
contact representing Lincolnshire Wolds AONB
(Ryan Hildred). He provded an email to John
Meehan dated 4 July 2014 stating 'I am
satisfied that the AONB is receiving the required
amount of consideration and we can review at
the appropriate point, rather than attend review
panels unnecessarily'.

18

27

6.1966.201

RH

Natural England welcomes and concurs with the
assessment of visual impact (viewpoint 10) upon
the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB. We welcome the
identification of the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB
being of high value, thus allowing for an
accurate assessment. We advise that a wireline
and proposed view of viewpoint 10 is produced
in support of the Landscape Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA). At present, only a baseline
view is included from viewpoint 10 within the
Lincolnshire Wolds AONB. We are of the opinion
that it would assist the interpretation of impact
upon the Lincolnshire Wolds AONB if a proposed
view was included as part of the landscape
chapter and LVIA.

Given that Natural England concur with the
visual assessment, we are not clear that a
wireline is required.

19

65

6.610

RH

Natural England welcomes the cumulative
impact assessment that has been undertaken
and which includes other renewable energy
projects in the locality, specifically the Orby
Marsh wind farm currently at planning appeal.

Comments noted.

We welcome the consideration of impact upon
the Lincolnshire Wolds walking festival and
impacts upon the existing public rights of way
network.

Comments noted.

Natural England welcomes the consideration of
impact upon the Lincolnshire Coastal Grazing
Marshes Project.
We advise of a typing error. [insert topic] has
been included in this paragraph which we
presume is an error.

Comments noted.

Chapter 7 – Socio economics
20
29
7.116
RH

21

32

7.141,
7.147,
7.148

RH

22

35

7.174

RH

Comments noted, this will be changed for the
formal submission.

Chapter 8 – Terrestrial Ecology
23
3
8.18
RH

24

9

8.42 –
8.44

RH

25

10

8.48

RH

26

14

8.72

RH

Given the distance of the onshore cable, landfall
and intermediate electrical compound, Natural
England acknowledges the advice that we have
provided to TKOWL on the requirements of a
Habitats Regulations Assessment. We remind
TKOWL to ensure that the identification of no
likely significant effect is fully documented in the
environmental statement in support in of the
development consent order.

This point shall be further expanded on within the
next draft of the chapter.

As per advice we have already provided to
TKOWL, we acknowledge the limitations and
constraints that have been placed on TKOWL
and are satisfied with the scope of species
survey work to date.
We note that three units of Sea Bank Clay Pits
Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) are
missing from the map in Figure 8.1a – we advise
TKOWL to amend this figure.

Comments noted.

Natural England welcomes the focus of bat
activity survey (through static and transect
survey) upon the habitat of greater value to bats
and we acknowledge the further survey that has
been completed in 2014.

Comments noted.

Comments noted, units shall be added to this
figure.

27

22

8.96,
Table 817

RH

28

23,
24

8.98,
Table 818

RH

Natural England welcomes the embedded design
mitigation which, using the results of species
survey work, has sought to site the onshore
electrical infrastructure away from sensitive
habitats and species. We welcome micro-siting
around badgers setts and trees, for example,
where necessary. However, whilst the majority of
works will be undertaken between 7am-7pm thus
negating the need for extensive lighting of the
construction works areas, there are elements of
the proposal that will require 24 hour working and
illumination of the working corridor. This has the
potential to disturb, for example, bats that may be
using features such as hedgerows and drains for
foraging and feeding. We advise TKOWL to
ensure that the areas that require 24 hour working
(e.g. – horizontal directional drilling under
watercourses which are of interest to bats),
ensure that any lighting is as much as possible
low level and directed to the ground.

Natural England is satisfied with the
approach and rationale for excluding
certain habitats and species from further
assessment. This includes great crested
newt which survey indicates are absent from
the onshore electrical infrastructure
corridor.
Chapter 9 – Land Use, Soils and Agriculture

Further detail regarding the appropriate use and
directioning of artificial lighting to avoid
substantial spill at construction & HDD
compounds shall be clarified within the chapter
and included in the Ecological and Landscape
Management Plan.

Comments noted.

29

12

9.49

RH

Natural England welcomes the embedded
mitigation that has been proposed which
includes a soil management plan. As there will
be permanent (at the substation and
intermediate electrical infrastructure site) and
temporary losses of best and most versatile
agricultural land, we advise that the following
principles should underpin a soil management
plan

•

In order to retain the long term potential of
this land and to safeguard soil resources
as part of the overall sustainability of the
whole development, it is important that
the soil is able to retain as many of its
many important functions and services
(ecosystem services) as possible through
careful soil management.

•

Consequently, we advise that if the
development proceeds, the developer
uses an appropriately experienced soil
specialist to advise on, and supervise,
soil handling, including identifying when
soils are dry enough to be handled and
how to make the best use of the different
soils on site. Detailed guidance is
available in Defra Construction Code of
Practice for the Sustainable Use of Soils
on Construction Sites (including
accompanying Toolbox Talks) and we
recommend that this is followed.

As detailed in the Draft Soil Management Plan
(Volume 4, Annex 9.2), all soil handling,
placing, compaction and management will be
undertaken in accordance with best practice
(DEFRA, 2009).

30

14

9.61

RH

As part of the embedded mitigation, Natural
England welcomes the commercial agreements
that will be finalised with landowners holding agrienvironment schemes along the onshore cable
route. Natural England has already advised
TKOWL that there are higher level stewardship
agreements that will be affected by the onshore
cable construction.

Comments noted.

31

14

9.70

RH

Provided that our advice on soil management is
implemented, Natural England is satisfied that a
soil management plan can mitigate and limit
impacts upon best and most versatile
agricultural land.

Comments noted.

32

16

9.84

RH

In accordance with the commercial agreements
with landowners, Natural England advises TKOWL
to ensure that any maintenance or repair works
undertaken within the 60m easement (once
operational) do not impact upon the agrienvironment scheme and that the appropriate
commercial agreement is reached for these
incidences.

Landowners will be compensated for losses
incurred as a result of operational maintenance or
repair works, including losses connected with
agri-environment schemes, and this obligation will
be included within agreements with individual
landowners.

Chapter 10 – Geology and Ground Conditions
We are satisfied with the assessment of no
Comments noted.
33
11
10.68,
RH
impact upon geological Sites of Special Scientific
Table
Interest (SSSI) given the distance of Chapel Point
10-6
to Wolla Bank SSSI approximately 2km away
from the landfall and adjoining cable route.

Natural England welcomes the embedded
mitigation that will be included to protect
geology and ground conditions. This
includes the Site Waste Management Plan
which will be included as part of the overarching Construction Management Plan.
Chapter 11 – Hydrology and Flood Risk
Natural England welcomes the embedded
35
20,
11.71,
RH
mitigation that will be included to protect the
21,
Table
hydrological environment.
22
11-10
34

13,
14

10.72,
Table
10-7

RH

36

36

11.200

RH

37

41

11.279 –
11.281

RH

38

52,
53

11.336,
11.354

RH

Chapter 12 – Historic Environment
Chapter
39
1 to
RH
12
44
Chapter 13 – Traffic and Access

Comments noted.

Comments noted.

Due to the network of ditches and larger
watercourses (e.g. – River Witham) that have
hydrological connectivity with The Wash and
North Norfolk Coast SAC and Saltfleetby
Theddlethorpe Dunes and Gibraltar Point SAC,
Natural England strongly supports the
embedded mitigation that is included as part of
construction operations.
Natural England welcomes the mitigation that
has been included to protect the hydrological
environment during decommissioning of the
onshore electrical system.

Comments noted.

Natural England supports the proposal to
discuss construction timescales with other
developers in order to limit the cumulative
impact of other projects on the hydrological
environment.

Comments noted.

Natural England has considered the detail
within this chapter and has no comment
to make.

Comments noted.

Comments noted.

40

1 to
44

Chapter
13

Chapter 14 – Air Quality
14.44 –
41
5 to
14.46
10

RH

RH

Chapter 15 – Noise and Vibration
Chapter
42
1 to
RH
15
29

Chapter 16 - Interrelationships
Chapter
43
1 to
RH
16
16
Chapter 17 – Summary
44
1 to
Chapter
17
28

RH

Natural England acknowledges the
consideration that has been given to traffic
related impacts in Chapter 6 (landscape); we
therefore have no comment to make on this
chapter

Comments Noted.

Natural England supports the production of a
dust management plan as part of the embedded
air quality mitigation. This will ensure the
protection of sensitive habitats and species in
the vicinity of the onshore construction
operations.

Comments Noted.

Natural England acknowledges the
consideration that has been given to noise
related impacts in Chapter 8 (terrestrial
ecology); we therefore have no comment to
make on this chapter

Comments Noted.

Natural England is satisfied with the interrelated effects assessment that has been
provided within Chapter 16

Comments Noted.

Natural England welcomes the summary table
that has been provided within Chapter 17; this
allows easy reference to the documented
impacts within each preceding chapter.

Comments Noted.

Triton Knoll Electrical System
Response to Queries Raised by Natural England; Dec 2014

Responses to Natural England Section 42 Comments
Comment 13
It is considered best practice to backfill any trenching as the cable is installed especially within an
SCI/SAC. Otherwise a fuller consideration is required within chapter 8 of extent of impact versus
potential change in benthic communities due to changes in sediment composition and or topography.
There is no evidence presented to show that any muddier deposits will winnow away. If not, what is the
potential for North-South sediment transport disruption from a raised berm? NB: Monitoring would be
required to verify any modelling/assumptions on this issue.
Response:
Sediment mobility within the study area has previously been considered within Volume 3: Annex 6.1
(Marine Physical Environment Baseline). Key findings are that:
•

Silt and sand (fine, medium and coarse grained) is expected to be mobile during both spring
and neap tides along the export cable corridor; and

•

Very coarse sand is generally only expected to be mobile during spring tides, whilst gravel
sized material will be either immobile or only found to be mobilised during the highest spring
tides.

Sediment mobility is expected to be further enhanced in shallow water and/or during storm events
where wave orbital currents will stir the bed. On the basis of the above, it is likely that any post
installation berms that may exist will be winnowed (and therefore undergo volume reduction) to some
extent by natural seabed processes. The extent to which this will occur will be dependent upon a range
of variables including: (i) the nature of the excavated material (e.g. grain size and level of consolidation;
(ii) local flow speed; (iii) water depth; and (iv) level of storminess during the post construction phase.
Furthermore, with specific reference to post-installation berms being present, the worst case for direct
impact under consideration in the ecological chapters (intertidal and benthic ecology, and fish and
shellfish ecology) is defined by the use of a bed-levelling plough to remove any residual berms and
remove the impacts/risks associated with them.
Silt and sand is mobile at the bed in all areas during at least part of the tidal cycle. It follows that,
provided silt and sand is present, any cable protection present at the bed should become naturally
infilled over time. The rate at which this will occur will be dependent upon a range of factors, in
particular the availability of mobile material and local hydrodynamic conditions.
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Comment 19
This is not considered necessary, but given that the beach re-nourishment work is expected to cease in
2015 all options going forwards over the lifetime of the project should be considered with EA, LPAs and
NE as the cables may become exposed as an in-direct affect from change in management measures
Response:
Whilst the current phase of beach re-nourishment is expected to cease in 2015, it is assumed that the
coastline will be protected in accordance with the existing shoreline management plan which in this
area, is ‘Hold the Line’. Accordingly, if beach re-nourishment stops, alternative shoreline management
measures (such as recycling) will most likely be considered. It is possible that these alternative
management measures may lead to local changes in beach morphology although the extent to which
this could occur is not possible to assess in the absence of detailed management plans. However,
these would be available well before the anticipated start date of construction (2018) and would be
considered within the cable burial studies undertaken to inform engineering requirements.
Comment 63
Seabed concentrations of more than 100mg/l may extend up to approximately 1.8km from some
licenses.” And
“If aggregate dredging activity occurs at Area 440 during a time when cable installation is taking place,
there is the potential for short term interaction of plumes from both activities, resulting in an additive
increase in suspended sediment concentrations above background levels.”
To better understand the impacts and locations, maximum potential sediment plume extent of nearby
dredging activities should be shown on a map with cumulative maximum concentrations in the water
column and seabed concentrations clearly shown.
Response:
Maximum near bed suspended sediment concentrations (SSC) associated with aggregate extraction
activities are available from the Humber Aggregate Dredging Association (HADA) Marine Aggregate
Regional Environmental Assessment (MAREA) will be detailed and illustrated in the ES. These show
maximum theoretical Suspended Sediment Concentration (SSC) levels; however, for the vast majority
of the time and in the vast majority of locations elevations of this magnitude will not be encountered.
On the basis of the MAREA and illustration to be included within the ES, it is apparent that the greatest
potential for maximum cumulative increases in SSC will be adjacent to Aggregate Licence Area 515/1
(Formerly Area 440 - Outer Dowsing) and Aggregate Application Area 439 (Inner Dowsing). This is
because in these areas there exists the greatest potential for cable installation activities to take place
within an aggregate dredger plume footprint (or vice versa), thereby resulting in an additive effect. Away
from these areas, plume interaction may still occur although this is perhaps more likely to be in the form
of coalescing plumes which will not result in additive effects.
Reference to ABPmer (2011a) shows that immediately adjacent to Area 439 and 515/1, SSCs at the
bed may be up to approximately 500 mg/l. (These findings are consistent with monitoring evidence from
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aggregate sites which show that SSCs of around 500 mg/l can be observed at the bed at distances of
up ~750m from the release location (ABPmer, 2011a).)On this basis, it is reasonable to assume that
concentrations of this magnitude could temporarily occur (for a period of minutes to a few tens of
minutes) within the footprint of the cable corridor at locations immediately adjacent to Area 439 and
515/1.
Importantly, aggregate dredging vessels and cable installation devices will not be operational within 500
m of one another, in line with standard best practice. Accordingly, although cumulative increases in
SSC above 500 mg/l could still theoretically occur, the likelihood of this happening is considered to be
low.
It is also worth noting the following:
1: The assessment presented here is highly precautionary, with the following conservative assumptions
applied:
i): the HADA MAREA modelling presented in ABPmer (2011) is based on a worst case
scenario of a very large dredger (Arco Dijk) operating at all aggregate sites. Modelling of the
dredging operations that have historically taken place at Area 440 (which involved a smaller
dredger), indicate that it is unlikely that there will be detectable suspended sediments more
than, approximately, 500 m from the dredging vessel (ABPmer, 2011b).
ii): the TKES assessment has considered the simultaneous installation of export cables side by
side.
iii): aggregate extraction is assumed to occur on the margin of the licence area, with export
cable installation occurring at the closest point within the adjacent cable corridor.
iv): the TKES assessment has assumed that the cable installation technique will result in 100%
disaggregation of material into constituent particles.
The likelihood of all of the above occurring is considered to be very low.
2: All the areas associated with the greatest potential for cumulative increases in SSC are
characterised by shallow water (<20 m LAT). In these areas, the bed will be stirred by waves during
storms and nearbed SSCs are expected to be several 10s to 100s mg/l above normal background
levels (Volume 3: Annex 6.1: ‘Marine Physical Environment Baseline’). Accordingly, it is important to
recognise that these waters are naturally turbid anyway with localised and short-term episodes of
elevated SSC that are characteristic of baseline conditions.
Comment 62
It is stated that “If aggregate dredging activity occurs at Area 440 during a time when cable installation
is taking place, there is the potential for short term interaction of plumes”. Natural England would like
further clarification on where sediment plumes may overlap and on the approximate duration of this
“short term interaction”. See also comments to point 9.197 with respect to mapping locations of plumes
from nearby dredging activities.
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Response:
As stated above (in the response to comment 61), the greatest potential for maximum cumulative
increases in SSC will be adjacent to Aggregate Licence Area 515/1 (Formerly Area 440 - Outer
Dowsing) and Aggregate Application Area 439 (Inner Dowsing). The magnitude of change (in terms of
absolute increases in SSC) and duration over which this may potentially occur is dependent upon a
wide range of factors including:
(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)
(vi)
(vii)

the location of the dredge operations within the aggregate area;
the type of dredger in use;
the speed and direction at which the dredger is moving relative to the cable installation
device;
the nature of the material being dredged;
the nature of the material into which the cable is being buried;
the rate at which the cable is being installed;
tidal conditions at the time of cable installation (i.e. ebb/ flood/ spring/ neap etc).

On the basis of the above, it is very difficult to give precise details regarding the exact duration of any
potential cumulative effect. However, it is anticipated that any meaningful cumulative increase in SSC
(defined here as an elevation in SSC of over 10 mg/l above background levels) could last over a period
of tens of minutes to a maximum of a few hours. This estimate is made on the basis of the available
information on the volume and type of disturbed sediment, the water depth and published data on
sediment settling velocities (Soulsby, 1997).
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Ms G Bardell
Surveyor, National Portfolios
The Quadrant:MK,
Elder Gate,
Milton Keynes,
MK9 1EN

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Paul Carter
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: Paul.Carter@rwe.com

15th January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Ms Bardell,
Thank you for the Network Rails response to the Section 42 consultation on the
Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19th November 2014.
Myself and Adam Kendall look forward to continuing discussions with you to
address your concerns and protective provisions once the outstanding
clearances have been completed as per our email correspondence.
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me.
Yours sincerely,

Paul Carter
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622

Mr S Faulkner
Norfolk County Council
Environment Transport and Development
County Hall
Martineau Lane
Norwich
NR1 2SG

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Contact the team at:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
For more information:
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

14 January 2015
Triton Knoll Electrical System - S42 Statutory Consultation
Dear Mr Faulkner
Thank you for your reply to our formal consultation advising that you have no
strategic concerns.
Should you require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact the
team by emailing tritonknoll@rwe.com or calling on 01793 474244.
Best regards,

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager
RWE Innogy UK
FREEPOST RTBK-ABSH-TGLU,
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm,
RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House,
Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
SWINDON SN5 8ZT
RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
Registered in England
and Wales no. 2550622

Ms Sarah Dack
Specialist Environmental Public Health Scientist
Public Health England
CRCE
Chilton
Didcot, Oxon
OX11 0RQ

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Kim Gauld-Clark
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: tritonknoll@rwe.com

16 January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Ms Dack,
Thank you for Public Health England’s response to the Section 42 consultation
on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 19th November 2014. This letter sets
out our response to the issues you have raised your response.
The recommendations made as part of your scoping response have been taken
into account by the relevant technical specialists (air quality, noise and socioeconomics). Follow up correspondence by the socio-economic consultant was
undertaken to agree the proposed approach to these recommendations.
It was proposed by the applicant that the health issues raised would be
addressed in the separate technical assessments (air quality and noise) rather
than draw into a summary document as this was considered proportionate and
appropriate to the scale of the development and the potential health impacts
presented.
Through discussions with Dr Antonio Peña-Fernández by telephone (June 2014),
it was understood that you considered this proposed approach appropriate.
Written follow up correspondence by the socio-economic consultant was
undertaken to agree the proposed approach to these recommendations (letter
dated 7 July 2014 and email dated 27 July 2014 to Dr Antonio Peña-Fernández).
No formal response has been received by us to the proposed approach to date.
Could you advise who we should try to forward these proposals to?
Thank you again for your response. I hope you find this letter useful, if you have
any queries or would like to get in touch with us, please do not hesitate to contact
me at:
Kim.Gauld-Clark@rwe.com

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk

Yours sincerely,

Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622
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Kim Gauld-Clark
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

Abigail Rees
10 Queen Square
Bristol
BS1 4NT

Offshore Wind UK
Name: Paul Carter
Phone: 01793 474244
E-mail: Paul.Carter@rwe.com

15 January 2015
TRITON KNOLL ELECTRICAL SYSTEM CONSULTATION
Dear Ms Rees,
Thank you for Western Power Distributions response to the Section 42
consultation on the Triton Knoll Electrical System dated 14 November 2014.
We look forward to continuing discussions regarding protective provisions and
any other concerns raised.
Thank you again for your response. Please don’t hesitate to contact me should
you have any further queries.
Yours sincerely,

Paul Carter
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
RWE Innogy UK

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon SN5 8ZT
Registered in England and Wales
no. 2550622

Dear Ian,
Thank you for your response to the Triton Knoll Electrical System consultation, dated 22 October.
Please accept this email as confirmation of receipt.
Following our meeting of 8 September 2014 I have been in touch with Stuart Curry of the Crown
Estate to enquire whether the 500 m buffer between subsea cables and aggregate areas was a hard
and fast rule. Stuart indicated that should agreement on a safe working distance, which was less
than 500m, be reached between two parties that the Crown Estate would be supportive of that
arrangement. I’ve recently also raised the same question with the MMO although have not yet
received a response, due to our case officer being out of the office frequently at the moment– I have
a couple of meetings planned with them shortly in relation to our s42 consultation so will follow-up
with them then.
I would very much welcome the opportunity to discuss further with you a safe working buffer
between our two projects with a view to reaching agreement which allows both our projects to
move forward safely and efficiently. We would be happy to travel to Fareham to meet with you or
we can facilitate a meeting here in Swindon or London. I would be grateful if you would let me know
your initial thoughts and suggest dates in November which are suitable for you.
Kind regards,
Gill
Gill Moore
Offshore Consents Manager
Tel: 01793 474241
Mob: 07920 833035
RWE Npower Renewables Limited
Registered Office:
Auckland House, Lydiard Fields,
Great Western Way, Swindon, Wiltshire, SN5 8ZT.
Registered in England & Wales, Company Number 02550622.
RWE npower renewables is an RWE Innogy Company

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 7A: S42 Landowner Consultees - Phase 1
April 2015

Letter required to be sent to
persons with an interest in
land under s.42 of the
Planning Act 2008

Address

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Contact the team at:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
For more information:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

13 October 2014
Dear XX
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation 15 October 2014 – 19 November 2014
Section 42 Planning Act 2008
RWE Innogy UK is in the process of preparing its proposals for developing the
Triton Knoll Electrical System relating to the Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm.
The Secretary of State has directed that the Triton Knoll electrical system should
be considered as ‘nationally significant infrastructure’ and the application for
planning permission (termed a Development Consent Order or DCO) will be
considered by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS). The requirements for
applications to the Secretary of State for a DCO are set out in the Planning Act
2008 and subsequent guidance issued by government and the Planning
Inspectorate (PINS). Copies of all the relevant information can be found on
PINS's website at http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk/.
RWE Innogy UK is now at the stage where it wishes to consult with various
interested parties, including anybody with an interest in any part of the land which
is the subject of the DCO application as is required under section 42 of the
Planning Act 2008. We understand that you have an interest in the land
which is expected to fall within our application boundary. To this end, RWE
Innogy UK has prepared the following consultation documents:
•
•
•
•

Preliminary Environmental Information
Non-Technical Summary
Consultation Document
Questionnaire
RWE Innogy UK

We enclose a CD with copies of all the consultation documents and a copy of the
notice publicising the consultation and welcome your views on the information
contained in the documentation. Your feedback will be taken into account in our
continued development of the project, and will also be reported to the Secretary
of State when our application is submitted. If you would like hard copies of any of
the consultation documents they are available upon request at the address below
at the cost of £500.
This is a formal part of the consultation process required under section 42 of the
Planning Act 2008, and the period for consideration and response to these
documents will end on 19 November 2014. Accordingly, please reply with any
...

Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
Registered in England
and Wales no. 2550622

comments to the address below by 5pm on 19 November 2014. However,
we would be pleased to continue dialogue with you on any issues of concern
outside the prescribed period.
If you wish to discuss this or any other issues in connection with the project,
please contact me by writing to the address below or by email at
tritonknoll@rwe.com.
Yours sincerely,

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager
RWE Innogy UK
FREEPOST RTBK-ABSH-TGLU,
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm,
RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House,
Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
SWINDON SN5 8ZT
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Ms Ethel Bush

Ms Ethel Bush

Home Farm

Wheatsheaf Farm

Revesby

Chapel Lane

Boston

New Bolingbroke

Lincs

Lincolnshire
PE22 7LF

Mr Bryan Bush

Mr Bryan Bush

Wheatsheaf Farm

Home Farm

Chapel Lane

Revesby

New Bolingbroke

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincs

PE22 7LF

Ms Kathryn Bush

Ms Kathryn Bush

Wheatsheaf Farm

Home Farm

Chapel Lane

Revesby

New Bolingbroke

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincs

PE22 7LF

Mr John Wignall

Mr David Young

Field House

25 Barker Street

Higher Lane

Nantwich

Lymm

Cheshire

Warrington

CW5 5EN

WA13 0RL

...

The Company Secretary

Mr John Stephenson

JS (Farms) Limited

Chestnut House

Chestnut House

Maryland Bank

Maryland Bank

Amber Hill

Amber Hill

Boston

Boston

PE20 3RW

PE20 3RW
Mr Chris Stephenson

Ms Joy Gadd

Chestnut House

Charnwood House

Maryland Bank

Amber Hill

Amber Hill

Boston

Boston

Lincolnshire

PE20 3RW

PE20 3RQ

Mr Rodney Gadd

Mr Henry Catlin

Charnwood House

Leylandi Farm

Amber Hill

Kirton Fen

Boston

Hubberts Bridge

Lincolnshire

Boston

PE20 3RQ

PE20 3SZ

Mr Neil Booth

Mr Adrian Booth

The Hedgrows

CF and SR Booth and Sons

North Forty Foot Bank

Needles Farm

Brothertoft

Ferry Lane

Boston

Brothertoft

PE20 3SR

Boston
PE20 3SR

...

The Company Secretary

The Chief Executive

CF and SR Booth and Sons

Lincolnshire County Council

Needles Farm

County Offices

Ferry Lane

Newland

Brothertoft

Lincoln

Boston

Lincolnshire

PE20 3SR

LN1 1YS

Mr Nicholas Scott

The Chief Executive

E. A. Dring (Farms) Limited

Canal and Rivers Trust

Pelhams Land Farm

First Floor North

Holland Fen

Station House

Chapel Hill

500 Elder Gate

Lincoln

Milton Keynes

LN4 4QG

MK9 1BB

The Company Secretary

The Chief Executive

Railway Paths Limited
National Cycle Network Centre

The Highways Agency Historical
Railways Estate

2 Cathedral Square

Hudson House

College Green

Toft Green

Bristol

York

BS1 5DD

YO1 6HP

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Sustrans Limited
National Cycle Network Centre

John Richardson & Son (Gosberton)
Limited

2 Cathedral Square

Castledyke Farm

College Green

Gipsey Bridge

Bristol

Boston

BS1 5DD

Lincolnshire
PE22 7BW

...

Mr Peter Richardson

Mr David Richardson

Castledyke Farm

Thornton Farm,

Gipsey Bridge

Thornton Le fen

Boston

Lincoln

Lincolnshire

LN4 4YN

PE22 7BW

Ms Shirley Richardson

The Chief Executive

Set Aside

Fenland Pension Fund

Leagate Road

Castledyke Farm

Gipsey Bridge

Gipsey Bridge

Boston

Boston

PE22 7BW

Lincolnshire
PE22 7BW

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Fairmount Trustee Services Limited

K.N. Grant Limited

Founders Court

Thornton House

Lothbury

Cannister Lane

London

Gipsey Bridge

EC2R 7HE

Boston
PE22 7HQ

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

D G Farming Co Limited

D G Produce Limited

Sycamore House

Sycamore House

Canister Lane

Canister Lane

Frithville

Frithville

Boston

Lincolnshire

PE22 7HG

PE22 7HG

...

Mr Nicholas Hall

Ms Angela Hall

Slatehouse Farm

Slatehouse Farm

Cannister Lane

Cannister Lane

Frithville

Frithville

Boston

Boston

PE22 7HQ

PE22 7HQ

Mr Ben Hall

Mr James Lunn

The Paddock

Carim

Cannister Lane

Westville

Frithville

Frithville

Boston

Boston

PE22 7HQ

PE22 7HL

Mr Steven Lunn

Ms Angela Crawford

Hawthorne House

Elizabeth House

Westville

Frithville

Frithville

Boston

Boston

Lincs

PE22 7HL

PE22 7DU

Mr Robert Crawford

Ms Angela Crawford

Elizabeth House

Elizabeth House

Frithville

Frithville

Boston

Boston

Lincs

Lincs

PE22 7DU

PE22 7DU

...

Ms Maurice Coupland

Mr Stuart Grant

312 Drummond Road

The Avenue

Skegness

Boston Road

Lincolnshire

Sibsey

PE25 3AY

Boston
PE22 0SJ

Mr Ian Grant

Ms Lucy Grant

The Avenue

Mill Cottage

Boston Road

Frithville Road

Sibsey

Sibsey

Boston

Boston

PE22 0SJ

PE22 0SY

Mr Stuart Grant

The Company Secretary

Mill Cottage

J J Grant Company

Frithville Road

Bishops Farm

Sibsey

Sibsey

Boston

Boston

PE22 0SY

Lincolnshire
PE22 0UF

The Company Secretary

Mr Andrew Clayton

Wildmore Farms

Washdyke House

Bishops Farm

Washdyke Lane

Sibsey

Wrangle

Boston

Boston

Lincolnshire

PE22 9BX

PE22 0UF

...

Mr Mark Clayton

Mr Mark Fixter

Medlam Lodge

Administrator of Anthony

Staunts Lane

George Walter Fixter

Frithville

Bridge Farm

Boston

Northlands Sibsey
Boston
PE22 0UG

Mr Eric Staples

Mr William George

Redland

1 Copley Dene

Thorndale Lane

Wilderness Road

Stickney

Chislehurst

Boston

Kent

Lincs

BR7 5EY

Mr William George

The Company Secretary

c/o Ian Gavin Brown

H. E. Tinsley Limited

William Sturges LLP

Midville Grange Farm

Burwood House

Stickney

14-16 Caxton Street

Boston

London

Lincolnshire

SW1H 0QY
Mr Christopher Holman

The Company Secretary

Northfields Farm

Terra Estate Gmbh & Co Kg

Evenlode

Oberdorf 30

Moreton -in-Marsh

37136 Landolfhausen

Gloucestershire

Germany

...

Mr John Grant

The Company Secretary

Coupledyke Hall

D.A Phillips & Co Limited

Freiston

Pittlesden Barn

Boston

High Street

Lincs

Tenterden

PE22 0LL

Kent
TN30 6HT

The Company Secretary

J.W. Grant

Cater Allen Pensions Limited

Fold Hill

Griffins

Old Leake

Tavistock House South

Boston

Tavistock Square

Lincs

London

PE22 9PJ

WC1H 9LG
Mr Barry Anderson

Ms Gwendoline Anderson

Jandine

Charwen

Main Road

Main Road

Stickney

Stickney

Boston

Boston

PE22 8AD

PE22 8AG

Mr Kathleen Anderson

Mr Roy Anderson

Woldene

Rojan

Bellwater Bank

Bellwater Bank

New Leake

New Leake

Boston

Boston

PE22 8LA

PE22 8LA

...

Mr George Keal

Mr Malcolm Keal

The Farmhouse

West Royalty Farm

Spilsby Road

Spilsby Road

Eastville

Eastville

Boston

Boston

PE22 8JR

PE22 8JR

The Company Secretary

Ms Hannah Skingley

Malcolm Wrisdale Limited
The Laurels

The Queen's Most Excellent Majesty in
Right of her Crown

Main Road

Carter Jonas LLP

East Keal

6 - 8 Hills Road

Spilsby

Cambridge

PE23 4BA

CB2 1NH
CB2 1NH

Mr Christopher Banham

Mr Ewart Banham

Pillar Box Farm

Windy Ridge Farm

Thorpe Fendykes

Thorpe Fendykes

Wainfleet

Wainfleet

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 4QL

PE24 4QH

Mr Ralph Banham

Mr Ewart Banham

Rich Pasture Dairy Farm

Chapel Farm

Thorpe St Peter

Thorpe Fendykes

Wainfleet

Wainfleet

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 4QF

PE24 2QH

...

Mr Chistopher Banham
E G Banham and Sons

Chapel Farm

Chapel Farm

Thorpe Fendykes

Thorpe Fendykes

Wainfleet

Wainfleet

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 2QH

PE24 2QH
Mr John Willoughby

Ms Eileen Mowbray

White House Farm
Thorpe St Peter

Eileen and Clare Mowbray Trading as
Coupland Bros

Skegness

Old Hall Farm

Lincs

Pinfold Lane

PE24 4PU

Great Steeping
Spilsby
PE23 5PZ

Ms Clare Mowbray

Mr David Willoughby

Eileen and Clare Mowbray Trading as
Coupland Bros

The Bungalow

Rose Corner

Thorpe St Peter

Church Road

Skegness

Hinton Waldrist

PE24 4PU

White House Farm

Faringdon
SN7 8SE
Mr Graham Everard

Mr Giles Everard

Grove House Farm

28 Beacon Way

Bratoft

Skegness

Skegness

PE25 1HJ

Lincs
PE24 5AR

...

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

The Lincoln Diocesan Trust And Board
Of Finance Limited

The Hundreds Wind Farm LLP

Church House

The Media Centre

The Old Palace

Huddersfield

Lincoln

HD1 1RL

Whirlwind Renewables

LN2 1PU

The Company Secretary

Mr Mark Caudwell

Mark Caudwell Limited

Howlett House Farm

Howlett House Farm

South Ings Lane

Slackolme End

Hogsthorpe

Hogsthorpe

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 5NS

PE24 5NS
Ms Julia Caudwell

Ms Maureen Caudwell

2 St Margarets Street

Howlett House

Canterbury

Slackolme End

Kent

Hogsthorpe

CT1 2SL

Skegness
PE24 5NS

Mr Joseph Mackinder

Ms Judith Mackinder

Northbeck Farm

The Chestnuts

North Beck Lane

Wainfleet Road

Hundleby

Burgh le Marsh

Spilsby

Lincolnshire

PE23 5NB

PE24 5AH

...

Mr Martin Mackinder

The Company Secretary

The Chestnuts

British Gas plc

Wainfleet Road

Millstream

Burgh le Marsh

Maidenhead Road

Lincolnshire

Windsor

PE24 5AH

Berkshire
SL4 5GD

Mr David Simpson

Mr David Hand

Whitehouse Farm

(trading as Hand Bros)

Addlethorpe

Grange Farm

Skegness

Chapel Lane

Lincolnshire

Addlethorpe

PE24 4TU

Skegness
Lincs

Mr Graham Hand

The Chief Executive

(trading as Hand Bros)

Church Commissioners for England

Grange Farm

Smiths Gore

Chapel Lane

The Regatta

Addlethorpe

Henley Way

Skegness

Lincoln

Lincs

LN6 3QR

Mr Pridgeon

The Company Secretary

The Old Rectory

R.G Taylor and Sons

Church Lane

Slackholme House Farm

Willoughby

Slackholme End

Alford

Hogsthorpe

LN13 9SO

Skegness
PE24 5NS

...

Mr Adrian Walker

Ms Jean Bradley

Ivy House Farm

Southlands

Mumby Road

Coots Lane

Hogsthorpe

Mumby

Skegness

Alford

PE24 5PD

LN13 9JZ

Mr Roger Bradley

Mr R Bradley

Southlands

Southlands

Coots Lane

Coots Lane

Mumby

Mumby

Alford

Alford

LN13 9JZ

LN13 9JZ

The Company Secretary

Mr Richard Willson

H Bradley & Sons (Produce) Ltd

52 Station Road

Coots Farm

Alford

Coots Lane

Lincs

Mumby

LN13 9JB

Alford
LN13 9JZ
Ms Brenda Willson

Mr Peter Sharpe

20 Millers Way

Manor Farm

Alford

Langham

Lincs

Mumby

LN13 9JB

Alford
LN13 9SH

...

Mr Charles Sharpe

The Company Secretary

Manor Farm

A & CJ Clements

Langham

Golden Beach

Mumby

Roman Bank

Alford

Ingoldmells

LN13 9SH

Lincolnshire
PE25 1LJ

The Company Secretary

Ms Andrea Simpson

EA and KN Grantham

Field Farm

15 South End

Langham Road

Hogsthorpe

Mumby

Skegness

Alford

PE24 5NE

LN13 9SL

Mr Paul Simpson

The Company Secretary

Field Farm

Langham House Farm (Alford) Limited

Langham Road

c/o Richard Pears

Mumby

Langham House Farm

Alford

Langham Road

LN13 9SL

Mumby
LN13 9SJ

The Company Secretary

Ms Christine Paddison

R H Mowbray Limited

Church Close

Bank House

Rectory Road

Anderby

Anderby

Skegness

Skegness

Lincolnshire

PE24 5YF

PE24 5XJ

...

Ms Shirley Crow

Mr David Owen

Ronan Cottage

Ronan Cottage

Pinfold Lane

Pinfold Lane

Anderby

Anderby

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 5YA

PE24 5YA

Ms Ann Firth

Mr Robin Firth

25 Malting Lane

25 Maltings Lane

Donington

Donington

Spalding

Spalding

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE11 4XA

PE11 4XA

Ms Ann Firth

Ms Sarah Bettinson

26 Maltings Lane

55 Horncastle Road

Donington

Boston

Spalding

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE21 9JA

PE11 4XA

Mr John Donington

Mr Stephen Grant

Witham House

18 Hillcrest Gardens

Church Street

Swineshead

Donington

Boston

Spalding

Lincolnshire

PE11 4UA

...

Mr Richard Grant

The Company Secretary

Gauntlet Farm

Rowanmoor Trustees Limited

Back Lane

Rowanmoor House

Bicker

46-50 Castle Street

Lincolnshire

Salisbury

PE20 3BA

SP1 3TS

The Company Secretary

Mr Ian Bristow

Castlegate Trustees Limited

Cowbridge Farm

8 Castlegate

Cowbridge Road

Grantham

Bicker

Lincolnshire

Boston

NG31 6SE

PE20 3BN

The Company Secretary

Ms Shirley Pugh

S & S Pugh & Son

Asperton Farm

Lowgrounds Farm

Wigtoft

Swineshead

Boston

Boston

Lincs

PE20 3PG

PE20 2PJ

Mr C Woods

The Company Secretary

C C Woods Esq

Bramall Properties Limited

Brand End Farm

12 Cardale Court

Timm’s Drove

Cardale Park

Swineshead

Beckwith Head Road

Boston

Harrogate

PE20 3PQ

HG3 1RY

...

Mr Nicholas Davie-Thornhill

Mr John Davie-Thornhill

The Estate Office

The Estate Office

Stanton Hall

Stanton Hall

Stanton In The Peak

Stanton In The Peak

Matlock

Matlock

DE4 2LW

DE4 2LW

Mr Adrian Davie-Thornhill

The Company Secretary

The Estate Office

Stanton Park Farm Limited

Stanton Hall

The Estate Office

Stanton In The Peak

Stanton Hall

Matlock

Stanton In The Peak

DE4 2LW

Matlock
DE4 2LW

C. HOARE & CO. (an unlimited
company)

A E Lenton Limited

37 Fleet Street

Friskney

London

Lincs

EC4P 4DQ

PE22 8NE

The Chief Executive

Mr A E Horton Esq

Southwell Diocesan Board of Finance

Ranulph Lodge

Dunham House

Church Road

8 Westgate

Old Bolingbroke

Southwell

Spilsby

Nottingham

PE23 4HE

Church End

NG25 0JL

...

The Company Secretary

Mr Philip Gelsthorpe

Western Power Distribution (East
Midlands) plc

Environment Agency

Westwood Way

Goldhay Way

Westwood Business Park

Orton Goldhay

Coventry

Peterborough

CV4 8LG

PE2 5ZR

The Official Custodian For Charities (on
behalf of the trustees of Kirton
Consolidated Charities)

Mr Brian Ward

c/o Mrs Joan Barnes
Moorabbin
21 Sea Lane

Kingfisher House

Aingarth
Little Steeping
Spilsby
PE23 5BL

Butterwick
PE22 0HG
Ms Anita Ward

Ms Vivien Ward

4 North Beck Lane

5 North Beck Lane

Hundleby

Hundleby

Spilsby

Spilsby

PE23 5NB

PE23 5NB

Ms Ena Smithson-Whitehead

Mr Charles Smithson-Whitehead

Church View

Church View

Wainfleet Bank

Wainfleet Bank

Wainfleet St Mary

Wainfleet St Mary

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 4JP

PE24 4JP

...

Ms Jill Dore

The Company Secretary

Datchet Cottage

Anglian Water Services Limited

1 The Grove

Anglian House

Main Street

Ambury Road

Loddongton

Huntingdon

NN14 1SG

PE29 3NZ

Mr Norman Norfolk Ward

Mr Alex Henshaw

Station Farm

Alco Estates Limited

Little Steeping

Boathouse

Spilsby

Sandhurst Road

Lincolnshire

Sandilands
Sutton on Sea
LN12 2RH

Mr Henry Long

Mr Frank Smith

Network Rail Infrastructure Limited

S Bend Farm

Kings Place

Thorpe Fendykes

90 York Way

Wainfleet

London

Skegness

N1 9AG

The Company Secretary

Mr Mark Middleton

F E Middleton and Son Ltd

Lymn Bank

Lymn Bank

Thorpe St.Peters

Thorpe St.Peters

Skegness

Skegness

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE24 4QD

PE24 4QD

...

Ms Brenda Wright

The Company Secretary

Wyche Farm

Alec Coney (Farm) Ltd

Hogsthorpe

c/o Sam Bradford

Skegness

Woad Farm

Lincolnshire

Fishtoft Road

PE24 5NT

Boston
PE21 0QP

The Company Secretary

Ms Lucy Staples

LH Ward and Son Ltd

c/o JH Walter LLP

Hillcrest

1 Mint Lane

Cumberworth

Lincoln

Alford

LN1 1UD

Lincolnshire
LN13 9LB
The Chief Executive

The Company Secretary

Bicker United Charity

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc

c/o Diane Fairweather

1-3 Strand

Chapters

London

Northgate Road

WC2N 5EH

Donnington
PE11 4XX
The Company Secretary

Mr Andrew Booth

Bicker Fen Windfarm Limited

Pastures Farm

40 Grosvenor Place

Fenhouses

London

Swineshead

Greater London

Lincolnshire

SW1X 7EN

PE20 3HF

...

Mr James Booth

Mr Timothy Booth

Pastures Farm

Broadacres

Fenhouses

Low Ground

Swineshead

Swineshead

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE20 3HF

PE20 3PG

Mr Charles Booth

The Company Secretary

Needles Farm

Melbourne Holdings Limited

Ferry Lane

Station Road

Brothertoft

Heckington

Boston

Sleaford

Lincolnshire

NG34 9NF

Mr David Campbell

Ms Lisa Martyn

Bridge Farm

Bridge Farm

Main Road

Main Road

Swineshead

Swineshead

Boston

Boston

PE20 3PZ

PE20 3PZ

Mr Vernon Hancock

Ms Rebecca Hancock

The Granary Barn

The Granary Barn

Bridge Farm

Bridge Farm

Main Road

Main Road

Swineshead Bridge, Boston

Swineshead Bridge, Boston

PE20 3PF

PE20 3PF

...

Mr Vernon Hancock

Ms Rebecca Hancock

The Beeches

The Beeches

Ulyatts Drove

Ulyatts Drove

Amber Hill

Amber Hill

Boston

Boston

PE20 3RE

PE20 3RE

Mr Andrew Greetham

Ms Joyce Catlin

Caton House

The Meadows

Browns Drove

Kirton Drove

Swineshead Bridge

Kirton Fen

Boston

Hubberts Bridge

PE20 3PX

PE20 3SZ

Mr Richard Emerson

The Company Secretary

Slate House Farm

J & R Emerson Limited

Hubberts Bridge

Slate House Farm

Boston

Hubberts Bridge

Lincolnshire

Boston

PE21 7NY

Lincolnshire
PE21 7NY

Mr David Johnson

Ms Diane Johnson

Elm Tree Farmhouse

Elm Tree Farmhouse

Main Road

Main Road

Brothertoft

Brothertoft

Boston

Boston

PE20 3SW

PE20 3SW

...

Ms Barbara Leggott

Mr Richard Leggott

The Limes

The Limes

Holland Fen

Holland Fen

Chapel Hill

Chapel Hill

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

Mr Mark Leggott

Ms Anette Muller-Klocke

The Limes

c/o Mr Philip A. Fleury Solicitor

Holland Fen

79 Carter Lane

Chapel Hill

London

Lincolnshire

EC4V 5EP

Mr Paul Hassall

Ms Jane Hassall

Thurgen

Thurgen

Bellwater Bank

Bellwater Bank

New Leake

New Leake

Boston

Boston

PE22 8LH

PE22 8LH

The Company Secretary

Ms Josephine Moore

Robinson Way Limited

Benidene

c/o Horwich Farrelly Solicitors

Bellwater Bank

London Scottish House

New Leake

Quays Reach

Boston

Carolina Way

PE22 8LA

M50 2ZY

...

Mr Robert Moore

The Company Secretary

Benidene

Beeswax Farming (Rainbow) Limited

Bellwater Bank

c/o Boodle Hatfield Llp

New Leake

89 New Bond Street

Boston

London

PE22 8LA

W1S 1DA

Mr Ben Wills

Mr Michael Litchfield

Beeswax Farming (Rainbow) Limited

73 Oakwood Road

The Estate Office

Bricket Wood

Nocton

St. Albans

Lincolnshire

AL2 3QB

LN4 2AB

Mr Thomas Litchfield

Mr Francis Riggall

74 Oakwood Road

Fern Farm

Bricket Wood

Bratoft

St. Albans

Skegness

AL2 3QB

Lincolnshire
PE24 5AW

Mr Ritson Riggal

Ms Susan Bunn

Croft House

Croft House

Burgh Road

Wainfleet Road

Croft

Burgh le Marsh

Skegness

Lincs

PE24 5AP

PE24 5AP

...

Mr David Mackinder

The Company Secretary

34 Church Lane

Juwi Renewable Energies Limited

Reepham

Nelson House

Lincoln

Central Boulevard

LN3 4DQ

Blythe Valley Park
Shirley
B90 8BG

Mr John Clarke

Ms Margaret Clarke

Hall Farm

Hall Farm

Burgh le Marsh

Burgh le Marsh

Skegness

Skegness

Lincs

Lincs

Mr Charles Clarke

Mr Raymond Clarke

11 Eastmoor Villas

63 Beacon Way

Epworth Road

Skegness

Haxey

Lincolnshire

South Yorkshire
DN9 2LH

Mr Ian Chamberlain

The Company Secretary

Greenlands

C.W. Parker (Wainfleet) Limited

Ashington End

The Farm Office

Skegness

Anchbeck Farm

Lincolnshire

Sea Lane

PE24 4UE

Wainfleet St Mary
PE24 4BA

...

The Company Secretary

Mr Paul Amott

A J Bell (PP) Trustees Limited

The Paul Anthony Amott SIPP

Trafford House

Trafford House

Chester Road

Chester Road

Manchester

Manchester

M32 0RS

M32 0RS

The Company Secretary

Mr Aubrey Hancock

Holbeck Holdings Limited

Home Farm

Prospect House

Habertoft

28 Great Melton Road

Lincolnshire

Hethersett
Norwich
NR9 3AB
The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Hazell Carr (SG) Services Limited

LJ Fairburn & Son Limited

Scotia House

Ivy House Farm

Castle Business Park

Farlesthorpe Road

Stirling

Bilsby

FK9 4TZ

Alford
LN13 9PL

Mr Richard Yeadon

Ms Nicola Yeadon

Whittons Two Acres

Whittons Two Acres

Ingoldmells Road

Ingoldmells Road

Burgh Le Marsh

Burgh Le Marsh

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 5HF

PE24 5HF

...

Mr Andrew Spence

Ms Tracey Spence

Mill Hill Farm

Mill Hill Farm

Millfield Road

Millfield Road

Bratoft

Bratoft

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 5AN

PE24 5AN

Mr Maurice Gee

Mr Dennis Gee

Marsh House Farm

Marsh House Farm

Orby Marsh

Orby Marsh

Skegness

Skegness

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE24 5JA

PE24 5JA

Ms Rosemary Blanchard

Ms Joyce Blanchard

3 Aylesby Lane

Orchard Farm

Healing

West End

Grimsby

Hogsthorpe

North East Lincolnshire

Skegness

DN41 7QP

PE24 5PA

Ms Anna Kime

Mr Dennis Kime

Ivy Lodge

Ivy Lodge

Bracken Lane

Bracken Lane

Hogsthorpe

Hogsthorpe

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE24 5PB

PE24 5PB

...

Mr Fred Rowson

Mr John Rowson

J.F Rowson & Sons (Farmers) Ltd

J.F Rowson & Sons (Farmers) Ltd

Manor House Farm

Manor House Farm

Thorpe St. Peter

Thorpe St. Peter

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 4PQ

PE24 4PQ

Mr John Rowson

Mr Richard Dobson

J.F Rowson & Sons (Farmers) Ltd

College Farm

Manor House Farm

Candlesby

Thorpe St. Peter

Spilsby

Skegness

PE23 5SB

PE24 4PQ

Mrs Dobson

Mr Dobson

College Farm

College Farm

Candlesby

Candlesby

Spilsby

Spilsby

PE23 5SB

PE23 5SB

Mr Paul Grant

The Company Secretary

R.G. Farms

Union Grain Storage Limited

Top Farm

Marsh Lane

Hubberts Bridge

Orby

Boston

Nr Skegness

PE20 3QX

Lincs
PE24 5JA

...

Mr Roy Pickering
Greenfield Farm

Trustees of the Harley Foundation

Greenfield

Welbeck Estates Company Ltd

Alford

Portland Estate Office

Lincolnshire

Welbeck

LN13 0EB

Worksop
S80 3LT

Mr Frank Smith

Mr Paul Anderson

S Bend Farm

P&N Anderson and Son

Thorpe Fen Dykes

Hedge Hog Bridge Farm

Wainfleet

Ferry Lane

Skegness

Brothertoft

PE24 4QT

Boston
PE20 3SR

Mr Paul Gosling
Eastville Farm

The Vice Chancellor

Eastville

Magdalen College

Boston

High Street

PE22 8LU

Oxford
OX1 4AU

Mr Malcolm Everard

The Company Secretary

Rookery Farm

J N Booth and Sons

Bratoft

College Farm

Skegness

Browns Drove

PE24 5DF

Swineshead
Boston
PE20 3PX

...

Ms Shirley Culpin
Bicker United Charities

Ashington House

c/o R D Longstaff Esq

Ashington End

R Longstaff and Co

Skegness

5 New Road

Lincolnshire

Spalding

PE24 4TZ

PE11 1BS
Mr Eric Culpin

Mr Doug Purdy

Ashington House

New Farm

Ashington End

Ingoldmells Road

Skegness

Burgh-le-Marsh

Lincolnshire

Skegness

PE24 4TZ

PE24 5HF

Ms Margaret Purdy

Mr Stuart Martin

New Farm

The Bungalow

Ingoldmells Road

Catlins Farm

Burgh-le-Marsh

Browns Drove

Skegness

Swineshead Bridge, Boston

PE24 5HF

PE20 3PX

Ms Lucy Martin

Ms Lucy Read

The Bungalow

Witham House

Catlins Farm

Main Road

Browns Drove

Langrick

Swineshead Bridge, Boston

PE22 7AJ

PE20 3PX

...

Mr Vernon Read

Ms Ann Lloyd

Witham House

4 Avondale Terrace

Main Road

Langrick Road

Langrick

New York

PE22 7AJ

Lincoln
LN4 4YD

Mr Peter Lloyd

Mr Nigel Smith

5 Avondale Terrace

4 Station Cottages

Langrick Road

Main Road

New York

Langrick

Lincoln

Boston Lincs

LN4 4YD

PE22 7AH

Mr Robert Clapham

Ms Christine Clapham

2 Station Cottages

3 Station Cottages

Main Road

Main Road

Langrick

Langrick

Boston Lincs

Boston Lincs

PE22 7AH

PE22 7AH

Mr John Belton

Mr William Garfit

Dunshuntin

The Elms

Station Yard

26 Station Road

Sibsey

Burgh-Le-Marsh

Boston

Skegness

PE22 0SA

Lincolnshire

...

Ms Janis Fenton

Mr David Fenton

Plot 1

Plot 2

Touchwood Leisure Park

Touchwood Leisure Park

Skegness Road

Skegness Road

Burgh Le Marsh, Skegness

Burgh Le Marsh, Skegness

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

Mr Maxwell Waxman

Ms Jacqueline Waxman

72 Wainfleet Road

73 Wainfleet Road

Burgh Le Marsh

Burgh Le Marsh

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 5AH

PE24 5AH

Ms Dorothy Dobson

Ms Phillippa Nickson

The Grange

44 Millstream Road

Ashby by Partney

Heighington

Spilsby

Lincoln

Lincs

LN4 1TY

Mr John Nickson

Ms Phillippa Nickson

45 Millstream Road

Woodthorpe Hall

Heighington

Woodththorpe

Lincoln

Alford

LN4 1TY

LN13 0DD

...

Mr John Nickson

Mr Dennis Paul

Woodthorpe Hall

Lowgate Farm

Woodththorpe

Lowgate Road

Alford

Hogsthorpe

LN13 0DD

Skegness
PE24 5QE

Ms Tracey Wright

Mr K Sargisson

5 Station Cottages

Ings Lane Dairy Farm

Langrick

Sutton on Sea

Lincs

Lincs

PE22 7AH

LN12 2RR

Mr Robert Allen

Mr Geoff Clarke

Willow Farm

3 Station Cottages

Main Road

Main Road

Langrick

Langrick

Boston

Boston

PE22 7AH

PE22 7AH

Mr Brian Redshaw

Mrs Larkin

6 Station Cottages

7 Station Cottages

Main Road

Main Road

Langrick

Langrick

Boston

Boston

PE22 7AH

PE22 7AH

...

Mr Larkin

Ms Lillian Hopkin

8 Station Cottages

5 Station Cottages

Main Road

Main Road

Langrick

Langrick

Boston

Boston

PE22 7AH

PE22 7AH

Ms Rosemary Hinge

Mr Chris Hinge

Royalty Farm

Royalty Farm

Swinshead Bridge

Swinshead Bridge

Swinshead

Swinshead

Boston

Boston

PE20 3PJ

PE20 3PJ

Ms Tracy Pomfret

Mr David Pomfret

Waterside Barn

Waterside Barn

Royalty Farm

Royalty Farm

Swinshead Bridge

Swinshead Bridge

Boston

Boston

PE20 3PJ

PE20 3PJ

Ms Kathryn Johnson

Mr Michael Johnson

The Kennels

The Kennels

Kirton Drove

Kirton Drove

Kirton Fen

Kirton Fen

Brothertoft, Boston

Brothertoft, Boston

PE20 3SZ

PE20 3SZ

...

Ms Helga Measures

Mr John Wrisdale

126 Main Road

Bethlem Farm

Hundlebury

Wainfleet St Mary

Spilsby

Skegness

Lincs

Lincs

Ms Diane Wrisdale
Bethlem Farm

The Occupier

Wainfleet St Mary

Orion

Skegness

Ingoldmells Road

Lincs

Burgh Le Marsh
SKEGNESS
PE24 5HF

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Freshpots Limited

M&D Schofield

College Farm

Mill Hill House

Station Road

Spilsby Road

Swineshead Bridge

Thorpe St Peter

Lincs

Skegness

PE20 3PS

PE24 4PZ

Mr Gary Veall

Ms Kathryn Veall

Midville House Farm

Midville House Farm

Fodder Dyke Bank

Fodder Dyke Bank

Midville

Midville

Boston

Boston

PE22 8HR

PE22 8HR

...

Mr Richard Harris

Mr Elfed Hughes

Beechwood House

Blands Farmhouse

Marsh Lane

Burgh le Marsh

Burgh le Marsh

East Lindsey

Skegness

Lincs

PE24 5AG

Ms Amanda Wood

The Company Secretary

Elm Tree Cottage

AIG Europe U.K. Limited

Marsh Lane

The AIG Building

Burgh Le Marsh

58 Fenchurch Street

Skegness

London

PE24 5AD

EC3M 4AP

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Bank of Ireland (UK) plc

Bank of Scotland PLC

c/o Bank of Ireland UK

Intelligent Finance Division

P.O. Box 27

P.O. Box 17316

One Temple Quay

Edinburgh

Bristol

EH12 1AY

BS99 7AX
The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Bank of Scotland PLC

Barclays Bank PLC

1 Lovell Park Road

Barclays Loan Servicing Centre

Leeds

P.O. Box 299

LS1 1NS

Birmingham
B1 3PF

...

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Central Networks East plc

HSBC Bank plc

145-157 St John Street

Mortgage Service Centre

London

P.O. Box 6308

EC1V 4PW

Coventry
CV3 9LB

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

HSBC Bank plc

Lloyds Bank plc

Sheffield Securities Processing Centre

Registrations

P.O. Box 3924

Secured Assets

Sheffield

Barnett Way

S1 9BD

Gloucester
GL4 3RL

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Lloyds Bank plc

Lloyds Bank plc

Pendeford Securities Centre

Mid Market Securities

Pendeford Business Park

5th Floor

Wobaston Road

110 St Vincent Steet

Wolverhampton

Glasgow

WV9 5HZ

G2 5ER

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

National Westminster Bank PLC

National Westminster Bank plc

c/o Direct Business Banking

City Securities Centre

Hornchurch Office

National Westminster House

PO Box 4153

City Forum

Hornchurch

250 City Road, London

RM12 4PS

EC1V 2PU

...

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

National Westminster Bank plc

National Westminster Bank plc

Irby House

Nottingham Securities Centre

Irby Place

Impact House

Boston

8 Castle Boulevard

Lincs

Nottingham

PE21 8SE

NG7 1GG

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Nationwide Building Society

NRAM plc

Nationwide House

Croft Road

Pipers Way

Crossflatts

Swindon

Bingley

SN38 1NW

West Yorkshire
BD16 2UA

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Santander UK plc
2 Triton Square

The Agricultural Mertgage Corporation
plc

Regents Place

Charlton Place

London

Charlton Road

NW1 3AN

Andover
Hants
SP10 1RE

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

Yorkshire Building Society (trading as
Chelsea Building Society)

Acccord Mortgages Limited

Timbercombe House

Bradford

Charlton Kings Business Park

West Yorkshire

Cirencester Road

BD1 5AT

1 Filey Street

Cheltenham
GL53 8DZ

...

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

British Telecommunications Limited

National Grid plc

81 Newgate Street

Block 1

London

Floor 2

EC1A 7AJ

Brick Kiln Street
Hinckley
LE10 0NA

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

National Grid Gas plc
1-3 Strand

Western Power Distribution (East
Midlands) plc

London

Avonbank

WC2N 5EH

Feeder Road
Bristol
BS2 0TB

The Company Secretary
E.ON UK plc
Westwood Way
Westwood Business Park
Coventry
CV4 8LG

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
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Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
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Letter required to be sent to
persons with an interest in
land under s.42 of the
Planning Act 2008

Address

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Contact the team at:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
For more information:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

23rd January 2015
Dear ,
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation 26 January 2015 – 2 March 2015
Planning Act 2008
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (a wholly owned subsidiary of RWE
Innogy UK) is in the process of preparing its proposals for developing the Triton
Knoll Electrical System relating to the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm.
The Secretary of State has directed that the Triton Knoll Electrical System should
be considered as ‘nationally significant infrastructure’ and the application for
planning permission (termed a Development Consent Order or DCO) will be
considered by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS). The requirements for
applications to the Secretary of State for a DCO are set out in the Planning Act
2008 and subsequent guidance issued by Government and the Planning
Inspectorate (PINS). Copies of all the relevant information can be found on
PINS's website at http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk/
RWE Innogy UK is now at the stage where it wishes to consult with various
interested parties, including anybody with an interest in any part of the land which
is the subject of the DCO application as is required under section 42 of the
Planning Act 2008. We understand that you have an interest in the land
which is expected to fall within our application boundary. To this end, RWE
Innogy UK has prepared the following consultation documents:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) Volumes 1-4
PEI Supporting Documents (Volume 5)
PEI Non-Technical Summary
Draft Order Limits Plan (Volume 6)
Consultation Signpost Document
Consultation Questionnaire

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT

We enclose a CD with copies of all the consultation documents and welcome
your views on the information contained in the documentation. Your feedback
will be taken into account in our continued development of the project. Further,
any feedback will be included within the Consultation Report which will be
submitted to the Secretary of State as part of our application.

...

T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
Registered in England
and Wales no. 2550622

If you would like hard copies of any of the consultation documents they are
available upon request at the address below at the cost of £500.
Additional Reference Documents
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

are

available

on

our

website

at

This is a formal part of the consultation process required under the Planning Act
2008, and the period for consideration and response to these documents will end
on 2 March 2015. Accordingly, please reply with any comments to the address
below by 5pm on 2 March 2015.
If you wish to discuss this or any other issues in connection with the project,
please contact me by writing to the address below or by email at
tritonknoll@rwe.com.
Yours sincerely,

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager
RWE Innogy UK
FREEPOST RTBK-ABSH-TGLU,
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm,
RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House,
Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
SWINDON SN5 8ZT

...

Southwell Diocesan Board of Finance

J N Booth and Sons

Dunham House

College Farm

8 Westgate

Browns Drove

Southwell

Swineshead

Nottingham

Boston

NG25 0JL

PE20 3PX

Richard, Mark and Barbara Leggott

David Francis Campbell

The Limes

Bridge Farm, Main Road

Holland Fen

Swineshead

Chapel Hill

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire
PE20 3PZ

Lisa Jane Martyn

Vernon and Rebecca Hancock

Bridge Farm, Main Road

The Granary Barn

Swineshead

Bridge Farm, Main Road

Boston

Swineshead Bridge

Lincolnshire

Boston

PE20 3PZ

Lincolnshire
PE20 3PF

Vernon and Rebecca Hancock

John Grant Donington

The Beeches

Witham House

Ulyatts Drove

Church Street

Amber Hill

Donington

Boston

Spalding

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE20 3RE

PE11 4UA

...

Stephen Robert Grant

Richard John Grant

18 Hillcrest Gardens

Gauntlet Farm

Swineshead

Back Lane

Boston

Bicker

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

PE20 3UE

PE20 3BA

The Company Secretary

David Schofield

Rowanmoor Trustees Limited

M&D Schofield

Rowanmoor House

1 Wildshed Lane

46-50 Castle Street

Burgh le Marsh

Salisbury

Lincs

SP1 3TS

PE24 5BW

Matthew Bailey

Rebecca Bailey

Mill Hill House

Mill Hill House

Spilsby Road

Spilsby Road

Thorpe St Peter

Thorpe St Peter

Skegness

Skegness

PE24 4PZ

PE24 4PZ

Bramall Properties Limited

The Coal Authority

12 Cardale Court

200 Lichfield Lane

Cardale Park

Mansfield

Beckwith Head Road

Nottinghamshire

Harrogate

NG18 4RG

North Yorkshire
HG3 1RY

...

The Company Secretary

The Company Secretary

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc

FAO Vicky Stirling

FAO Mark Baker

Network Engineering

Network Engineering

Gallows Hill

Gallows Hill

Warwick

Warwick

CV34 6DA

CV34 6DA

The Chief Executive

The Chief Executive

Lindsey Marsh Drainage Board

Black Sluice Internal Drainage Board

Wellington House

Station Road

Manby Park

Swineshead

LOUTH

Boston

Lincolnshire

Lincolnshire

LN11 8UU

PE20 3PW

The Chief Executive
Witham Fourth Internal Drainage Board
47 Norfolk Street
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE21 6PP

...

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 7D: S42 Landowner Consultees - Phase 4
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Letter required to be sent to
persons with an interest in
land under s.42 of the
Planning Act 2008

Address

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Contact the team at:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
For more information:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

19th February 2015
Dear ,
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation 20 February 2015 – 20 March 2015
Planning Act 2008
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (a partnership of RWE Innogy UK and
Statkraft) is in the process of preparing its proposals for developing the Triton
Knoll Electrical System relating to the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm.
The Secretary of State has directed that the Triton Knoll Electrical System should
be considered as ‘nationally significant infrastructure’ and the application for
planning permission (termed a Development Consent Order or DCO) will be
considered by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS). The requirements for
applications to the Secretary of State for a DCO are set out in the Planning Act
2008 and subsequent guidance issued by Government and the Planning
Inspectorate (PINS). Copies of all the relevant information can be found on
PINS's website at http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk/
RWE Innogy UK and Statkraft are now at the stage where they wish to consult
with various interested parties, including anybody with an interest in any part of
the land which is the subject of the DCO application as is required under section
42 of the Planning Act 2008. We understand that you have an interest in the
land which is expected to fall within our application boundary. To this end,
RWE Innogy UK has prepared the following consultation documents:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) Volumes 1-4
PEI Supporting Documents (Volume 5)
PEI Non-Technical Summary
Draft Order Limits Plan (Volume 6)
Consultation Signpost Document
Consultation Questionnaire

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT

We enclose a CD with copies of all the consultation documents and welcome
your views on the information contained in the documentation. Your feedback
will be taken into account in our continued development of the project. Further,
any feedback will be included within the Consultation Report which will be
submitted to the Secretary of State as part of our application.

...

T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
Registered in England
and Wales no. 2550622

If you would like hard copies of any of the consultation documents they are
available upon request at the address below at the cost of £500.
Additional Reference Documents
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

are

available

on

our

website

at

This is a formal part of the consultation process required under the Planning Act
2008, and the period for consideration and response to these documents will end
on 20 March 2015. Accordingly, please reply with any comments to the
address below by 5pm on 20 March 2015.
If you wish to discuss this or any other issues in connection with the project,
please contact me by writing to the address below or by email at
tritonknoll@rwe.com.
Yours sincerely,

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager
RWE Innogy UK
FREEPOST RTBK-ABSH-TGLU,
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm,
RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House,
Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
SWINDON SN5 8ZT

...

Michael McNamee
87 SOUTH STREET
ALFORD
LN13 9AR

Herbert Paul
Wesley House
Langham Rd
Mumby
Alford
Lincolnshire
LN13 9SH

Annie Paul
Wesley House
Langham Rd
Mumby
Alford
Lincolnshire
LN13 9SH

Stuart Fairburn
Ivy House Farm
Farlesthorpe Road
Bilsby
Alford
Lincolnshire
LN13 9PL

Daniel Fairburn
Ivy House Farm
Farlesthorpe Road
Bilsby
Alford
Lincolnshire
LN13 9PL

Judith Fairburn
Ivy House Farm
Farlesthorpe Road
Bilsby
Alford
Lincolnshire
LN13 9PL

Don Amott
Egginton Rd
Hilton
Derby
DE65 5FJ

AIG EUROPE (SERVICES) LIMITED
THE AIG BUILDING
58 FENCHURCH STREET
LONDON
EC3M 4AB

...

M&D Dobson
College Farm
Candlesby
Spilsby
PE23 5SB

Kenneth Chamberlain
Greenlands
Ashington End
Skegness
Lincolnshire
PE24 4UE

CHARLES GORDON CLARKE
Soldanella
Marsh Road
Crowle
Scunthorpe
DN17 4EU

RAYMOND PETER CLARKE
18 Hall Lane
Burgh Le Marsh
Skegness
PE24 5AQ

FRED W READ & SONS LIMITED
ULCEBY GRANGE
NR ALFORD
LINCS
LN13 0HY

The Company Secretary
The Hundreds Wind Farm LLP
Whirlwind Renewables
The Media Centre
Huddersfield
HD1 1RL

C F Smith
New Bridge Farm
Wainfleet
Skegness
PE24 4LB

Ian James Reeson
Midville House Farm
Midville
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE22 8HR

...

James Cusick
Midville House Farm
Midville
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE22 8HR

Anne Cusick
Midville House Farm
Midville
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE22 8HR

The Company Secretary
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
1-3 Strand
London
WC2N 5EH

The Company Secretary
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
FAO Vicky Stirling
Network Engineering
Gallows Hill
Warwick
CV34 6DA

The Company Secretary
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
FAO Mark Baker
Network Engineering
Gallows Hill
Warwick
CV34 6DA

Arthur Taylor
Uplands
Upper Lambourn
Hungerford
Berkshire
RG17 8QJ

Doreen Caudwell
The Manor
Drayton
Oxford
OX14 4JD

Sue Foreman
East Royalty Farm
Eastville
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE22 8LQ

...

Adrian Foreman
East Royalty Farm
Eastville
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE22 8LQ

Michael Round
East Royalty Farm
Eastville
Boston
Lincolnshire
PE22 8LQ

British Rail Pension Trustee Company
Limited
2nd Floor Camomile Court
23 Camomile Street
London
EC3A 7LL

...

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
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Letter required to be sent to
persons with an interest in
land under s.42 of the
Planning Act 2008

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm
Contact the team at:
tritonknoll@rwe.com
For more information:

www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

10th March 2015
Dear ,
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation 13 March 2015 – 10 April 2015
Planning Act 2008
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited (a partnership of RWE Innogy UK and
Statkraft) is in the process of preparing its proposals for developing the Triton
Knoll Electrical System relating to the consented Triton Knoll Offshore Wind
Farm.
The Secretary of State has directed that the Triton Knoll Electrical System should
be considered as ‘nationally significant infrastructure’ and the application for
planning permission (termed a Development Consent Order or DCO) will be
considered by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS). The requirements for
applications to the Secretary of State for a DCO are set out in the Planning Act
2008 and subsequent guidance issued by Government and the Planning
Inspectorate (PINS). Copies of all the relevant information can be found on
PINS's website at http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk/
RWE Innogy UK and Statkraft are now at the stage where they wish to consult
with various interested parties, including anybody with an interest in any part of
the land which is the subject of the DCO application as is required under section
42 of the Planning Act 2008. We understand that you have an interest in the
land which is expected to fall within our application boundary. To this end,
RWE Innogy UK has prepared the following consultation documents:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) Volumes 1-4
PEI Supporting Documents (Volume 5)
PEI Non-Technical Summary
Draft Order Limits Plan (Volume 6)
Consultation Signpost Document
Consultation Questionnaire

RWE Innogy UK
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT

We enclose a CD with copies of all the consultation documents and welcome
your views on the information contained in the documentation. Your feedback
will be taken into account in our continued development of the project. Further,
any feedback will be included within the Consultation Report which will be
submitted to the Secretary of State as part of our application.

...

T +44 (0)8456 720 090
F +44 (0)8456 720 050
I www.rweinnogy.com/uk
Registered office:
RWE Innogy UK Limited
Auckland House
Lydiard Fields
Great Western Way
Swindon
Wiltshire SN5 8ZT
Registered in England
and Wales no. 2550622

If you would like hard copies of any of the consultation documents they are
available upon request at the address below at the cost of £500.
Additional Reference Documents
www.rweinnogy.com/tritonknoll

are

available

on

our

website

at

This is a formal part of the consultation process required under the Planning Act
2008, and the period for consideration and response to these documents will end
on 10 April 2015. Accordingly, please reply with any comments to the address
below by 5pm on 10 April 2015.
If you wish to discuss this or any other issues in connection with the project,
please contact me by writing to the address below or by email at
tritonknoll@rwe.com.
Yours sincerely,

Jacob Hain
Triton Knoll Project Manager
RWE Innogy UK
FREEPOST RTBK-ABSH-TGLU,
Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm,
RWE Innogy UK, Auckland House,
Lydiard Fields, Great Western Way,
SWINDON SN5 8ZT

...

Hazel Cooke
36 St Andrews Drive
Skegness
Lincolnshire

Vincent Moody
4 Thorn Hill
Windermere
Cumbria
LA23 2DX

Hazel Cooke
Skegness Stadium
Marsh Lane
Orby
Skegness
Lincolnshire
PE24 5JA

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
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Appendix 8A Draft DCO Consultees

Organisation

Main Contact

Boston Borough Council
Black Sluice Drainage
Board
Environment Agency
English Heritage

Paul Edwards

East Lindsey District
Council

Lincolnshire County
Council
Lindsey Marsh Drainage
Board
Lincolnshire Wildlife
Trust
Marine and Coastguard
Agency

Marine Management
Organisation
Natural England
The Crown Estate
Trinity House
Witham Forth Drainage
Board
Eastern Inshore Fisheries
and Conservation
Authority

Copied to
John Chapman
Jenny Young
Alan Watts

Draft Explanatory
Draft DCO/DML memo

Flow
Chart

Draft Protective
Provisions
Date sent

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

14/11/2014

Andy Scott
Annette Hewitson
Chris Pater
Tim Allen
Chris Panton
Caroline Currie
Jan Allen
David Loveday
Dean Myhill
Andrew Ratcliffe
Andy Wharff
Cliff Vivian
Jon Sharpe
Phil Hughes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

No
No
No

Yes
Yes
No

14/11/2014
14/11/2014
14/11/2014

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

14/11/2014

Yes

Yes

No

No

14/11/2014

Andrew Dale

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

14/11/2014

-

Elizabeth Biott

Eleanor Stone

Yes

Yes

No

No

14/11/2014

Nick Salter

Tracey
Champney
(MMO)
Holly Drake
(CEFAS)
Louise Burton
Ryan Hildred
-

Yes

Yes

No

No

14/11/2014

Yes

Yes

No

No

14/11/2014

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

No
No
No

No
No
No

14/11/2014
14/11/2014
14/11/2014

Andrew Souter
Claire Ludgate
Stuart Curry
Nick Dodson
Andy Carrott

-

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

14/11/2014

Frances Burrows

-

Yes

Yes

No

No

19/12/2014

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 8B: TKES Staging of Works Flowchart
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Triton Knoll Electrical System Staging of Works and Discharge of Pre-construction Requirements
WORKS

- Requirement 8 – details of highways accesses (temporary or
permanent)
- Requirement 9 - details of fencing (both permanent and temporary
and any other permanent means of enclosure)
- Requirement 10 – details of surface and foul water drainage system
- Requirement 11 - WSI for archaeology
- Requirement 12 - ecological management plan
- Requirement 13 - Code of Construction Practice
- Requirement 17 - Construction traffic management plan and
construction travel plan
- Requirement 18 – details of pre-construction surveys for EPS and
scheme of protection and mitigation (where required)

Pre-construction
requirements to be
discharged before starting
works

Works Nos. 10 & 11 (ELDC) &
Works Nos. 46 & 48 (BBC)
Construction of temporary access
tracks to IEC and substation and
associated temporary construction
compounds (TCCs)
WORKS

Work No. 9 (ELDC) &
Work No. 49 (BBC)
Enabling works at the substation & IEC
site clearance; establishment of temporary working
areas; temporary fencing; the installation of
construction haul roads; ground works; relocation and
installation of below ground utilities and drainage
ground raising and establishment of stoned site
platform

WORKS

WORKS

Works Nos. 5, 8, 10, 13, 16, 18, 20, 21,
23, 25, 28, 30, 32 (ELDC)
Works Nos. 36, 38, 41, 43, and 45 (BBC)

Works Nos. 2 and 3 (ELDC)

Construction of cable route and
associated temporary construction
compounds (TCCs)

(refer to Requirements – Interpretation in the draft DCO
(p29) for the Work nos. of the associated TCCs)

Landfall works

WORKS
Work Nos. 9A (ELDC) and 49A (BBC)
Above ground infrastructure (AGI)
works at the substation & IEC

buildings, busbars. capacitors, reactors, reactive
powers compensation equipment, filters, cooling
equipment, control and welfare buildings, lightning
rods, security fencing, structures and buildings
including noise attenuation panels

Pre-construction requirements
to be discharged before
starting works

- construction of
temporary access
tracks;
- enabling works; and
- above ground
infrastructure.

transition joint bays, ground preparation and
ground raising; construction of haul roads; and
temporary construction compound

Pre-construction requirements to be discharged before starting works
- Requirement 8 – details of highways accesses (temporary or
permanent)
- Requirement 9 - details of fencing (both permanent and temporary
and any other permanent means of enclosure)
- Requirement 10 – details of surface and foul water drainage system
- Requirement 11 - WSI for archaeology
- Requirement 12 - ecological management plan

It is not intended that
this diagram implies any
particular sequence to
the proposed works
save that in respect of
the development of the
IEC and substation,
staging of works will be
as follows:

- Requirement 13 - Code of Construction Practice
- Requirement 17 - Construction traffic management plan and
construction travel plan
- Requirement 18 - details of pre-construction surveys for EPS and
scheme of protection and mitigation (where required)

- Requirement 5 - details of the layout, scale and external appearance
of the above ground infrastructure
- Requirement 6 – details of the landscape management scheme and
associated work programme
- Requirement 14 – details of the scheme for management and
mitigation of artificial light emissions

The cabling works have
been separated into
works
of
different
sections which are tied
to
a
particular
temporary construction
compound which would
allow for each to be
signed off separately.
However, it is likely that
these will be signed off
in groups. For further
explanation on the
stages of works please
refer to Part 3 Requirements of the
Explanatory Document.

Triton Knoll Offshore Wind Farm Limited
Triton Knoll Electrical System
Consultation Report
Appendix 8C: Draft DCO Consultation Comments
April 2015

Consultee Responses - Comments on
draft Triton Knoll Electrical System DCO
CONSULTEE: ENGLISH HERITAGE
Date
Response

of

Letter dated 12
December 2014

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Schedule 1, Part 3,
Condition
11
(Archaeology)

“This paragraph is not sufficient
and should be reworded on the
basis of the LCC and Heritage
Trust
for
Lincolnshire
archaeologists' advice. Specifically
our view is that there is a lack of
precision with respect to the
archaeological process which will
be undertaken and hence what
might be delivered in terms of
assessment and mitigation under
the Order.

EH proposes that the
relevant section of the draft
DCO is reworded in line with
the
local
government
archaeological
advisors’
comments and that the
applicant
provides
for
comment on archaeological
and
palaeo-environmental
investigation and mitigation
strategy for the scheme.
This
document
would
provide a robust basis for
WSI’s and make concrete,
detailed and explicit the
position we believe had
been arrived at in the
Evidence Plan Heritage
Review Panel discussions.

There is therefore too great a gap
between the general outline
provided
in
the
draft
Environmental
Statement
(Preliminary
Environmental
Information report) and the
indication in the draft DCO that
area specific WSI’s will be
submitted post consent. There is
as yet no strategy against which
such WSI’s might be drafted and

WORK\22954639\v.1

1

Proposed

Response
There was a Historic Environment
Review Panel meeting (involving English
Heritage, Lincolnshire County Council,
Heritage Trust for Lincolnshire, RSK and
th
RWE) on 7 August 2014 to discuss all
aspects of the assessment of the
heritage assets and pre-construction
survey strategy and proposed mitigation.
It was agreed that the pre-construction
survey strategy and proposed mitigation
matters would be dealt with in the Outline
Onshore WSI, the updated version of
which is about to be circulated for
comment and aims to address these
concerns.

39694.1

assessed.”

WORK\22954639\v.1

Schedule 9 (DML), Part
2, Condition 7 (Preconstruction plans and
documentation)

A WSI should produce technical
reports, which the National Policy
Statement
EN-3
(paragraph
2.6.142) acknowledges should
contribute “…to new knowledge
that arises from investigation.” It is
therefore important that all parties
agree a programme for the
production of technical reports and
give full attention to dissemination
of information as part of this
condition.

“7(g)(i)
details
of
responsibilities
of
the
undertaker, archaeological
consultant and contractor
inclusive of a programme for
the production of reports and
publication of results;”

Accepted
and
accordingly.

Condition 12(2)

EH require additional text to be
added.

“One
high
resolution
bathymetry and side-scan
sonar survey of the area(s)
within the Order limits in
which it is proposed to carry
out
construction
works,
including a 500m buffer area
around the site of each
works. This should include
the identification of site of
histroric or archaeological
interest
(A1
and
A3
receptors)
and
any
unidentified anomalies larger
than 5m in diameter(A2
receptors),
which
may
require
the
refinement,
removal or introduction of
archaeological
exclusion
zones and to confirm project
specific
micrositing
requirements
(for
A2

This will be included in offshore WSI.

2

DCO

amended

39694.1

receptors);”

Date
Response

of

Steering Group
Meeting on [insert
date]

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Proposed

Response

General

English Heritage should be
referred to as Historic Buildings
and Monuments Commissions for
England (HBMCE)

Noted. DCO amended accordingly.

Article 33

The Outline Offshore WSI is
referenced in requirement 33 (cert
of Plans) but is not crossreferenced in the dML 7(g).

Noted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 9 Condition
7(g)

Condition 7(g) refers to the
offshore WSI relating to seaward
of MLW – this is correct but
wanted clarification in the dML that
the intertidal was included within
the onshore WSI

This is explained in the Outline Onshore
and Offshore WSIs to be submitted with
the application.

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Schedule 8, Part 1, para
1(4)(e)

Change to MCA contact details

Maritime
Agency

Consultee: MCA
Date
Response

of

Email dated 10
December 2014

Proposed
and

Coastguard

Response
Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Navigation Safety Branch
Bay 2/20
Spring Place

WORK\22954639\v.1

3

39694.1

105 Commercial Road
Southampton
S015 1EG
Tel 023 8032 9448

WORK\22954639\v.1

Schedule 8, Part 2, para
2(8)(b)

The sentence is incomplete. It
reads as “The undertaker must
ensure that the route of the
subsea export cables”

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 8, Part 2, para
2(9)

It’s not clear where condition 7(a)
is.

This was clarified at a meeting with MCA
on 6 January 2015. No change needed.

Schedule 8, Part 2, para
3(1)

It should read “…full details of the
Emergency
Response
Cooperation Plans…”

Insert
“Response”
“Emergency”.

after

Accepted. This condition has been
replaced with the MMO preferred text.

Schedule 8, Part 2, para
4(5)

MCA would also like to be notified
for possible navigation warnings.

Insert “and MCA” after
“notify Trinity House” in 4(5).

Accepted. This condition has been
replaced with the MMO preferred text.

Schedule 8, Part 2, para
7(1)(a)

Would agreed cable protection
arrangements be included in the
plans?

Schedule 8, Part 2, para
12(2)(b)

There is a requirement for
bathymetric data to be carried out
to IHO Order 1a and the data
passed to the UKHO for updating
of nautical charts and publications.
The wording “high resolution” is
ambiguous and in practice a 100%

4

Cable protection arrangements are
covered in Schedule 9, Part 2, para
7(1)(f). The wording has been amended
so that the cable specification and
installation
plan
is
prepared
in
consultation with the MCA and TH.
(a)

a swath-bathymetry
survey(s), to IHO
Order 1(a) and side
scan sonar, of the
area(s) within the
Order limits in which
it is proposed to

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

39694.1

coverage is never possible.

Schedule 8, Part 2, para
13(2)(b)

carry
out
construction works
and provide the data
and survey report(s)
to the UKHO.

As above.

a
resolution
swath
bathymetric survey to IHO
order 1a across the area(s)
within the Order limits in
which construction works
were carried out to assess
any changes in bedform
topography and such further
monitoring as may be
agreed to ensure the cables
have been buried and
provide the data and survey
report to the UKHO;

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Response

Protective Provisions

"We note that the draft Protective
Provisions follow the format of
those included in the Hornsea
Project 1 DCO - you may be
aware that the decision on this
project was published yesterday
by the Secretary of State. As we
are constantly seeking to improve
and update Protective Provisions
for the EA we would be grateful if
you could agree to an extension to

CONSULTEE: ENVIRONMENT AGENCY
Date
Response
11
2014

of

December

WORK\22954639\v.1

5

Proposed

We have compared the protective
provisions of the final Hornsea Project 1
DCO against the Triton Knoll protective
provisions. They are in the same terms
with only minor variations which relate
specifically to the project.

39694.1

your deadline to enable us to
consider these in light of
yesterday’s decision. We will
provide comments on the draft
Protective Provisions next week, if
you are agreeable to this.”
DCO Requirements –
Requirement 10

“Requirement 10 (surface and foul
water drainage) – We are pleased
to see we are included as a
consultee to the discharge of this
Requirement.
We
prefer
Requirements for the detailed
schemes for surface and foul
water drainage to be separate as
these are generally unconnected
schemes. In discharging them,
LPAs are also likely to need to
consult with different bodies for
the different schemes.
We are keen that the detailed
design of the surface water
scheme is secured through an
appropriately worded Requirement
and although the wording currently
included may achieve this, we
suggest that more comprehensive
wording is required. Other DCOs,
such as the one for the Daventry
International Rail Freight Terminal,
have included wording that
provides
greater
clarity
on
expectations for the scheme.
Accordingly,
we
request
consideration of including the
following amended Requirements

WORK\22954639\v.1
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Suggested Requirement:
Requirement for surface
water drainage scheme –
“No stage of the IEC and
substation works and no
stage of the onshore works
shall commence until a
surface
water
drainage
scheme for that stage based
on sustainable drainage
principles
and
an
assessment
of
the
hydrological
and
hydrogeological context of
the
development
in
accordance with the Surface
Water Drainage Strategy
submitted
with
the
application at Annex X of the
environmental
statement
(Document X) has been
submitted to and approved
in writing by the relevant
planning
authority,
in
consultation
with
the
Environment Agency, LCC
and the relevant drainage
boards within the meaning of
section 25 of the Land

Accepted. DCO amended but with some
changes to reflect overall style/wording of
requirements.
New wording has been inserted at
Requirement 5(4) in respect of the
finished floor levels as follows:
"Finished floor levels for Work Nos 9A
and 49A must, following consultation with
the Environment Agency, be based upon
the results of topographic surveys.
Details of the bunding and ground floor
levels at the IEC and substation will be
dealt with through the discharge of
requirement 10 in relation to the IEC and
substation enabling works.

39694.1

(see next column).
In addition we will need to approve
the finished floor levels of the IEC
and substation. This could be
included either as a separate
Requirement or incorporated into
Requirement 5 "Detailed design
onshore”.
Also, we will need to approve the
detail relating to the proposed
bunding around the IEC. This
could be included either as a
separate
Requirement
or
incorporated into Requirement 9 "
Fencing and other means of
enclosure". The details we would
need to approve includes its
location, dimension, consutation
material,
future
maintenance
arrangement and we will also
need evidence to demonstrate the
bund will not increase the risk of
flooding to this parties.
There may be the need for further
Requirements, which we will only
be able to advise on when we
have
reviewed
the
formal
application. WE may also have
comment to make in respect of
other parts of the DCO when we
have more details on how the
works may affect our land
interests.

WORK\22954639\v.1
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Drainage Act 1991, or in
accordance with such other
approval process that may
be prescribed under the
Flood
and
Water
Management Act 2010. The
scheme must include:
(a) provision for limiting the
surface
water
run-off
generated by all rainfall
events up to the 1:100—year
plus 20% (for climate
change) critical rain storm so
that it will not exceed the
run-off from the undeveloped
site and not increase the risk
of flooding off-site;
(b) provision of surface
water run-off attenuation
storage to accommodate the
difference
between
the
allowable discharge rates
and all rainfall events up to
the 1:100 year plus 20% (for
climate change) critical rain
storm;
(c) detailed design (plans,
cross
sections
and
calculations) in support of
any surface water drainage
scheme, including details of
any attenuation system, and
the outfall arrangements;

39694.1

(d) details of how the
scheme is to be maintained
and
managed
after
completion.
(e) details of percolation
testing (carried out in
accordance with BRE Digest
265 or CIRIA guidance
R156) to demonstrate that
the
use
of
infiltration
techniques are suitable.
The
scheme
shall
subsequently
be
implemented in accordance
with the approved details or
in accordance with any
variation to the details
agreed in writing by the
relevant planning authority
prior to the completion of the
authorised development.
Requirement for foul water
drainage scheme
No stage of the authorised
development, which includes
the provision of foul water
infrastructure,
shall
commence until a detailed
foul water drainage scheme
(including means of pollution
control) for that stage has
been submitted to and
approved in writing by the

WORK\22954639\v.1
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relevant planning authority,
following consultation with
Anglian Water Services and
the EA if relevant.
The
scheme
shall
subsequently
be
implemented in accordance
with the approved details or
in accordance with any
variations to the details
agreed in writing by the
relevant planning authority
prior to the completion of the
authorised development.

Date
Response
Email
6.3.2015

of
dated

WORK\22954639\v.1

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Proposed

Article 6(1)(b)

Request amendment

“consent or approval for the
carrying out of works;”

Response
DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 5

3

I note the amendment under what
is currently paragraph (3) that the
finished floor level must be based
upon the results of topographic
surveys for Works Nos 9A and
49A and that the Environment
Agency should be consulted on
these details. The amendment is
welcomed.

Noted.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 9

3

We note your comments that
“Details of the bunding and ground
floor levels at the IEC and

This is not an error. It is the intention that
the bunding and ground floor levels will
form part of the Surface Water Drainage

9
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substation will be dealt with
through
the
discharge
of
Requirement 10 in relation to the
IEC and substation enabling
works”. We presume this is a typo
and should refer to Requirement
9? If this is the case we request
that the following wording is added
onto the end of the first paragraph
of Requirement 9 as our interest in
approving these matters may not
be apparent to the relevant
planning authority. “….submitted
to and approved by the relevant
planning
authority
following
consultation with the Environment
Agency.

Date
Response

of

Email
from
Burges Salmon to
EA
dated
2.4.2015

WORK\22954639\v.1

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Schedule 1 Part 3
Requirements 10 and
11

We sent an email to the EA
proposing the following revision to
the Requirements:

Scheme.

Consultee
Revision

Proposed

Response
We are awaiting confirmation from the
EA that they are happy with the
amendments.

10.— (1)Works Nos 9A, 50A, 54A
and 54B shall not commence until
a surface water drainage scheme
for the relevant work, or part of the
relevant
work
has,
after
consultation with the Environment
Agency,
Lincolnshire
County
Council and the drainage boards,
been submitted to and approved
by the relevant planning authority.

10
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(2) The surface water drainage
scheme
submitted
under
paragraph (1) shall be based on
sustainable drainage principles
and an assessment of the
hydrological and hydrogeological
context of the development and
must be in accordance with the
surface water drainage strategy
submitted as part of the Flood
Risk assessment included within
the environmental statement.
(3) Where relevant to the work, or
part of the relevant work, the
scheme must include:
(a) provision for limiting the
surface water run-off generated by
all rainfall events up to the 1:100
year plus 20% (for climate
change) critical rain storm so that
it will not exceed the run-off from
the undeveloped site and not
increase the risk of flooding offsite;
(b) provision of surface water runoff
attenuation
storage
to
accommodate
the
difference
between the allowable discharge
rates and all rainfall events up to
the 1:100 year plus 20% (for
climate change) critical rain storm;
(c) detailed design (plans, cross
sections and calculations) in
support of any surface water
drainage scheme, including details
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of any attenuation system, and the
outfall arrangements;
(d) details of how the scheme is to
be maintained and managed after
completion; and
(e) details of percolation testing
(carried out in accordance with
BRE Digest 365 or CIRIA
guidance R156) to demonstrate
that the use of infiltration
techniques are suitable.
(4) For the purposes of paragraph
(1) “the relevant drainage boards”
are those drainage boards within
the meaning of section 25 of the
Land Drainage Act 1991.
Requirement for foul water
drainage scheme
11.— Save in relation to the IEC
enabling works and the substation
enabling works, Works Nos 9A,
50A shall not commence until a
detailed foul water drainage
scheme (including means of
pollution control) for the relevant
work has after consultation with
Anglian Water Services and the
Environment
Agency
been
submitted to and approved by the
relevant planning Authority.

CONSULTEE: STATKRAFT

WORK\22954639\v.1
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Date
Response
Email
5.12.2014

of

Section/Paragraph

dated

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Proposed

Consideration of:

Response
The appeal provisions have been sent to
BBC and EDLC for consideration. TK are
awaiting comment.

1) an article along the lines of
article 35 of the National Grid
(King’s Lynn B Power Station
Connection Order 2013);
2) an expedited appeals process
(and timeframe for determining
requirements) along the line of
schedule 9 of The National Grid
(King's Lynn B Power Station
Connection) Order 2013; and
3) applying the appeal mechanism
to the conditions under the
deemed marine licence.
“In each case, please explain why
the draft DCO does not include
these amendments".

CONSULTEE: ECOTRICITY
Date
Response

of

Email
dated
19.11.2014

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Comments come under Section 7e
‘Other comments’:

Proposed

Response
RWE maintaining communication with
Ecotricity.

“Ecotricity and RWE are both
aware of similar grid connection

WORK\22954639\v.1
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scheme that are likely to co-exist
around the Bicker Fen sub-station
area. Due to the close proximity of
the proposed lines Ecotricity would
seek to continue to work together
on
construction
timescales,
engineering
principles
and
maintenance
of
access
to
proposed routes.
We would like to be kept in touch
as
the
DCP
application
progresses, and in turn Ecotricity
will continue to liaise with RWE..."

CONSULTEE: EDF ENERGY
Date
Response

of

Letter dated 18
November

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

General Comments:

Proposed

Response
Comments noted. No action required.

“ – We remain concerned at the
potential cumulative impact of the
sub-station in combination with the
operation of Bicker Fen Wind
Farm and specifically how this is
deal analysed in the technical
annex of the application.
- Would the development and
proposed landscaping negatively
impact the energy yield on the
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operational turbines.
- How would the construction of
the turbines of the substation
impact current operation. Is any
piling for foundations necessary
and we would also be concerned
about excessive dust from the site
on blades.
- Some access tracks currently
used for the turbines appear to be
highlighted for use to the cable
route. We would have concerns
over access to the turbines, any
damage to the tracks and
security.”

CONSULTEE: ESP GAS GROUP
Date
Response
25
2014

of

Section/Paragraph

November

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Proposed

Not affected

Response
No action required.

CONSULTEE: GTC PIPELINES
Date
Response
25

of

November

WORK\22954639\v.1

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

No comments at this time.

Proposed

Response
No action required.
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2014

CONSULTEE: NATIONAL GRID (NGET/NGG)
Date
Response
18
2014

of

November

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

The following should be taken into
consideration:

Proposed

Response
Noted. No action required.

- National Grid's Overhead Line/s
is protected by a Deed of
Easement/Wayleave Agreement
which provides full right of access
to retain, maintain, repair and
inspect our asset
Statutory electrical
safety
clearances must be maintained at
all times. Any proposed buildings
must not be closer than 5.3m to
the lowest conductor. National
Grid
recommends
that
no
permanent structures are built
directly beneath overhead lines.
These distances are set out in
EN43-8
- If any changes in ground levels
are proposed either beneath or in
close proximity to our existing
overhead lines then this would
serve to reduce the safety
clearances for such overhead
lines. Safe clearances for existing
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overhead
lines
must
be
maintained in all circumstances.
- The relevant guidance in relation
to working safely near to existing
overhead lines is contained within
the Health and Safety Executive’s
Guidance Note GS6 and all
relevant site staff should make
sure that they are both aware of
and understand this guidance.
- Plant machinery, equipment,
buildings or scaffolding should not
encroach with 5.3 metres of any of
NGGs high voltage conductors
when those conductors are under
their worse conditions of maximum
sag and swing and overhead line
profile
drawings
should
be
obtained from NG.
- If a landscaping scheme is
proposed as part of the proposal,
we request that only slow and low
growing species of trees and
shrubs are planted beneath and
adjacent to the existing overhead
line to reduce the risk of growth to
a height which comprises statutory
safety clearances.
- Drilling or excavation works
should not be undertaken if they
have the potential to disturb or
adversely affect the foundations or
pillars of support of any existing
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tower. These foundations always
extend beyond the base area of
the existing tower and foundation
drawings can be obtained from
NGG.
Specific
Comments
Infrastructure

:

Gas

- National Grid has a deed of
Grant of Easement for each
pipeline,
which prevent the
erection of permanent/temporary
buildings, or structures, change to
existing ground levels, storage of
materials etc.
- Where existing roads cannot be
used, construction traffic should
only cross the pipeline at
previously agreed locations.
- The pipeline shall be protected,
at the crossing points by
temporary rafts constructed at
ground level. The third party shall
review ground conditions, vehicle
types and crossing frequencies to
determine
the
type
and
construction of the raft required.
- the type of raft shall be agreed
with National Grid prior to
installation.
- No protective measures including
the installation of concrete slab
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protection shall be installed over
or near to the National Grid
pipeline
without
the
prior
permission of National Grid.
- National Grid will need to agree
the material, the dimensions and
method of installation of the
proposed protective measure.
The method of installation shall be
confirmed through the submission
of a formal written method
statement from the contractor to
national Grid.
Written permission is required
before any works commence
within the National Grid easement
strip.
A National Grid representative
shall monitor any works within
close proximity to the pipeline to
comply
with
National
Grid
specification T/SP/SSW22
A Deed of Consent is required for
any crossing of the easement.
Cables may cross the pipeline at
perpendicular angle to the pipeline
i.e.90 degrees.
A National Grid representative
shall supervise any cable crossing
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of a pipeline.
Clearance must be at least 600m
above or below the pipeline.
Impact protection slab should be
laid between the cable and
pipeline if cable crossing is above
the pipeline
A Deed of Consent is required for
any cable crossing the easement.
Where a new service is to cross
over the pipeline a clearance
distance of 0.6m between the
crown of the pipeline and
underside of the service should be
maintained. If this cannot be
achieved the service shall cross
below the pipeline with a
clearance distance of 0.6m.

CONSULTEE: BOSTON BOROUGH COUNCIL AND EAST LINDSAY DISTRICT COUNCIL
Date
Response

of

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Meeting on
November

24

Article 9(4)(a) & (b)

Delete the requirement for consent
of relevant planning authority.

Amended to notification of the relevant
planning authority.

Article 10

Why are we seeking the approval
of the LPA if consent is already
required from the Highways

This ties in with Requirement 8 and
therefore no change is to be made.

WORK\22954639\v.1

Consultee
Revision

20

Proposed

Response

39694.1

Authority?
Article 31(4)

How does this tie in with ECMP?

Appropriate wording is included in the
ECMP. No change is required.

Article 32

How are the listed certified
documents/plans amended?

The baseline documents to be certified
as part of the DCO cannot be amended.
The parameters of the DCO are set by
the plans/documents certified.
There is a formal variation/amendment
process if required.

Date
Response

of

WORK\22954639\v.1

Schedule 1 Part 1 Work
No 49

Remove duplication with enabling
works

The practice is for the description of the
works to fully explain what is involved.
There are slight differences between the
definition of the enabling and what is
included in Work number 49.

Schedule 1 Part 1 Work
No 49(b)

Remove “including access from
the public highway”

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part 1
Associate Development

Include “temporary haul roads”

DCO has been amended to include
reference to temporary haul roads in the
description of the relevant work.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 5(7)

3

Works Nos 2 and 3 should be
included.

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 6(1)

3

Delete reference to “above ground
infrastructure”

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

21

Proposed

Response

39694.1

Telephone
15/12/14

call

WORK\22954639\v.1

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 5

3

Either need to provide more detail
of design of substation and IEC in
the DCO application or will need
sign off from BBC for enabling
works

Requirement 5 has been amended to
include BBC sign-off of the enabling
works. The words “Save for the IEC
enabling works" have been deleted from
the beginning of paragraph 5(1) and
been replaced with “Save for Works Nos
52 and 53". The same amendment has
been made for the substation, paragraph
5(2).

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 6(1)

3

Note that will be dealing with
different authorities

Noted.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 6(2)(b)

3

Should be 'implementation'

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 6(3)

3

Is this duplicated by requirement
7?

6(3) has been deleted.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 6

3

Is it is possible to undertake
strategic planting in advance of
works taking place at IEC and SS?
Ideally at enabling works stage?

This is to be dealt with separately.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 6

3

Need for consistency regarding
“approval in writing” (also see req
11)

This has been standardised throughout
the requirements. The reference to
“approval in writing” has been deleted
from the requirements. Requirement 21
provides that where approval is required,
that approval or agreement must be
given in writing.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 8

3

Will it be TKOWFL that consults
with the highways authority before
details are submitted to LPAs for

TK will consult with the HA before details
are submitted to the LPAs for approval.
The
DCO
has
been
amended

22
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approval? The LPA will consult
with the HA as part of the
discharge of the requirement.

accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 8(1)

3

Suggestion is that sequence of
works are agreed under 8(1)
which then follows into 8(2) and
(3)

Requirement 8 has been amended to
include sequencing and timing in 8(1).

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 8(2)

3

Is this the wrong way round? No
link to works that are required to
facilitate various stages.

The wording has been amended to
include the sequencing and timing of
works to ensure that for each stage the
works can be signed off and in place
before the access can be used.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 8(3)

3

BBC will want to see any
necessary works in place before
that stage is commenced

Refer to above comment.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 8(4)

3

Is this duplication?

8(4) is not duplication. It relates to the
construction of highways improvements
and 8(2) relates to highways access.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 9(1)

3

'of enclosure'

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 9(2)

3

Should be “temporary construction
compounds must..."

Accepted with track changes as shown.
DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 9(3)

3

BBC will want to see fencing
removed at the completion of each
stage of the works

A definition of completion has been
inserted in the DCO.

23
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Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 10(1)

3

Will want to see consultation with
LCC and EA prior to submission of
scheme to LPA.

EA have suggested revised wording for
this requirement which RWE are happy
to accept.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 10(3)

3

Tailpiece – are not willing to
accept this

This requirement has been replaced by
the EA suggested wording.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 11(1)

3

Suggestion that flexibility could be
added here by limiting sign off to
areas shown on plans (ref to 4/49)

Requirement 11 has been amended to
exclude requirement for sign-off for the
Operation and Maintenance accesses,
works 52-54 and for the above ground
works for the IEC and Substation.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 11(2)

3

What
are
“significant”
archaeological remains? Need to
link to definitions in WSI/provide
this information in WSI

"Significant archaeological remains" will
be defined in the WSI.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 11(3)

3

No need for suitably qualified
person to be approved by LPA,
just notification,

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 12(1)

3

Review wording re consistency
regarding consultation (pre or post
submission to LPA) and general
wording, including “carried out as
approved”

All requirements now amended to
provide for consultation with the relevant
authority
pre-submission
of
any
plans/schemes to the relevant planning
authority.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 13

3

Further consideration needs to be
given to how this requirement will
be signed off and who needs to
input. BBC suggestion is that will
need LPA, LCC, EA?

Requirement 13 has been amended to
include consultation with the EA prior to
submission of the CoCP.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 13

3

Should CoCP also deal with
measures to protect public who
may want to view? Will there be

Noted. This will be covered in the health
and safety plan which forms part of the
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Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 14

3

opportunities for the public to
view/information provided etc?

CoCP.

Is there an overlap between (1)
and (2)?
This also needs to
provide for maintenance of lighting
throughout lifetime.

14(1) requires a written scheme for the
management and mitigation of artificial
light emissions for Works 9(a) and 49(a)
to be submitted and approved, whilst
14(2) provides for the implementation of
the scheme before the operation of and
for the lifetime of the artificial light
emissions.
The wording in 14(2) has been amended
to clarify that the schemes for the
“management and mitigation of artificial
light emissions must be implemented
before and maintained for the lifetime of
Works No 9A and 49A.”

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 15

3

Construction hours – need to be
reviewed.
Saturday should be
0700 – 1300, BBC may be looking
for 0800 – 1800 (not 0700 –
1900). Does this needs to be
clearer
with
regards
to
construction traffic (ie it is not
regulating workers coming to site,
but traffic that arises directly from
construction works)

Wording has been amended as follows:
16. (1) Save as agreed in the code of
construction practice, construction of the
onshore works and construction-related
traffic movements shall take place
between 0700 hours and 1900 hours
Monday to Saturday with no activity on
Sundays or bank holidays, save –
(b) where continuous periods of
construction are required for
works such as concrete pouring
and finishing, cable pulling and
jointing, and testing;
(c) for the delivery of abnormal
loads;
(d) for the landfall works; and
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(e) any other time critical element of
the onshore works.
(2) Save for paragraph (3), all
construction works which are to be
undertaken outside the hours specified
in paragraph (1) must be agreed in
advance with the relevant planning
authority.
(3) Where continuous 24 hour working
is required in respect of any trenchless
technique, the undertaker shall notify
the relevant planning authority in
advance of such works.

(4) Where a trenchless technique is to
take place within 100m of an occupied
dwelling, the works shall take place in
accordance with the construction hours
specified in paragraph (1) unless
otherwise agreed in advance with the
resident of that dwelling and notified to
the relevant planning authority.
Schedule 1
Requirement
and (c)

Part 3
15(1)(b)

Can these be deleted?

15(1)(b) has been deleted. 15(1)(c) must
remain. 15(1)(c) has been amended
from “normal loads” to “abnormal loads”.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 16(1)

3

Should refer to BS4142: 2014

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 17

3

Need to produce outline travel
plan for application

An outline travel plan is being prepared
and will be submitted with the
application.

BBC noted limited number of
accesses from highway – will use
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haul road for internal movement
General
concern
about
enforcement
of
traffic
management plan and travel plan

Date
Response

of

Email from Paul
Edwards to Gill
Moore
dated
16.3.15

WORK\22954639\v.1

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 19

3

Review
wording
clumsy/inconsistent

–

Amended to clarify.

Schedule 1 Part
Requirement 22

3

“any other person” - check need
for this drafting

"any other person" is not required and
has been deleted.

Schedule 1 Part 3
Requirement 22(2) and
(3)

22(2) and (3) review this in context
of tailpieces

Amended.

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Schedule 1 Part 1

The ‘authorised development’ in 1
refers
to
the
County
of
Lincolnshire where the bold
headings that follow to split out the
Districts refer to the County of
Lincoln

Noted. Bold headings in Schedule 1
amended to County of Licolnshire.

Article 3(2)

I have in my notes that a definition
of ‘relevant work’ was to be
inserted
into
the
Interpretation…but I cannot find if
this still applies….maybe ‘relevant
work' has been replaced by

Definition of “relevant work” is considered
to be not required.

Consultee
Revision

27

Proposed

Response

Definition of "scheduled works” has been
added to Part 1 Interpretation.

39694.1

‘authorised development' -’which
is defined. ‘Scheduled works’ is
not defined see Part 2 3(2).
Articles throughout

The numbering system of Articles
and paragraphs has changed. If
you look at the model of the
offshore consent, under each
article where there is more than
one paragraph within it, each of
those paragraphs is numbered
whereas the current draft omits
the paragraph number on the first
para and the second para is then
numbered (1) which to me is
inconsistent with the normal
practice of how SIs are set out.
e.g. Article 3 ‘Subject to the
provisions of this Order’....is
unnumbered and this makes ‘Each
of
the
scheduled
works’...
becomes (1) when it should be (2)
and ‘Subject...’ should be (1). And
it then carries on through 5, 6, 7
etc. If you look at Article 9 for
example para (2) refers to ‘’without
prejudice to the generality of (1)’
whereas actually it should refer to
the unnumbered first para which,
based on the practice above
should be (1) and your (2) should
be (3).

This is an issue which arises when the SI
is saved in different formats. This does
not exist in the original form of the DCO
and will not exist in the DCO to be
submitted.

Art 9(4) and 11

I still find a duplication/ repetition
between Articles 9 and 11 which
we discussed in Horncastle. 9(4)
is unnecessary given the presence

This is not duplication. Article 9(3)
provides for the notification of the
relevant planning authority for the
temporary stopping up of streets,

We understand this
reference to be to 9(3)
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28

39694.1

and not 9(4) and
respond on that basis.

of 11. Art 9 seeks agreement with
the lpa whereas Art 11 is with the
highway authority.

whereas article 11 gives the power to
enter into agreements with the highway
authority in respect of carrying out street
works or the temporary stopping up of
streets.

Article 32

See the issue with the numbering
system…in para (4) reads ‘para 3
constitutes a deemed consent’ but
it should refer to para 2…just that
all the para numbers have
slipped… (3) (b) is unnecessary
since (4) gives consent. This also
was raised at Horncastle.

See previous comments re numbering.

Article 36

Mixing up formal discharge/
approvals with other bodies like
landowners etc. Should keep the
two separate as agreed in
Schedule 11.

Arcticle 36(now 38)(1) relates to
approvals/consents generally, whereas
(2) relates to the specific procedure for
discharging the requirements.

Schedule 1 Part 1

Work 47/48 - We said we would
specify tarmac and stone fill as
appropriate

Details of tarmac and stone fill will be
included in the construction method
statement forming part of the code of
construction practice which will be signed
off the planning authority.

Schedule 1 Part 1

Confusion. Does 49 always
include and mean 49, 49A and
49B. I would prefer 49 means 49;
49A means 49A etc. See Art 5 of
Part 3.
Subs 2 Work 54. Associated
development’ sees to now have
two definitions. It’s not in the
interpretation and it then appears
in the commentary to Works 2 -

The description of the works including,
the works numbers have been amended.
The "unlicensed works" are now defined.

We understand this
reference to be to
Article 34, not 32 and
respond on that basis.

WORK\22954639\v.1
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53? I think delete the new blue 2)
after Work 53. And change Works
2 -53 back to 2-54. We also did
agree and I have raised it more
than once that ‘unlicensed works’
needs defining. Unlicensed works
are works that are undertaken on
behalf of RWE and not by NG and
are thus covered by the DCO
rather
than
any
permitted
development allowances – within
the Order limits?
Requirement 5(3)

Requirement 6

WORK\22954639\v.1

Happy now that enabling works
are not exempt from some sort of
notification/ control before they
can start...but I think enabling
works should be included in the
definition of 49A. Otherwise
enabling works can start at
anytime and, as I have said, there
is an awful, lot in there that we
have not seen. You are doing
ground raising and working/
finished platform before we have
seen anything.
This, with respect seems to have
gone backwards. Are we going to
have a landscaping scheme
specification
with
locations
numbers size on planting etc etc
(6.1 a) at submission? We cannot
condition
everything
for
landscaping. ‘Don’t you worry
anybody we don’t know what
where how much is going to be

30

New Requirement 5(1) which requires
that details of ground raising and sit
platform have been submitted to and
approved by the relevant planning
authority before the enabling works can
commence.

Requirement 6 amended to refer to
‘landscaping
scheme'
rather
than
‘landscaping management scheme’.
We do not think it is necessary or
appropriate at this stage to include this
level of specification of landscaping.
Details of landscaping are included in the
Outline landscape management strategy
and
ecological
management
plan

39694.1

Requirement 7

Requirement 8
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planted in mitigation we can just
condition it?’ A confusion in 6
between a ‘scheme’ and then
details of how it will be maintained
or managed. Need to also have it
for Work 54. The first part of 6..it
need to be (1) is for a
management scheme...it needs to
be planting scheme if that is what
is meant.but we cannot condition
all landscaping for an afterword
Art 7 then deals with management
and maintenance…but 6 needs it
to be submitted in detail…not just
how it will be maintained. ‘where
relevant’ delete! The detailed
scheme will specify the relevant
BS so no need to add ‘other
industry guidance’; which industry,
which guidance...imprecise. 7(1)
should be (2) and add Work 54
and remove ‘reasonable’

(OLSEMP).

We discussed at Horncastle some
earlier stage ‘strategic’ planting
which can go in very early on,
unaffected by ground works and
then has longer to establish. This
does not seem to have been
inserted. Ditto Work 54. You say in
the consultee list – dealt with
separately – how?
The ‘where relevant’ in 8 is in the
correct context. i.e. that relevant
stage but it is not appropriate in
Art 7.

Details of strategic planting will be
included in the OLSEMP.
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New Requirement 6(3) inserted to make
provision where Work 55 is constructed,
that prior to the completion of the
unlicensed works, a landscaping scheme
will be submitted to and approved by the
local planning authority.

‘Where relevant’ is included because not
all stages of the works will require
landscaping.
‘other industry guidance’ deleted.

Noted.

39694.1

Requirement 9(3)

Add Work 54

No fencing will be required for Work 54.
All works will take place with the National
Grid compound which will be fenced.

Requirement 14

We said why single out,..’in
consultation with the ha’ and this
has now been change to the EA.
Include them all (HA, EHO, BC etc
) or none...we will consult them as
part of the discharge process. The
Code to also include, wheel wash
facilities/
road
sweeping
measures;
flood
risk
and
emergency evac plan? And we
also
discussed
the
‘communication
plan’
to
specifically include for public
access/
viewing
facilities/
interpretation.
Still
not
clear
if
this
is
constructional or operational only.
Should relate to 49 not 49A?
Management an mitigation...needs
specification, details of any
installation. We will need to know
what will be managed or
maintained. A full spec will be
needed.

The requirement is for TKOWFL to
consult with the EA prior to submission of
the CoCP to the relevant planning
authority for approval.

We had agreed that construction
related traffic movements, if

These are the standard construction
hours. However, activities which cause

Requirement 15

Requirement 16
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Requirement 15 is titled – Control of
operational artificial light emmissions.
For the avoidance of doubt this
requirement relates to operational light
only.
The scheme for the management and
mitigation of artificial light emissions will
be submitted to the relevant planning
authority for approval. Full details of
specification and installation will be
provided within that scheme.
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Requirement17
Requirement 20

Requirement 21

indeed you can influence/ control
would come out of old Art 15 and
go into ‘Construction Traffic.
Wasn’t it suggested only 0700 to
1300hrs on Saturdays? See your
new para it refers to construction
hours in (1) when in fact it should
refer to the unnumbered first para
which should be (1) as per my
earlier comments. New 2 absolute
minimum 48 hour notice to us?
Is that really how you spell
‘immissions’?
This is incomplete, no trigger and
does not read. ..as soon as
reasonably practicable after what

significant noise levels at the nearest
receptors will be restricted in the CoCP
which is to be agreed with the planning
authority.

or that other person’; needs to
come out of the first two paras,
like it has in the third.

DCO amended accordingly.

Yes – this is the correct spelling.
Amended. Requirement now reads
“…must be reinstated in accordance with
details approved by the relevant planning
authority.”

CONSULTEE: MMO
Date
Response

of

Letter dated 22
December 2014

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Article 2

Interpretation, definition of “building”.
Clarification is sought as to whether or
not this definition refers solely to the
onshore works.
Interpretation, definition of “cable
crossing”. Clarification should be
provided as to whether this definition
includes pipeline crossings.

Article 2
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Consultee
Revision

33

Proposed

Response
There is no reference to “building” in the
DML and therefore further clarification is
not required.
‘cable crossing’ has been replaced with
‘pipeline crossing’
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Article 2
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Interpretation,
definition
of
“commencement”. Recommend that
this definition be reworded. The
suggested definition ensures that no
marine activities are started prior to the
completion of pre-construction surveys
or monitoring requirements.

34

“commencement”
means
beginning to carry out the
activities authorised by the
deemed marine licence at
Schedule
9
(deemed
licences under the Marine
and Coastal Access Act
2009) other than preconstruction surveys and
monitoring and, in respect of
any other works comprised
in the authorised project, any
material
operation
(as
defined in Section 56(4) of
the 1990 Act) forming part of
the authorised project other
than operations consisting of
site clearance, demolition
work,
archaeological
investigations,
environmental
surveys,
removal
of
hedgerows,
investigations
for
the
purpose of assessing ground
conditions, remedial work in
respect of any contamination
or other adverse ground
conditions, diversion and
laying of services, erection
of any temporary means of
enclosure, the temporary
display of site notices or
advertisements
and
"commencement" shall be
construed accordingly;

Accepted but with tracked changes as
shown. DCO amended accordingly.
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Article 2

Interpretation, Deemed Marine Licence
- Schedule 9 should read Schedule 8
and be continued throughout the
document.

Schedule 9 is the correct reference and
should not be amended.

Article 2

Interpretation,
“licensed
marine
activities means…….” It should be
noted that the referred reference on
page 42 of the document only refers to
“licensed activities”.

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Article 2

Interpretation, definition of “maintain”.
We do not agree that the definition for
“maintain” should include the words
“maintain”,
“alter”,
“remove”,
“reconstruct” or “adjust”. Alterations are
not necessarily maintenance and
reference to this should therefore be
excluded from the definition to ensure
that only the works assessed in the ES
are licensed. This should also be
carried forward to the DML definition
(schedule 8, page 42). The MMO
would suggest the applicant produces
a Schedule of Maintenance to allow for
maintenance works and to define the
activities
assessed
by
the
Environmental Statement (ES) and
permitted by the DCO / DML. The
MMO recommend looking at similar
schedules submitted by the East
Anglia One, Rampion and Dogger
Bank Creyke Beck applicants to
reference suitable examples.

Hornsea, Rampion, Creyke Beck and the
latest version of the draft dML for
Teeside A&B are all similar to our draft.
7(h)(i) provides for and Offshore
Operations and maintenance plan which
will set out what we anticipate will be
required.

This is in order to adhere to the
definition
of
‘licensable
marine
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activities’ provided in section 66(7) of
the MCAA 2009.
Article 2

Interpretation, definition of “mean high
water springs”…….” over a period of
time”, should be more definitive.
This should also be carried forward to
Article 1 (pg 42).

“is the average throughout a
year of the heights of two
successive
high
waters
during those periods of 24
hours when the range of the
tide is greatest as defined by
the MMO and shown on the
Order limits plan.”

Accepted with track changes as shown.
DCO amended accordingly.

Article 5 – Transfer
of Benefit of Order

See Schedule 1 of the consultation
response

The MMO’s preferred wording is noted,
however the provisions included within
the DCO have been approved in the
most recent offshore DCO for Hornsea
(Project 1). On this basis and to ensure
some conformity with the Array DCO the
original wording has been retained.

Article 24 – Powers
of Acquisition

The MMO require clarification that the
land in question does not include any
part of the intertidal area.
Article 1. All works included within the
scope of ancillary works should have
been
included
and
adequately
assessed with the application/ES.
Therefore, the details, e.g. volumes
and types of scour protection should
be included within the DCO/DML. If
such works have not been included
within the ES, and they are licensable
activities, they should not be permitted
as part of the DCO/DML.

This matter is being investigated.

Schedule 1 - Part 2
- Ancillary Works

Scour protection is not relevant. Figures
for cable protection are provided.
Boulder removal, obstruction clearance,
and sandwave preparation have been
deleted as they are not required and
have been replaced with grapnel running
and pre-lay jetting.
No disposal required.

Activities such as boulder removal and
sandwave preparation may involve
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Schedule 1 – Part 3
– Requirement 3(2)

Schedule 1 – Part 3
– Requirement 4

Schedule 1 – Part 3
– Requirement 18

WORK\22954639\v.1

disposal
and
this
should
be
characterised and assessed within the
ES. It should also be identified as a
licensable activity and included within
the DML along with the appropriate
disposal conditions. The MMO can
advise the applicant further on applying
for a disposal site allocation, should
they feel it may be required as part of
the construction / installation activities.
States “the total amount of cable
protection for the cables comprising
Work No.1 must not exceed 226,980
metres3”. Chapter 6 (6.135) of the ES
states that the total area covered will
be 261,189m2 with 43,531.35m2 per
cable. For clarity the MMO request that
the figures in m3 be transposed
between the documents, this approach
ensures that the actual volumes
considered are clearly identified.
It should be noted that the
decommissioning of the works is
considered to be a licensable marine
activity and the MMO should be
consulted by the applicant regarding
any future decommissioning plan as a
marine licence will be required prior to
any decommissioning activities taking
place.
The heading European protected
species should be amended to
Onshore European protected species.
The MMO would be the licensing
authority for any offshore European
protected species and the DCO should
be clear that these activities refer to
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Figures have been amended to
226,980m2 and 112,980 m3 to reflect
both the area and volume.

Noted.

It is clear that Requirement 18 relates to
onshore species only and does not
require further clarification.

39694.1

Schedule 1 – Part 3
– Requirement 19

Schedule 9 DML –
Art 1

WORK\22954639\v.1

the onshore only.
The MMO are not content that any land
above the mean Low Water Mark
which
is
used
for
temporary
construction be re-instated within 12
months of completion of the onshore
works. It could be that the intertidal
works are completed a number of
years before the onshore works and
the MMO require any intertidal
disruption to be addressed within 6
weeks upon completion of the intertidal
works.
The MMO acknowledge that there is
some cross-over of responsibilities and
consenting protocols with the local
planning authority (LPA) regarding the
inter-tidal areas and the MMO will work
with the applicant and the LPA to
ensure any crossover is managed
effectively, that being said the MMO
would be more content if the wording
were amended to read “any land above
Mean High Water Spring” this will
effectively ensure the inter-tidal area is
returned to its previous status as soon
as the work within that area has been
completed, thus reducing any natural
disturbances
and
ensuring
the
environment has the maximum amount
of time to recover after any works have
taken place.
Interpretation of “cable protection”. The
MMO request that the wording “other
materials” is removed, this is to ensure
that only protection suitable for use in
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This has been changed to MHWS.
Reinstatement of the intertidal area will
be dealt with in 7(1)(c).

Amended to “other
approved by the MMO”.

materials

as
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Schedule 9 DML –
Art 1

the marine environment is approved.
Interpretation,
definition
of
“commencement”. We recommend that
this definition be reworded.

Schedule 9 – DML
Art 1

Within the definition of offshore order
limits there is a, typo

Schedule 9 - DML
Art 1 (3)(b)

States
that
“all
coordinates…….degrees and minutes to
two decimal places”. However the coordinates on the Order limits on pages
45 and 46 are given in up to five
decimal places, the statement on page
43 and the tables on pages 28, 45 and
46 should be amended to show four
decimal places only.

Coordinates are provided in degrees,
minutes, seconds to 3 decimal places,
which is the same as the marine licence
table in the array DCO. We think it
makes sense to be consistent with the
way the coordinates are presented in the
array DCO. The wording has been
amended accordingly where there is
mention of the coordinates.

Schedule 9 - DML
Art 1 (4)(b)

“Marine Management Organisation
(local office)” should be amended to
“Marine Management Organisation
(coastal office)”, and carried forward
throughout the documents.
States ‘cable route preparation works
including boulder removal, obstruction
clearance and sand wave preparation’.

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 9 - DML
Art 2 (3)(c)

Activities such as boulder removal and
sandwave preparation may involve
disposal
and
this
should
be
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“commence”
means
beginning to carry out the
activities authorised by the
deemed marine licence at
(deemed licences under the
Marine and Coastal Access
Act 2009 other than preconstruction
surveys
or
monitoring and exit for HDD
and related works.

Accepted but with track changes as
shown. DCO amended accordingly.

“grod” should be amended to
“grid”

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Boulder removal, obstruction clearance,
and sandwave preparation have been
deleted as they are not required and
have been replaced with grapnel running
and pre-lay jetting.
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characterised and assessed within the
ES. It should also be identified as a
licensable activity and included within
the DML along with the appropriate
disposal conditions.

Schedule 9 - DML
Art 2 (3)(g)

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
1(3)

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
2(10)(a)
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The MMO can advise the applicant
further on applying for a disposal site
allocation, should they feel it may be
required as part of the construction /
installation activities.
“other chemicals” should be removed
or clarification provided that the
chemicals used will be approved for
use in the marine environment as
stated within the “Chemicals, drilling
and debris” section of the DML.
States “the total amount of cable
protection for the cables comprising
Work No.1 must not exceed 226,980
metres3”. Chapter 6 (6.135) of the ES
states that the total area covered will
be 261,189m2 with 43,531.35m2 per
cable. For clarity the MMO request that
the figures in m3 be transposed
between the documents, this approach
ensures that the actual volumes
considered are clearly identified.
States “the Hydrographic Office of both
the commencement…….”. The MMO
would advise the applicant to amend
the wording “within two weeks” to read
10 working days. This will bring all the
notifications for commencement and
completion of the works in line with the
other organisations within the DML.
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This is covered by Article 5 and therefore
the text has been left in.

Figures have been amended to
226,980m2 and 112,980 m3 to reflect
both the area and volume.

We have adopted the wording from the
"MMO, Trinity House and MCA Agreed
conditions to ensure navigational safety”
document which provides for “within two
weeks”.

39694.1

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
2(10)(b)

The MMO advise that a timeframe of
10 working days is added to the
condition.

Amended to “Copies of all notices must
be provided to the MMO”.

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
4(3)

The MMO advise that a timeframe of
10 working days is added to the
condition.

The MMO and TH agreed preferred text
has replaced this condition.

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
4(5)

The MMO advise that the word “injury”
is amended to “damage”, and that a
timeframe for notification of an incident
is
changed
from
“reasonably
practicable” to “within 24 hours”. This is
to ensure that safety of navigation is
maintained in such an instance.
The MMO request that “bunding of
110%” be amended to read “bunding of
a minimum of 110%”. This allows the
containment volumes to be upwards of
the minimum preferred amount”.
The MMO advise that a timeframe for
notification of a pollution incident is
added to the condition. This is to
ensure that any pollution incident is
controlled at the earliest opportunity to
limit any potential damage to the
marine environment.
The MMO advise that the timeframe for
the removal of any waste or debris
arising from the construction activities
below MHWS is amended. This is to
ensure that detritus associated with the
works are not allowed to accumulate
and potentially decay into the marine
environment and thus limits any
potential environmental impact.

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
5(3)
Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
5(5)

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
5(6)
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Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

“is reported to the MMO,
Marine Pollution Response
Team within 24 hours.”

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Amended from “removed on
completion of the authorised
scheme” to “are removed
within 4 weeks of completion
of the authorised scheme
unless otherwise agreed
with the MMO”.

Accepted with track changes as shown.
DCO amended accordingly.
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Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
5(7) – (9)

The MMO consider this condition to be
somewhat overburdening on both the
applicant (in terms of producing and
submitting detailed transit sheets) and
the MMO (in terms of monitoring and
crossing off items that are used during
construction. The MMO acknowledge
that the applicant will be aware of all
materials being transited to and from
the construction site and that those
transits will be auditable. The MMO
therefore
recommend
the
implementation of a dropped objects
procedure. The MMO advise the
removal of the current conditions
associated with submission of audit
sheets.
To facilitate with the reporting
commitments in (9) the MMO have
attached a separate draft document
(Appendix 2) to this response for the
applicants consideration.
This will ensure that navigational safety
is maintained and reduce the risk to
safety of other users of the sea.

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
5(10)
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States ‘The Undertaker must ensure
that any rock material used in the
construction of the authorised scheme
is from a recognised source and
containing minimal fines’. The MMO
request that the condition is amended
as follows.
This will ensure any
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(9) In the event that any of
the authorised undertakers
of the activities discover that
any materials on the audit
sheet are unaccounted for,
they will inform the MMO
within 6 hours of that
discovery
having
been
made. The notification must
include a description of the
items unaccounted for and,
where known, provide the
co-ordinates that the items
may be located. The MMO
shall require the undertaker,
where
it
is
deemed
appropriate to do so, to carry
out a side scan survey to
plot
all
the
potential
obstructions
within
the
relevant
areas
of
the
offshore Order limits, this
area may be extended at the
discretion of the MMO. Any
obstruction that the MMO
believes to be associated
with the licensed activities
must be removed at the
undertakers expense.

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Amended to include “from a
recognised source, free from
contaminants and containing
minimal fines”.

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

39694.1

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
6

Schedule 9 – DML
– Part 2 - Condition
10

Additions Required

WORK\22954639\v.1

material used minimises any potential
environmental impact.
Force majeure, states that “if, due to
stress of weather or any other cause
the master of a vessel determines that
it is necessary to deposit the
authorised deposits outside of the
Order limits…”. Force majeure may
also apply to deposits within the
offshore Order limits which are not in
line with licensed marine activities, or
approved preconstruction documents.
The MMO request the condition is
removed and replaced with the
following.

The MMO require the ancillary works
(such as grapnel runs, dredge works
etc) to be recorded in the DML as
licensable activities and clarification
that these works have been assessed
within the ES.
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The MMO suggests the
removal of the reference
made to “order limits”

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

The licence holder must
notify the MMO in writing of
any agents, contractors or
sub-contractors that will
carry out any licensed
activity. Such notification
must be received by the
MMO no less than 24 hours
before the commencement
of the licensed activity. The
licence holder will submit a
movement sheet weekly
thereafter.

Accepted but with tracked changes as
shown. DCO amended accordingly.

Amended. “Boulder removal, obstruction
clearance and sand-wave preparation”
deleted and replaced with “grapnel runs
and pre-lay jetting”.
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Date
Response
Letter
1.4.2015

of
dated

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Schedule 9

The first query relates to the overlap of
the boundaried areas for the Electrical
System and the Array DMLs. The
MMO are satisfied that no additional
wording is required within the Electrical
System DML to refer specifically to the
overlap of geographic boundaries
between the two consents.
The second query is regarding
construction of the intertidal works on a
separate year before construction of
the other works of the consent. This is
possible and has been secured on
similar projects. However the DML
would require re-wording, to allow for
multiple phased construction, and to
require sign off of such conditions that
are relevant to that phase of
construction. Presently submission of
all pre-construction documents is
required prior to any construction
starting both within the Development
Consent Order (DCO) and DML,
however, the MMO would be content to
sign off on the Horizontal Directional
Drilling works as a separate phase of
construction,
providing
it
was
conditioned appropriately within the
DML in a manner that allowed for
phased works.

Proposed

Response
Noted

Noted. DCO amended to allow for
phasing of offshore works.

It should be noted that we would
consult with the Local Planning
Authority on these works, and that
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presently the Local Authority are
content for the MMO to “manage”
consent of the HHD punch out pits.
Date
Response
Email
2.4.2015

of
dated

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Schedule 9 Part 1

The most recent applications for The
Dogger Bank Teesside A and B
projects and the Dogger Bank Creyke
Beck projects (consented) allow for
phased works, these would need to be
tweaked as are specific to “Bizcos’
proceeding with the works on those
projects, however the principles are the
same and there should be only small
changes to Triton Knoll DCO/DML to
incorporate the phased approach

Proposed

Response
Noted. DCO amended accordingly.

CONSULTEE: NETWORK RAIL
Date
Response
Letter dated
January 2015

of
8

Section/Paragraph

Comment
No specific comments.
comments including:

Consultee
Revision
General

Proposed

Response
Noted.

- Land clearance application to be
submitted and approved (underway)
- submit details of the proposals to
Network Rail’s Asset Protection team
(submitted)
- enter into easement agreement
Other possible concerns:
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- Party Wall issues
- Buried services searches
-Level crossings
-arrange appropriate access and
privilege licence for works and presurvey works over Network Rail land.
-Network Rail will seek protection from
the exercise of compulsory purchase
powers over operational land whether
permanent or temporary.

CONSULTEE: TRINITY HOUSE
Date
Response
Email
12.12.14

of

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Proposed

dated

Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 4

Trinity House and the MMO have
agreed standard provisions in respect
of aids to navigation in the DML as per
the attached. These condition should
replace condition 4 in part 2 of
Schedule 9 (Deemed licence under the
Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009)

Aids to Navigation:

Response
Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

1) The undertaker shall
during the whole period of
the construction, operation,
alteration, replacement or
decommissioning of the
authorised
development
seaward of MHWS exhibit
such lights, marks, sounds
signals and other aids to
navigation, and to take such
other
steps
for
the
prevention of danger to
navigation as directed by
Trinity House.
2) The undertaker must keep
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Trinity House and the MMO
informed of progress of the
authorised
development
seaward of MWHS including;
a.notice of commencement
of construction of the
authorised
development
within
24
hours
of
commencement
having
occurred
b.notice within 24 hours of
any aids to navigation being
established
by
the
undertaker; and
c. notice within 5 working
days of completion of
construction
of
the
authorised development.
3) The undertaker must
submit reports quarterly to
Trinity House detailing the
working condition of aids to
navigation. Reports may be
submitted more frequently
as specified by Trinity
House.
4) The undertaker must
notify Trinity House and the
MMO of any failure of the
aids to navigation including
timescales and plans for
remedying such failures, as
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soon as possible and no
later than 24 hours following
the detection of any such
failure.
5) The undertaker must paint
all structures as part of the
authorised
development
seaward of MHWS yellow
(colour code RAL 1023) from
at least HAT to a height as
directed by Trinity House.
Unless the MMO otherwise
directs, the undertaker must
paint the remainder of the
structure submarine grey
(colour code RAL7035)
6) In case of damage to, or
destruction or decay of, the
authorised
development
seaward of MHWS or any
part thereof the undertaker
shall as soon as reasonably
possible and no later than 24
hours
following
the
identification of damage,
destruction or decay, notify
Trinity House and the MMO.
The undertaker must lay
down such buoys, exhibit
such lights and take such
other steps for preventing
danger to navigations as
directed by Trinity House.
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Date
Response
Email
6.3.2015

of
dated

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Part 1, Article 37

Correct

Noted.

Schedule 9 Part 1
Paragraph 1 (1)

Trinity House is defined correctly

Noted.

Schedule 9 Part 1
Paragraph 4 (c)

Trinity House’s address and telephone
number are correct

Noted.

Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 2

Add a sub-condition (11) to read,
“In the case of damage to, or
destruction or decay of, the authorised
scheme seaward of MHWS or any part
thereof the undertaker shall as soon as
possible and no later than 24 hours
following the identification of damage,
destruction or decay, notify Trinity
House, MMO, MCA and the UKHO.”
Delete the word “to” from the passage,
“signals and other aids to navigation,
and [to] take such other steps” etc…
Move to Schedule 8 Part 2 Condition 2
(11)

DCO amended accordingly.

Rewrite this sub-condition as follows,
“Should condition 2 (11) be invoked,
the undertaker must lay down such
buoys, exhibit such lights and take
other steps for preventing danger to
navigation as directed by Trinity

DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 4 (1)
Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 4 (5)
Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 4 (6)
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Proposed

Response

DCO amended accordingly.
DCO amended accordingly.

39694.1

House”
And renumber as condition 4 (5).
CONSULTEE: THE CROWN ESTATE
Date
Response
Email
4.12.2014

of
dated

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Article 36

All fine except of lower case 't's in the
draft article.

Delete “t”s.

Proposed

Response
Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

CONSULTEE: LINCOLNSHIRE WILDILFE TRUST
Date
Response

of

Section/Paragraph

Email
dated
20.11.2014
Email
dated
10.12.2014

WORK\22954639\v.1

Comment

Consultee
Revision

Proposed

Response

Comment – DCO Schedule numbering

The reference to Schedule 9 for the DML
is the correct reference.

Schedule 1: Part 3
–
Requirements
5(7)

Work number 2 and 3 need to be
added here to reflect that the cables
will be installed under the dunes to the
north of Anderby using directional
drilling

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Schedule 1: Part 3
–
Requirements
12(1)

We would strongly recommend that a
requirement is added here, similar to
the
requirement
for
European
protected species in Article 18, for preconstruction survey work for nonEuropean protected species such as
water voles and badgers, and priority
habitats and species. There should

Mitigation measures are included within
the outline landscape and ecological
management plan which will form the
basis of the scheme to be approved
under requirement 12 - this has been
agreed with Natural England. A further
requirement is not considered necessary.
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also be a requirement, where protected
or priority habitats or species are found
to be present, for a scheme of
protection and mitigation measures to
be submitted to and approved in
writing by the relevant planning
authority
prior
to
any
works
commencing. This is particularly
important given that a large proportion
of the cable route has not yet been
surveyed due to lack of landowner
permissions and may therefore have
protected or priority habitats or species
present on the land which should be
properly taken into account, and efforts
made to mitigate adverse impacts and
to compensate for any losses that
cannot be mitigated.

CONSULTEE: NATURAL ENGLAND
Date
Response
Letter dated
January 2015

of

Section/Paragraph

Comment

9

Part 2 (5) Transfer
of Benefits of Order

With regard to the landfall works, it is
not clear if this is considered as being
terrestrial or offshore. We would
welcome
a
stand-alone
pre
construction document which outlines
the proposed landfall works including
agreement now on which regulator will
take responsibility for the activities
such as any HDD works etc. and
discharging
possible
consent
conditions.
Therefore
given
the

WORK\22954639\v.1
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Proposed

Response
Given the overlap in jurisdiction between
MHWS and MLW, this is being discussed
with the MMO and the local planning
authority and an agreed position will be
presented
within
the
application
documentation. The approach that will be
taken to the landfall works will be
explained in the outline construction
documentation (the outline code of
construction practice), along with any

39694.1

overlapping remit boundaries in the
intertidal areas we query if there is any
agreement with East Lindsey District
Council or the Marine Management
Organisation as to whose remit it will
fall under?

mitigation proposed.

Part
4
(12)
Discharge of water

Please note Natural England will be
deferring to the Environment Agency
on all matters relating to the discharge
of water.

Noted

Part
5
(24)
Temporary use of
land for maintaining
authorised project

Natural England would query if there
should be recognition of intertidal and
seabed within this clause?

We are investigating the extent of the
Crown Estate lease and the potential for
amending this article.

Schedule 1 Part 1
(1)
Schedule 8 Part 1
(2)
Details
of
licensed
marine
activities (c)

The associated development activities
outlined at the end of Part 1 labelled as
(a) – (k), are too vague and do not
include enough detail. For example,
where would boreholes be taken from?
Would this be within the SAC?
Similarly not enough information is
provided in Schedule 8 as to where
‘sediment samples’ may be taken from.
There is a discrepancy between the
ancillary works listed in these two
documents. Six works are outlined in
the Explanatory Note, but only five are
listed in the DCO/DML, with ‘scour
protection and dredging’ having been
removed. Was this intentional? We do
not believe the works as listed as
robust enough and the information
provided does not include enough

At meeting on with NE on 15 January
2015 it was agreed that Schedule 1 Part
1 was all onshore and was ok.

Schedule 1 Part 2
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It was also agreed that Condition 12
gave NE the approval of detail post
consent.
The sixth work has been deleted from the
Explanatory Note.

39694.1

Schedule 1 Part 3
(3)
Detailed
Offshore
Design
Parameters
(2),
Schedule 8 Part 2
(1)
Design
Parameters (3)
Schedule 1 Part 3
(4)
Offshore
Decommissioning

WORK\22954639\v.1

detail as to what these activities might
involve or where they may be
undertaken, particularly with reference
to (d) and (e). We would also welcome
reference to Requirement 9 here.
We would welcome further discussion
with the developer on this issue to
agree where the details of the works
permitted
under
this
requirement/condition are secured.
It is currently unclear how the figure of
226,980 metres3 for the total amount of
cable protection for the cables
comprising Works No1 has been
arrived at. We would welcome further
discussion on this with the developer
on this.
Natural England would welcome the
inclusion
of
a
Pre-construction
condition in the DML to allow for the
complete removal of structures, such
as that included in the Dogger Bank
Teeside A and B DML at condition
12(1);
(c) a construction method statement in
accordance with the construction
methods
assessed
in
the
Environmental Statement and including
details of—
(ii) turbine, meteorological mast and
platform location and installation,
including
scour
protection
and
foundations which must be those that
are able to be completely and safely
removed, or reduced to a level below
the
seabed,
at
the
time
of
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Figures have been amended to
226,980m2 and 112,980 m3 to reflect
both the area and volume.

At a meeting with NE on 15 January
2015 it was agreed that this could all be
achieved through a decommissioning
plan. The draft decommissioning plan will
be submitted pre-construction.

39694.1

Schedule 1 Part 3
(5) Detailed design
onshore (5) (a)

Schedule 1 Part 3
(6) Provision of
landscaping

Schedule 1 Part 3
(9) Fencing and
other means of
enclosure
Schedule 1 Part 3
(12)
Ecological
management plan

WORK\22954639\v.1

decommissioning.
Natural
England
welcomes
the
inclusion of the limitation of building
height to 15.1 metres. In accordance
with advice provided to RWE to date,
this will ensure that impacts upon the
Lincolnshire
Wolds
Area
of
Outstanding Natural Beauty are
minimised.

Noted.

Natural
England
welcomes
the
inclusion of the requirement for
landscaping and the opportunity we will
have to comment on the landscape
management schemes through the
relevant local planning authority
consultation.
The
landscape
management plan should seek to
ensure biodiversity gains are be
maximised
through
is
link
to
requirement 12.
Under part (b), we would query
whether this should read ‘implantation’
or ‘implementation’?
Natural
England
welcomes
the
inclusion of this requirement.

Noted.

As with Requirement 6 (see previous
comment), Natural England welcomes
the opportunity to comment on the
ecological management plan. The two
sets of documents should be drafted
together so that landscape planting
can maximise biodiversity gains where

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.
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Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

Noted.

39694.1

Schedule 1 Part 3
(13)
Code
of
construction
practise
and
construction
environmental
management plan

WORK\22954639\v.1

possible.
Direct reference to Natural England
should be removed and replaced with
reference to the relevant statutory
nature conservation body.
Natural
England
welcomes
the
inclusion of this requirement.

Noted.

With regard to requirement (e) soil
management plan, the Defra guidance
available at the following link may be
useful to you. Construction Code of
Practice for the Sustainable Use of
Soils on Construction Sites

Schedule 1 Part 3
(18)
European
Protected Species

As detailed in email correspondence
with the developer in December 2014
and January 2015, Natural England is
satisfied with the developer’s approach
to European Protected Species. In
particular, we have advised the
developer to ensure they submit all the
information relevant to the issues they
have experienced in accessing land to
undertake surveys so that the Planning
Inspectorate can consider this as part
of the examination.

Noted.

Schedule 1 Part 3
(20)
Onshore
decommissioning

Natural
England
welcomes
the
requirement
for
an
onshore
decommissioning plan and advises
that decommissioning activities should
be subject to the same conditions as
construction activities are.

Noted.

Schedule 1 Part 3

Natural

Noted.

England

welcomes

this

55

39694.1

(22) Amendments
to approved details

requirement and will comment where
necessary as consulted by the local
planning authority.

Schedule 8 Part 1
(1)

As previously advised, an appropriate
meaning
of
‘Statutory
nature
conservation body’ should be included
here and all reference to JNCC should
be removed.

Schedule 8 Part 1
(2)
Details
of
Licensed
Marine
Activities (1)(a) &
(4)

WORK\22954639\v.1

We would also advise that the meaning
of ‘Coffer-dam’ be included as it is
highly likely that one of these will need
to be used.
With regard to deposits at sea, there is
no detail as to the location of these
deposits. Has an appropriate deposit
area been agreed with the MMO?
These areas would need to avoid
Annex I habitats and ensure that it
does not exclude Annex I reef from
establishing in the future.

Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.
No coffer dam is proposed in the offshore
works and therefore definition is not
required.

No deposits to be made. Reference to
“boulder removal, obstruction clearance
and sand-wave preparation” has been
removed and replaced with grapnel
running and pre-lay jetting to show that
no deposits are required.

Schedule 8 Part 2,
(7) Pre construction
plans
and
documentation,
(12)
Preconstruction
monitoring
and
surveys, (13) Postconstruction

Natural England is not satisfied that
enough detail is included here. We
would welcome further detail being
added similar to that included in the
‘Pre-construction
plans
and
documentation’,
‘Pre-construction
monitoring’ and ‘Post-construction
surveys’ requirements in the DML for
the Dogger Bank Teeside A & B
project.

On the basis of the works that are
proposed, this wording is appropriate.

Schedule 9 Part 2
Explanatory Note

We would advise that the cable
armouring plan referred to in part (e) or

Noted. A full explanatory memorandum is
to be provided.
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conditions 7, 8 & 9 - Pre-construction
plans and documentation, be renamed
and as a cable protection plan. This
should also be carried over and
reflected in the DCO/DML.
Schedule 9 Part 2
Explanatory Note

The wording here for conditions 12 and
13 is not detailed enough. For example
there is no reference to Annex 1
habitats in the benthic survey. Please
see Dogger Bank Teesside A&B DML
3 and 4.

Noted. A full explanatory memorandum is
to be provided.

CONSULTEE: EASTERN INSHORE FISHERIES AND CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
Date
Response

of

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Letter dated 14
January 2015

Schedule 9 Part 1
Section 3

It would be beneficial to include the
Order limits boundary coordinates plan
with the next draft DML to enable us to
check the values recorded in the DML.
This states that “The total amount of
cable protection for the cables
comprising Work No. 1 must not
exceed 226,980 metres3.” However,
the total indicative volume of (rock)
cable protection stated in Volume 1,
Chapter 5 of the PEI is 112,140m3. We
recommend that the applicant checks
the values provided in the DML with
the PEI/ES, and clarify if values are
based solely on volume of cable
protection, as opposed to the area of
seabed footprint.

Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 1 Design
Parameters
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Proposed

Response
A copy of works plans (which show the
order limits) will be provided with the
revised draft DCO.
Figures have been amended to
226,980m2 and 112,980 m3 to reflect
both the area and volume.
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Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 2 (7-9)

Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 7(b)

Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 7(d) (iv)

Schedule 9 Part 2
Condition 13(2)(a)

Date
Response
Letter
16.3.2015

of
dated

WORK\22954639\v.1

We welcome the inclusion of standard
mitigation measures, such as the
issuing of Notices to Mariners and a
Fisheries Liaison Representative to
keep fisheries stakeholders notified of
the works and to facilitate direct
engagement with those impacts by the
works.
If the project is consented, we
recommend that dialogue between the
applicant and EIFCA continues during
the pre-construction phase of the
project, particularly notification of
project time schedules. This will
facilitate our engagement with the
inshore fishing industry across our
district.
We wish to be kept notified of the
contact details for the notified fisheries
liaison officer to ensure sufficient
engagement with the inshore fishing
industry
during
the
preand
construction phases of the project.
We wish to be kept informed of data
provided from the post-construction
Annex I Habitat surveys to be
completed within the Order Limits as
this is of relevance for the Authority’s
conservation remit.

Section/Paragraph

Comment

General

The EIFCA welcome further discussion
on their proposal to be notified of any

Noted.

Noted.

Noted.

Noted.

Consultee
Revision
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Proposed

Response
Noted. TKOWFL will continue to engage
with EIFCA.
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sub-littoral mussel seed found and
welcome continued engagement.
CONSULTEE: HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT REVIEW PANEL
Date
Response

of

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Meeting on 11
February 2015

Schedule1 Part 3
Requirement 12

Suggested
revisions
archaeology requirement.

Consultee
Revision
to

the

Proposed

In para:-

Response
Accepted. DCO amended accordingly.

(1) insert "stage specific"
before written scheme of
investigation
(2) delete “where relevant”
and "including a watching
brief"
Insert “approved written
stage specific” scheme
(3) insert “and competent”
after qualified

CONSULTEE: HERITAGE TRUST FOR LINCOLSHIRE
Date
Response

of

Section/Paragraph

Comment

Email dated 12
December 2014

Schedule 1 Part 3
Requirement
12
and Schedule 9

Noted that the deemed Marine Licence
and the DCO do not appear to give the
archaeological resource the same
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Proposed

Response
Requirement 12 has been amended and
definitions of outline onshore/offshore
written scheme of included in the

39694.1

Part II

Schedule 1 Part 3
Requirement 12

Schedule 1 Part 3
Requirement 12

WORK\22954639\v.1

weight in each document. There is
much more detail in the Marine
Licence (Schedule 8, Part II) than the
DCO (Part 3, 11)
There is quite a gap between the ES
and the DCO, for example, is the plan
to produce one WSI for the whole
scheme or in a piecemeal fashion?
The paragraph refers to stages but the
accompanying plans show sections
referring to 'works'. I would appreciate
a little more clarity and consistency on
these terms.
steer clear of using the words
'watching brief' and perhaps use the
phrases 'archaeological work' instead.
The use of word 'watching brief' will
imprint the wrong scope of work in
peoples’ minds and within the order.
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definitions.

Requirement 12 has been amended to
clarify that stage specific WSIs will be
produced for each relevant stage of the
onshore works.

The reference to “watching brief” has
been deleted.
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