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Final policy assessment

Appropriate weight should be attached to biodiversity, reflecting the need
to protect biodiversity as a whole, taking account of the best available

This policy applies to both the inshore and offshore plan areas.

This plan policy is intended to ensure that all current publicly available evidence relating to
biodiversity interest in the East marine plan areas s taken account of by the relevant public
authority in the appropriate manner with advice from the Statutory Nature Conservation

The Updated ES (UES) takes account of all publ with relation to the bi ty issues relevant to the The UES makes reference to both
d

Chapter 9 - Water and Sediment Quality - Section 9.4.0

Chapter 10 - Aquatic Ecology - Section 10.4.0

i evidence including on habitats and species that are protected or of IN- Policy scoped nto assessment through EMP policy search | marine and terrestrial habitats and species that may be affected by the des arange of i tothe Marine Policy assessment for the application complete
(el L ‘ P o Bodies. It is important to note that the absence of evidence does not equate to the absence. YV seop 8 EMP policy P v v & i op! P
conservation concern in the East marine plans and ajacent areas (marine, Policy Statement where appropriate Chapter 11- Ecology - Section 11.4.0
roreoia of eatures that are sensitve or of conservation concern; additional proposal specific
evidence may be required. BIO1 also helps to ensure that commitments within the current
Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0
legisiative regime to biodiversity beyond designated sites are clearly understood by
stakeholders. See East Plan paras: 213-216,
Plan policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas, Linksto plan policies OG1, 0G2.
Licensed areas to which the policy applies in the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plan
Proposalsin areas where aicence for extraction of agaregates has been [ Areas are shown in fgure 21 of the East Plans. The exceptional circumstances are: i where
] OUT-Policy scoped out of assessment through EMP policy
Policy AGG1 eranted or formally applied for should not be authorised unless there are [ the ageregates company that holds the lease allows another party to use that area either for No agaregate extraction s proposed as part o the development Policy N/A to application Policy N/A to application
search- the policie are not relevant to the application area
exceptional crcumstances. ageregate extraction or another use; i where it is determined that the location should be
licensed (by the Department for Energy and Climate Change] for oil or gas development (see
2150 plan policies 061 and 0G2). Changes to the lease would be subject to agreement with
the lease holder. See East Plans paras: 393-397.
Plan policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy 0G1, 062
This policy signals to those applying for an authorisation for a new development or actvity
that prevents future extraction of aggregates in exploration areas that it is likely to be looked
Proposals within an area subject to an Exploration and Option Agreement _[on nfavourably once an area is awarded ‘ights’ by The Crown Estate. It s expected that
) with The Crown Estate should not be supported unless it s demonstrated [ proponents of new development or activities will consult with the relevant ageregate OUT- Policy scoped out of assessment through EMP polic
Policy AGG2 PP Prop P '88re ST BIAATE.5) not with subject and Option The Crown Estate. Policy N/A to application Policy N/A to application
that the other development or actvity is compatible with aggregate company and others such as The Crown Estate, to determine compatibility and to satisfy the |search- the policies are not relevant to the application area
extraction or there are exceptional circumstances, public authorities that the policy is met. The exceptional circumstances are: ) where the
agregates company that holds allows party o use that area either
for aggregate extraction o another use; i) where it s determined that the location should
be licensed (by the Department for Energy and Climate Change) for ol or gas development.
See East Plan paras 398-402
This policy applies o both inshore and offshore plan areas.
Policy AGG3 applies MPS 3.5, taking account of the regional and national importance of the
ast Marine Plan Areas for marine aggregate supply and of the spatially discrete areas in
which commercially viable deposits of sand and gravel are found. The policy is intended to
enable public authorites to consider how proposals for marine development and actviies
within areas of high potential ageregate resource, as defined by Britsh Geological Survey,
Within defined areas of high potential aggregate resource, proposals h i v 8 i
may impact the abity to ble marine sand and the
should demonstrate in order of preference:
future. The policy does not apply to other activites that ae already licensed including where
2)that they willnot, prevent aggregate extraction
those activities may exclude new aggregate extraction, e.€. protected cable corridors and ’
) ) how, f there are adverse impacts on aggregate extraction, they will OUT- Policy scoped out of assessment through EMP policy ST : . .
Policy AGG3 existing agereeate licence areas. The requirement under ) isto provide information for X . not with high potential te resource. Policy N/A o application Policy N/A to application
minimise these search- the policies are not relevant to the application area
by the relevant public authority. It does not indicate that approval of the
) how, i the adverse impacts cannot be minimised, they willbe mitigated
roposal will follow by default
) the case for p the application i it s not possib
minimise or mitigate the adverse impacts
& P Ways in which applicants may satisfy a) include providing data that shows the area does not
contain agaregates or providing evidence that their operation will be compatible with
extraction actvity. Circumstances under which b) might be satisfied could include showing
that the footprint o the proposalrelaive to the available aggregate in that ocation is de
minimis. Circumstances under which c) might be satisfied could include moving the proposal
from a more to less favourable area for aggregates, or proposing that prior extraction of
ageregates before development s feasible. See East Plans paras: 403-409,
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas.
Policy AQL is an enabling policy for aquaculture, which seeks to protect opportunities for
aquaculture, as they are identiied through research and evaluation. The Marine Policy
Within sustainable aquaculture development stes (identified through | Statement (3.9.6 and 3.9.7) highiights the potential benefits of aquaculture, n existing areas,
research), proposals should demonstrate n order of preference nd aspirations for sustainable growth of the industry in possible future locations. Policy
2)that they willavoid on development |AQ1 does not actviies, uacult
by altering the sea bed or water column i ways which would cause Rather, it applies the ntent of the national policy to ensure consideration i given to how
; adverse impacts to aquaculture productiviy or potential other taccess to and use of ble for future aquaculture OUT- Policy scoped out of assessment through EMP policy
notwith development it Policy N/A to application Policy N/A to application
Policy AQ1 b) how, if there on aquaculture development, they ‘The policy requires any proposals to demonstrate, using best evidence search-the policies are not relevant to the application area TN e
can be minimised available, where adverse impacts to aquaculture activites may occur and how these impacts
<) how, i the adverse impacts cannot be minimised they will be mitigated | can be avoided. Where avoidance s not possible an explanation as to why the impacts
d) the case for proceeding with the proposal f it is not possible to minimise | cannot be overcome and possible minimisation, or mitigation, measures should be provided,
or mitigate the adverse impacts allowing decision-makers to assess as part of the application process) the adverse impacts
o aquaculture posed by the development, The requirement under d} s to provide
information for by the relevant it does not indicate that
approvalof a proposal will follow by
default. See East Plan paras: 455-462
The UES identifes the sensitive receptors thatrelate to marine ecology, biodiversity and geological conservation and assesses the magnitude of change (impact) and
significance of effect of the development. The UES also provides an overview of the Humber Ecosystem
This policy applies to both the inshore and offshore plan areas.
of 1o biodiversity and within the originalES submitted in support of the DCO and did identify thatthe | Chapter 7 - Geology, Hyrdogeology and Ground Conditions - Section 7.1.0
This policy adds value by providing a clear direction to public authorities that they should scheme (as consented) had an advese effect on the integrity of biodiversity and habitats n the area prior to mitigation. On this basis, the consented scheme included the
show a preference for proposals that enhance benefits to marine ecology, biodiversity and provision of arange of mitigation and compensation measures including the provision of over 100 hectares of compensatory marine habitat) to ensure the developmentis | Chapter 10 Aquatic Ecology - Section 10.4.0 and 105.0
geological conservation. Such benefits may include the enhancement of resiience of appropriate and identied effects are reduced or off-set where possible. The DCO iselfincludes (amongst others) requirements for the implementation of a dreding strategy,
ecosystems for example to the effects of climate change), and the provision of ecosystem Compensation Environmental Management and Monitoring lan (CEMIMP), Marine Environemntal Management and Monitoring Plan (MEMMP), compensatory habitat Chapter 11- Ecology -Section 11.4.0and 11.5.0
. \Where appropriate, proposals for development should incorporate " ‘
Policy BIO2 services such as flood protection and water filration. Where appropriate’ includes where it [IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search | including Cherry Cobb Sands and Halton Marshes Wet Grassland Mitigation Area), watercourse channel pumping and bank reinstatement.
features that enhance biodiversity and geological nterests.
s reasonable to expect such features to be included that are consistent with or do not Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0.and
compromise (whether to do with technical constraints, cost or other reasons) the primary The UES reviews these findingsin relation to the proposed alterations to the quay layout and works within the marine environment. On this basis, no further biodiversity o [125.0
purpose for which the development is proposed. Identifying positive impacts of a proposal geological enhancements are proposed within the terrestral environment beyond that already contained within the original ES and DCO. With regard to the marine
does not negate the need to assess negative impacts in ine with whatever legisation o environment, the UES has found no changes or new significant effects beyond that contained within the origina ES. On this basis, no further biodiversity or geological Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring - Section 27.2.0 and
ment ) is not asubstitute for avoidance, protection proposed within beyond that aready contained within the original S and DCO. 2730
or mitigation measures. See East Plan paras: 217-215.
Given there are no aterations to the significance of effects or the original E5, measures (including biodiversity and geological
enhancements) already proposed and consented as part of the DCO should entirely approp 0 the of Polcy BIO2
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy GOV, DD, PS2,
R
Preference should be given to proposals o cable installation where the [ This polcy aims to ensure sub-sea cables are properly protected from damage and do not
. method of nstalation is burial. Where burial s not achievable, decisions | cause a safety issue for vessels,particulrly in navigation channels. Burial of cab ouT- Policy h EMP policy
g The development proposals do not propose the instalation of a cable. Policy N/ to application Policy N/ to application
Policy CAB1 should take account of protection measures for the cable that maybe | opportunities for co-location and co-existence with other activiies. Public. hould [search- the poli t relevant to the application area (RIS (Es ¥ N/Ato app A
proposed by the applicant. ook to ensure that adverse impacts upon cable operations are i the first instance avoided.
Where this is not possible, such impacts should be minimised through any mitigation
proposals. Mitgation proposals willvary with cable type and purpose, as does any applicable
legislation, including any environmental constraints. See East Plan paras: 417-422
n accordance with Section 4.21 of the Scoping Opinion (Appendix UESS.2), the UES has included consideration of carbon dioside emissions (Chapter 17: Air Quality),flood sk |Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to Development - Section 4.3.0 and
and ciimate change (Chapter 13: Drainage and Flood sk, hapter 8: d Sedimentary Regime) and adaptation of the development design
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. (Chapter d: Description of Changes to Development)
Chapter 8 - Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime - Section 8.4.0
sroposls should take accountof The policy aim is that new development should be planned to avoid increased vulnerabilty The assessment contained within the original ES quantified the predicted CO2 emissions of the operational phase. The original ES did not draw any conclusions from ths.
P to the range of impacts arising from climate change. The MPS (2.6.7.5)sets out that decision However, the impact on CO2 emissions identified within the original ES was accepted as part of the DCO: t s noted that material amendment does not relate to the operational |Chapter 10 - Aquatic Ecology - Paragraph 10.7.6
« how they may be impacted upon by, and respond to, cimate change
e e makers and proposers of marine and coastal developments should take account of ciimate phase in terms of the air quality scope and, therefore, CO2 impacts will ot change as a resul
change projections and ensure that the design and operation of a given marine activity Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Paragraphs 12.7.6.
] « how they may impact upon any climate change adaptation measures
Policy CC1 and/or proposed management measure (such as a marine protected area designation) are  |IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search | The UES has duly considered the risks associated with climate change through assessment of a suitable future flood risk scenario with raised sea levels. As such, the

elsewhere during their lfetime
Where detrimental impacts on climate change adaptation measures are
identified, evidence should be provided as to how the proposal will reduce
such impacts.

‘adaptation-proofed' as much as is possible to increase their resilience to the effects of
climate change such as coastal change and flooding. This policy gives effect to the MPS high
level principles for d king related to the need to for the potential impacts
of climate change adaptation. Additional considerations are the need to take into account
other relevant projects, programmes and plans, and of other relevant matters. See East Plan
paras: 236-240.

consideration of climate change is inherently contained within the existing assessment for flood risk and overtopping.

On this basis, the Updated ES assesses the impact of the proposed development on the carbon and climate balance and has identified that the development will not negatively
impact the climate and carbon balance.

The UES has identified that there are no alterations to the significance of effects or residual impacts identified within the original ES. As such, the mititgaiton measures already
proposed and consented as part of the DCO should be considered entirely appropriate with regard to seeking to reduce impacts on ciimate change and carbon balance. On this
basis, the proposed material amendment should be considered to comply with the requirements of Policy CC1.

Chapter 13 - Drainage and Flood Risk - Section 13.4.0
Chapter 17 - Air Quality - Section 17.4.0
Chapter 25 - Other Environmental Issues - Section 25.2.0

Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring - Section 27.2.0 and
2730
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assessment = material considerations)
trail) Request
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas.
The focus of this policy is on those projects that are subject to the requirements of the
Environmental Impact Assessment Directive. However, smaller-scale projects may have
significant emissions considerations too, for example n relation to co-location of other
activites; identification and need for assessment of such projects should be at the discretion
of the decision-maker.
Proposals for development should minimise emissions of greenhouse Chapter 17 - Air Quality - Section 17.5.0
gases as far a is appropriate. Mitigation measures will also be encouraged |The approach taken by this p reducing emissions of & account]
Policy CC2 where emissions remain following minimising steps. Consideration should|for the followin in relation to the minimising and mitigating steps: IN- Policy scoped into nt through EMP policy search p required & & a 24 of Schedule 11 (schedule of Requirements) that accompanied the DCO. Chapter 25 - Other Environmental Issues
also be given to emissions from « emissions tothe activity p gases directly
other activiies or users affected by the proposal associated with construction, operation and)/or decommissioning where appropriate) Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
« emissions indirectly related to the activiy proposed (for example, increased journey length
for vessels arising from development)
« impact the activity may have on measures already in place as part of reducing greenhouse
example, carb m of renewable
energy generation)
See East Plans paras: 241244,
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas.
The East marine plan areas represent a significant proportion of England’s storage potential
for Carbon Capture and Storage. The policy aims to help ensure that suficient storage sites
are available for Carbon Capture and Storage over the long-term in view of the large number
Within defined areas of potentia carbon dioxide storage (mapped infigure |1 /" Stes, o @ national and international scale
17)proposals should demonstrate in order of preference: Ways in which applicants may satisfy a) include providing data that shows the area s not a
2)that they wil not prevent carbon dioxide storage
. ) how, i there are adverse impacts on carbon dioxide storage, they will | *U1221 storage sit or providing evidence that their operation will be compatible with OUT- Policy scoped out of assessment through EMP policy
Policy CCS1 d g storage activity. Circumstances under which b) might be satisfied could include showing that = EMP twithi Policy N/Ato application Policy N/Ato application
minimise them search- the policies are not relevant o the application area
the footprint of the proposal elative to the storage footprint on the seabed i insignificant.
<) how, i the adverse impacts cannot be minimised, they wil be mitigated
Circumstances under which ¢) might be satisfied could include moving the proposal from a
4) the case for proceeding with the proposalif it s not possible to minimise
o mtieore the adverae e more to less favourable area for Carbon Capture and Storage, or proposing co-ordination
that can avoid any confiict, e.5.storage can take place before a new development or vice-
versa. Circumstances under which d) might be satisfied could include demonstrating the
importance of the proposal to meet other objectives or relevant departmental policies in the
marine plans or other material The d)is to provide
information for by the relevant thority; it does not indicate that
aporoval of the proposal il follow by default See East Plan paras: 328-336.
Carbon Capture and Storage proposals should demonstrate th This policy applies to both inshore and plan areas, Link to policy GOV1, GOV2.
consideration has been given to the re-use of existing oil and gas s
Policy CCS2 than the instalation of in' | This policy promotes MPS 3.3.33, the potential to combine permanent storage of carbon [ 1~ "1 scoped out of assessment through EMP policy not propose f carbon. Policy N/A to application Policy N/A to application
search- the pol relevant to the application area
deplted fields or in active fields via enhanced dioride with the enhanced production of and supports possibilties o re-use
hydrocarbon recovery). existing infrastructure to provide access to storage stes. See East Plan paras: 337-341.
This policy applies to the inshore plan area only.
Proposals within or adjacent to licensed dredging and disposal areas
should demonstrate, in order of preference This plan policy aims to protect dredging and disposal actviies, in or adjacent to licensed Chapter 8- Hydrodynamics and Sedmentary Regime - Section 8.4.0
2) that they will ot adversely impact dredging and disposal actvites dredeing and disposal . e cables or bull The applicant, and the UES, has given due consideration to the dredging activities proposed and the need for disposal at an existing consented site (UOBO, HUOB1 and HU0B?). [chapter 10 - Aquatic Ecology - Section 10.4.0
. b) how, i there are adverse impacts on dredging and disposal, they will |that would compromise the continued access to ports and harbours for the shipping
Policy DD1 IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search  |A detailed assessment of the hydrodynamic and sedimentary regime has been undertaken for the proposed dreding activities and mitigation :
minimise these industry. It aims to clarify the application process for decision-makers and licence applicants,
<) how, if the be minim mitigated | for early ,in dealing with issues or conflcts which may arise during the ppropriate Chapter 12 Commerclal and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0
4) the case for proceeding with the proposalf itis not possible to process. The requiremen a)istop for by|
or mitigate the adverse impacts thorities. It does not indicate that approva of the proposal willfollow Chapter 13- Drainage and flood Risk - section 13.4.0
by default. See East Plan paras: 380-384.
Policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas.
This policy supports the need for defence activiies to take place within the East marine plan
areas for the purpose of national security. If the Ministry of Defence objects to a proposal
Proposals nor affecting Ministry of Defence Danger and Execise Aveas | then the development o activiy will not b authorised. The Miistry of Defence should be [ oo oo oo oeocoocrent i ovet evip poliey
Policy DEF1 should not be authorised without agreement from the Ministry of consulted in al circumstances to verify whether defence interests willbe affected and e o e ot relmt 10 the aeneatin are | The development does not affect and s not within a Minisry of Defence Danger and Exercise Area. Policy N/A to application Policy N/A to application
Defence. ensure that national d interests are not (Marine Policy |*€2/" <P sl
Statement 3.2.9). Any applications which would adversely affect defence activities would
need to demonstrate that permission had been granted by the Ministry of Defence , to
ensure that the impact of a proposal does not conflict with the military usage. See East Plan
paras: 279-281.
rovides the opportunity UK to establish a world cluster and enables the UK to maximise its economic development in the
8y The proposed support the delivery of this Nationally Sigaificant Infrastructure Project (NSIP).
Policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy SOCL. Chapter 21 of the original ES for the DCO provided a Socio for the proposed that considered the effectsin
This policy s intended to promote more than the most economically beneficial respect of both the construction and operational phases:
Proposals that P are and activities. It s also about from Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
Policy EC1 0 Gross Value Added currently generated by existing actvities should be [ and activites. one project provid than a project [IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search | » economic effects of the proposed development on the local area and the wider community of the Hull and Humber sub-region including assessment of the likely direct,
supported. of the same type, then the former should be supported. This should be the case unless there indirect and induced effects of the projectin terms of employment and skils; and Chapter 21 - Socio-Economics - Section 21.4.0
are other compelling reasons not to support the more economically beneficial project. See « effects on local luding community as education, recreation,
East Plan paras: 113-121.
The proposed material amendment as considered within the UES does not alter the assessment or findings of the original ES or the development as consented under the DCO
with regard to economic productivty or the Socio-Economic effects as outlined above. On this basis, the development proposal P a
2 local, regional and national scale which ensures compliance with Policy ECL
Policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy SOC1.
This policy i intended to promote more than solely the most economicall beneficial
Proposals that provide additional employment benefits should be and actvtes. | s 2ls0 ab o mal Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
p developments and activties. Therefore, where one project provides more employment
Policy EC2 supported, particularly where these benefits have the potentilto meet |£°* P e e oot A o e there.|IN-Policy scopedinto ot through EMP policy search pment positively tothe through th jobs, and ts use (wind energy generation) plays a role in inluencing wider economic activitis.
employment needs in localites close to the marine plan areas eneflt than a project o the same type, then the former should be supported. Unjess there Chapter 21 - Socio-Economics - Section 21.4.0
are other compelling reasons not to do o, for example it has greater negative social or
impacts. This p Id apply to all proposals, be
they for continuation of existing activity o relating to new actvity. See East Plan paras: 122
Policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas and should be used in conjunction
WIND1 and WIND2.
Optimising the location and methods of deploying offshore wind farms as well as other Chapter 1- Introduction - Section 1.1.0 and Section 1.2.0
el Proposals that will help the East marine plan areas to contribute to :f";iﬁz’:i";f:x;;:“‘L'S'::S‘::;T::::':2:':‘e'nfe"::f;;:{‘!gﬁ:’:x::‘:"é::;Z"k‘fl’;sImk - Py scoped nto assssment through EMP pofcy search | 12 €¥€IOPmEnt (Able iarine Energy Par s apor facity which wil support th continued  off-shore wind energy faclly and therefore it actively elps he EsstMarine |0 oo
offshore wind energy generation should be supported. to offshore wind energy g rves as a bespoke port facilty for the renewable energy sector.
between ambitions for economic development and job creation, thereby adding value by
highiighting the importance of the East marine plan areas to achieving national policy for Chapter 21 - Socio-Economics
economic growth and renewable energy projects. This s p
national policy. See East Plan paras: 128-133
This policy applies to both the inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy GOV.
The policy supports the aim of integration across and between different plans, including Chapter 8 - Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime - Section 8.4.0
terrestrial local plans, n referring to the impacts of marine activities on the terrestrial, as well
s marine ecosystems and vice-versa. It also draws attention to, and reinforces, the role of Chapter 10 - Aquatic Ecology - Paragraphs 10.4.88 et seq
authorities in and adjoining the East marine plan areas to work together to identify and
(Cumulative impacts aifecting the ecosyster of the East marine plans and umulative impacts, including through other relevant plans or programmes, such as Chapter 11.- Ecology - Section 11.4.0
Policy ECO1 adjacent areas | ., be addressed in d K :‘a”ag“ mulaf ipacts, g throug! P prog g IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search | The updated ES assesses the cumulative and in-combination effects of the material amendment on the aquatic and terrestrial ecology of the site and surrounding area. P e .
ot o ettt iver Basin Plans. This policy should be used alongside existing processes such as
Impact Assessment and Strategic which also Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Paragraphs 12.4.25
consider cumulative effects der the need to avoid, minimise or et seq
mitigate impacts caused by cumulative effects, and this also i reflected in the principles of
the National Planning Policy Framework and the Marine Policy Statement (2.6.1.3) on Chapter 26 - Assessment of Cumulative and In-Combination Effects
conserving and enhancing the natural environment. See East Plan paras: 196-199 and also
para 188,
This policy applies to both the inshore and offshore plan areas.
Risks are likely to be identlfied and addressed through existing mechanisms, such as
The risk of release of hazardous substances as a secondary effect due to assessment, ment, safety measures and contingency
" plans. It s essential that potential indirect effects are fully considered in practice. Public The updated S considers the navigational risks associated with hazardous substances and the risk of collision. A further assessment has also been undertaken with regard to
Policy ECO2 any increased collsion risk should be taken account of in proposals that IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Paragraph 12.7.7
easire on suthorianon authorities may need to laise with those with expertise and/or a remit relevant to the policy aviation safeguarding and the risks associated with craneage on the site and the potential for bird strike.
in making thelr decisions, and determining unacceptable levels of risk, in addition to
consultation of guidance and existing regulations, such as the Offshore Petroleum Activities
(0l Pollution Prevention and Control) Regulations 2005 (25 amended), and the Conservation
of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 See East Plan paras: 200-204.
:Vr:z:\;r::qushmgaulv\ly,pmpusalsshou\ddemunsvaksmorderuf hispolcy appies to both inshore and areas. Note: fishing activity refers to
ot they il ot prevent fishing activits on o access o, fhing licensed, commercial fisheries only (para 423 of the East Plan). Link to policy GOV2, GOV3.
ElEE e there are adverse mpacs o th ailty o undertake isbing | 7712 POICY SUppors fshing actvty by avoiingadverse mpctsrsulig rom IN- Polcy scoped nto sssessment hraugh EVIP picy search | e UPAited ES consicers ow the materal hanerelates o both commercial and ecreationslfhin, It concludes tha ar no signficant changes to the directimpactsto [ oo
activites or access to v them and activites in the East marine plan areas. The policy focuses on access to fsheries that willresult rom the material amendment to the original DCO.

) how, i the adverse impacts cannot be minimised, they will be mitigated
) the case for proceeding with their proposal if it is not possible to
minimise or mitigate the adverse impacts

fishing grounds. The requirement under d in policy FISH1 is to provide information for
by ithority. It does not indicate that approval of the

v
oroposal willfollow by default, See East Plan paras: 437-441.
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demonstrate, in order of pr

2) that they will not have an adverse impact upon spawning and nursery
areas and any associated habitat

b) how, if there are

the spawning and nur

This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas.

The aim of this policy is to support the recovery of fish stocks by offering protection against
adverse impacts to spawning areas from development or activity. Public authorities will need

The Updated ES considers how the material change relates to both commercial and recreational fishing. It concludes that are no significant changes to the direct impacts to

Policy FISH2 o 3550c a0 bt thew sl minimise them o ensure that supporting information is submitted, proportionate to any proposal, IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search |fisheries that will result from the material amendment to the original DCO. - I also makes reference to the provision of compensatory habitat at Cherry Cobb Sands within the [ Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0
v - they illustrating any may to at scoping original DCO.
<) how, i the adverse -mpa:«s cannot be minimised they will be mitigated
stage) and suggested measures mitigate them. The requiremen a)isto
d) the p heir proposals ifitis not possible to
minimise o mitgate the adverseImpacts I8 by the relevant thority. It does not ndicat
& P that approval of the proposal will follow by default. See East Plan paras: 442-446,
Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
The original £ ther e in place to support the on-site activities in the marine area and vice versa. This includes the provision of a
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy GOV1 and th
e . ot nshore and affshore plan areas. Links to policy GOV and the range of mitigation measures to ensure the development is appropriate and identified effects are reduced or off-set where possible. Chapter 8 - Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime - Section 8.5.0
public authorities must assessthe potential posiive and negative impact, on bt the The DCO includes (amongst others) requirements for the implementation of a dredging strategy, Compensation Environmental Management and Monitoring Plan (CEMMP),  [chapter 10 - Aquatic Ecology - Section 10.5.0
MarineEnvionarmntal Management and Moritoring Plan (MEMMP), compensatory hbiatncluding Cherr Cabb Sandsand Halto Marshes Wet Grassand Miigaton Area,
. should be made f land which [ marine and terrestrial of development proposals n a collective and
Policy GOV1 IN- Policy scoped into 7t through EMP policy search pumging and bank embedded mitigation for Commercial and Recreational Navigation, realignment / re-routing Chapter 11 - Ecology - Section 11.5.0
supports aciies i the marine area and vice versa cumulative manner (e.g. the effects of a cable landifall on flood defences, unstable clifs,
rights of way, highways improvements, aviation safeguarding, construction and best practice related mitigation.
landscape and seascape). Proposals in the marine area that would significantly compromise
the delivery of the objectives of terrestrial development plans are unlikely to be approved. Chapter 12 Commerclal and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.5.0
ol authontien should oos take it sccoumt aonmls o o that v poteml As detailed within the UES, with the exception of navigation, the proposed material amendment does not alter the findings or require the implementation of further or
e o e Six faet Pl oo Do e alternate mitigation beyond that contained within the original E5 and the DCO. On this basis, the proposed material amendment continues to support activiies in the marine | Chapter 13 - Drainage and Flood Risk - Section 13.5.0
s v plan objectives. P area and vice versa as contained within the original E5 and extant DCO, and is entirely compliance with the requirements of Policy GOV1
Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
The original ES considers whether the development, as consented under the DCO, conflicts with other activites, and also with the environment in order to manage the use of
ithin the mar tin an efficient and effecti  This includes consideraiton of poli liance, as well as the provision of f mitigat
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. It can be linked to proposals space within the marine environment n an efficient and effective manner. This includes consideraiton of poliey compliance, as well 25 the provision of 2 ange of MItB2tON e ire Ues s of relevance but specifc reference should be made to;
measures to ensure the development is appropriate and identified effects are reduced or off-set where possible.
under CCS1 and CCs2.
Chapter 3 - Changes to Policy and Legislation (pk te there is al
The DCO includes (amongst others) requirements for the implementation of a dredging strategy, Compensation Environmental Management and Monitoring Plan (CEMp), | C"2P1e" 3~ Changes to Policy and Legilation (please note there is also a
The key aim of this policy i to promote compatibility and reduce conflict (between activities, further Technical Note which has been issued during Exaimination)
MarineEnvionerntal Managerment and onitoring Pln (MEMMP), compensatory habitat ncuding Cherry Cobb Sandsand alton Marshes Wet Grassland Mitgaton Area,
and aso with the enironment) i rder to manage the use f space withinthe marne
pumping and bank embedded mitigation for Commercial and Recreational Navigation, realignment / re-routing of public footpath
in an efficient and M hould of Chapter 6 - Description of Committed Developments
rights of way, highways improvements, aviation safeguarding, construction and best practice related mitigation.
. constrint and loctions where & range of acthities may be accommodated. Tis reduces real
Policy GOV2 for possible. IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search
and potential conflct, maximises compatibiity between marine activities and encourages co- Chapter 8 - Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime - Section 8.4.0
| As detailed within the UES, with the exception of navigation, the proposed material amendment does not alter the findings or require the implementation of further or
existence of multiple users. The policy ensures coexistence is considered. Itis important for
alternate mitigation beyond that contained within the original ES and the DCO. A revised assessment was undertaken for Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime to consider
al relevant public authorities to ensure that the feasibiity of co-existence is taken into Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0
the alternate layout of the quay and associated climate change assumptions (this is a factual report which is then utiised by the other disciplines to complete their
ccount in formulating plans affecting the marine ares (ncluding Local Plns, Local assessments). A review of of changes to policy and legislation is aso provided within Chapter 3 of the UES.
Development Frameworks, Shoreline Management Plans and River Basin Management - ‘ges to policy et L P! - Chapter 14 - Commercial and Recreational Navigation - Section 14.4.0
L d wh ing new development and other activities. See East Pl 264-
ans), and when assessing new development and other acthties. See East Plan paras The proposed material amendment does not alter the abilty of the development to co-exist with other assets and the
268. Chapter 26 - Assessment of Cumulative and In-Combination Effects
marine environment, as contained within the original ES and extant DCO. On this basis, the proposed material amendment is contended to be entirely in compliance with the
requirements of Policy GOV2.
The original ES considers whether the proposed development would displace any existing (including any Entire UES is of relevance but specific reference should be made to
oriinal S lso Inclces consideraion of cumulative effects, detals the roviion of a angeof iiatin measuresto ensure the development s approprite nd i
effects are reduced or off-set where possible, and Chapter 3 - Changes to Policy and Legisation (please note there is also a
proposals should demonstrate in order of preference This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas, Links to GOV2, SOC2, S0C3, further Technical Note which has been issued during Exaimination)
P P AGG3, TIDEL, PS3, CCS1, DD1, FISH1 and 2, AQL, TR1 and TR2. The consented scheme does not displace any ex\sungoraulhonsed (but yet to be implemented) activities within the marine environment. Neverlhe\ess in terms of mitigating
2) that they will avoid displacement of other existing or autharised (but yet
b impiumented) acivtios adverse impacts of the wider scheme, the DCO includ Chapter 6 - Description of Committed Developments
o, f here are sdverse mpacts resulting in displacement by the Over-development of an area through high levels of co-existence can lead to displacement nsgement and Monioring Pan (CEMM) arine Envranerntl Mansgementand Montrig an (MNP compensatory hahual(m:ludmgcherry Cobb Sands and
. " P & in disp u of certain activates, especially fishing. GOV3 aims to ensure GOV2 is implemente Halton Marshes Wet Grassland Mitigation Area), | pumping and bar embedded mitigation for Commercial and Recreational Navigation, | Chapter 8 - Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime - Section 8.4.0
Policy GOV3 proposal, they will minimise them IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search
proportionally. The policy aim s to faciltate decisions and effective management measures realignment / re-routing of public footpaths and rights of way, mghways mprovements, avitionsfeguaring, contruction an est practice reated mitgation
<) how, if the adverse impacts resulting in displacement by the proposal,
that avoid, minimise or mitigate negative economic, sacial and environmental impacts. Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0
cannot be minimised, they will be mitigated against or
Please note the requirement under d) s to provide information for consideration by the | As detailed within the UES, with the exception of navigation, the proposed material amendment does not alter the findings or require the implementation of further o
4) the case for proceeding with the proposal if it is not possible to minimise
relevant public authorities. Lt does not indicate that approval of a proposal will follow by alternate mitigation beyond that contained within the original ES and the DCO. Chapter 14 - Commercial and Recreational Navigation - Section 14.4.0
or mitigate the adverse impacts of displacement
default. See East Plan paras: 269-273,
The proposed material amendment does not alter whether the development would result in the displacement or need for mitigation associated with other activities within the [Chapter 26 - Assessment of Cumulative and In-Combination Effects
marine environment as contained within the original ES and extant DCO. On this basis, the proposed development should be considered to comply with the requirements of
Policy GOV3 given that it would be nil-sum-change from that already consented under the extant DCO. Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
The original ES considers the effects of the development on the Marine Protected Area and the ecological designations contained therein. This includes the provision of a range
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. of mitigation and compensation measures (including the provision of over 100 hectares of compensatory marina habitat)to ensure the development is appropriate and
identified effects are reduced or off-set where possible. Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
Plan pﬂll:y P s vlue o exsting plcy by g th need for bl authores o
the overallecological The DCO includes (amonst others) requirements for the implementation of a dredging strategy, Compensation Environmental Management and Monitoring Plan (CEMMP),  [chapter 10 - Aquatic Ecology - Section 10.4.0
[ impacts o the overall iarine Protected Avea network must b taken|coherence of the Marine rotected Area e policy also indicates that this should Marine Environemntal Management and Monitoring Plan (MEMMP), compensatory habitat (including Cherry Cobb Sands and Halton Marshes Wet Grassland Mitigation Area),
Policy MPAL account of in srategic level measures and assessments, with due regard |be done ata rather than at a project level which is toindividual |IN-Policy scoped into nt through EMP policy search pumping and bank embedded mitigation for Commercial and Recreational Navigation, construction and best practice related mitigation. | Chapter 11 - Ecology - Section 11.4.0
given to any current agreed advice on an ecologically coherent network. | Marine Protected Areas, and i addressed through assessments such as Environmental These mitigation measures and requirements are al of relevance ot the impacts and management of the Marine Protected Area network.
Impact Assessments. For example it would be anticipated that factors to be taken into Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0
account will in As detailed within the UES, with the exception of nevigation, the proposed material amendment does not alter the findings or require the implementation of further or
in ts and forward n support of the Marine alternate mitigation beyond that contained within the original E5 and the DCO. On this basis, the proposed development should be considered to comply with the Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
Strategy Framework Directive. See East Plan paras: 227-229. requirements of Policy MPA1 given that t would be nil-sum-change from that already consented under the extant DCO. All necessary design and mitgation measures required
o implement the development are already consented under the extant DCO and the proposed material amendment does not alter these.
This policy applies to both onshore and offshre plan areas.
The spatial footprint of individual relatively small, but there is exclusivity
over the by zones of 500 met
Jatform: rai infr re, (e i it
broposals within areas with existng ol and gas production shauld not b | 770914 Platforms and cetain subsea infastructure, e.g-subsea manifolds) and consultation )
. requlremen(slorareasupm nine nautical miles around a platform for any actvities that | OUT- Policy scoped out of assessment through EMP policy i i i
Policy 0G1 authorised except ith oil and and o lcatic t existing oil and ducti Policy N/A to application Policy N/A to application
with helicopter as wind turbines). The safety zones arein |search- the policies are not relevant to the application area
infastructure can be satisfactorl demonsirated
ace for the protection of personnel, the infrastructure and other users o the sea Plan
policy OG1 clrifies that, where existing oil and gas production and infrastructure are in
place, the areas should be protected for the activites authorised under the production
licence consent untilthe licence is surrendered, (including completion of any relevant
ty), or where co-located use can be negotiated
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas.
The policy aimis to afford protection of potential ites to prevent incompatible activities
. Proposals for new oil and gas activity should b ted i out- pol d outof t through EMP poli
Policy 0G2 roposals for mew of and gas activity should be supported over ProPOsals | iaking place. In identified resource areas, il and gas proposals will be supported over al 1y scoped out of assessment through BMP POLSY | The development does not propose oil and gas activity. Policy N/A to application Policy N/Ato application
for other development. search- the policies are not relevant to the application area
other proposals. This policy is spatiall specific and takes account of the relative importance
of gas production in the East marine plan areas to the United Kingdom. See East Plans paras:
295-209.
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas.
Proposals that require static sea surface infrastructure or that significantly |~ for navig abilty to co-
. P ! e Y locate with many sea-bed related and non-j permanent actiies, pmv\ded such activity does [OUT- Pohcyxapednu!olassessmgnuhrough EMP policy
Policy PS1 reduce under-keel clearance should not be authorised in International Policy N/A to application Policy N/Ato application
notimpinge on navigational safety. The policy does not tatic sea- [search- the poli lication area
Maritime Organization designated routes.
as jack-up vessels, subject to
including relevant notifications to mariners being issued to ensure safe operation. See East
Plan paras: 353-356.
Proposals that req
upon important navigation routes (see figure 18) should not be authorised |This policy applies to both the inshore and offshore plan areas.
unless there are exceptional
circumstances. Proposals should: This policy aims to protect important navigation routes for navigational purposes. PS2
p 2) be compatible with the need to maintain space for igation, [ provides to the Marine 47) on the imp our- nt through EMP policy. . .
Policy N/A to applicat Policy N/Ato applicat
EollCVESZ avoiding adverse economic impact minimising negative impacts on shipping activity, protecting the ofports [search-the AT SRR ey RNDCEED
b) anticipate and provide for future safe navigational requirements where |and shipping and the United Kingdom economy overall and affording protection to the
evidence and/or stakeholder input alows and areas used by high intensities of traffic (Marine Policy Statement 3.4.2). Exceptional
<) account for impacts upon navigation in-combination with other existing include NSIP's. See East Plan paras: 357-366.
and proposed activities
This policy applies to the inshore plan area only.
demonstrate, i order This policy gives effect to the need to minimise negative impacts on shipping activty,
freedom of navigation and navigational safety, as wellas protecting the eff nd
2)that they willnot interfere with current activity and future opportunity | ¢C9°™ Of Navigation and navigational safety, a5 well as protecting the efficiency o
s resilience of continuing port operations, and further port development and complements Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
o o e oo e orfere with current actvity and future the NPs for ports. This policy is not intended to influence factors related to competition
Policy PS3 o ortonitios or vt thoy il minimin thi between ports and should not resultin consideration related to competition being factored |IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search [ The Updated ES considers the National Policy Statement for Ports. The development will not result in any adverse impacts or interference on the ports or harbours in the area. [Chapter 8 - Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime - Section 8.2.0
PP pansion, they in to decision-making on the basis of these marine plans. This policy applies to proposals that
<) how, f the interference cannot be minimised, it will be mitigated
may alter the prevaiing characteristics in Statutory Harbour Authority areas but may apply Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
4) the case for proceedingf it s not possible to minimise or mitigate the
more widely, 5o active dertifiction of ports and harbour that may beafeced by
interference @
by the relevanlpuhhc authority does notndicte that I o the proposal il follow b
default, See East Plan paras: 367-373
Policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy SOC3, FISHL
50C1 provides more detail and prescription than the Marine Policy Statement for
considering the benefits for health and social well-being and coastal and marine access in Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
Proposals that and social lud decisions. Development and other activites that bring positive benefits to society (through The proposals positively contribute to the health and social well-being of the area. The provision of the coastal footpath s a significant local amenity and enhances the
Policy SOC1 through maintaining, or enhancing, access to the coast and marine area | maintaining the coastal environment, and access to t, n order to promote health and well-|IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search of is also required to positively impact the health and social well-being through Schedule 11 that Chapter 21 - Socio-Economics - Section 21.4.0

should be supported

being) will be supported (including in preference to any alternatives subject to other plan
policies).

See paragraph 139 of the East Plan for examples of initiatives which could be supported
through this policy. See East Plan paras: 137-140.

accompanied the original DCO.

Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
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Final policy assessment

Proposals that may affect heritage assets should demonstrate, in order of
preference:

a) that they will not compromise or harm elements which contribute to the
significance of the heritage asset

b) how, if there is comprormise or harm to a heritage asset, this will be

Policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas and is specific to heritage assets.
National Policy Statement EN-1 should also be considered when addressing visual impact on
heritage assets in relation to wind energy development.

The aim of this policy s to ensure that existing marine and coastal heritage assets are
protected from proposals that may have  detrimental impact upon the. It ensures that all
heritage assets (whether formally designated or not), are considered in the decision-making

A Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) for marine and intertidal archaeology was drafted in support of the original ES and it outlines the proposed mitigation measures.

Chapter 18 - Marine Archaeology - Section 18.5.0

i The requirement under d) s to provide information f deration by th IN-Pol dint t through EMP poli h
(el e minimised process. The requirement under d) i to provide Information for consideration by the olicy scoped into assessment through EMP policy Seareh | p yated mitigation measures are set out in the 2021 WS! and are to be submitted to English Heritage for approval,
levant public authorites. It does not indicate that approval o the proposal wil follow by Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
) how, where compromise or harm to a heritage asset cannot be
default, Please note the absence of any officil designation for such assets does not
minimised it will be mitigated against or
necessarily indicate lower significance and MO Licensing should consider them subject to
4) the public benefis for proceeding with the proposal f itis not possible
pi, e o the same policy principles as designated heritage assets. As heritage assets have cultural and
& social values and can be a driver for ecanomic growth, this policy ensures that marine plans,
s and man tmeasures that . are supported in
recognition of their value to society. See East Plan paras: 146-152.
This policy applies to both the inshore and offshore plan areas and i specific to landscape
(seascape] character.
Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
Proposals that may affect the terrestrial and marine character of an area | This policy adds value to what is described in the Marine Policy Statement by ensuring that 1apter 4+ Description of Changes to the Developmen
should demonstrate, in order of preference: the character of specific areas s considered not only in the development of marine plans,
Chapter 8- Hydrodh d Sedimentary R Section 8.4.0
a) that they will n i impact the terrestrial and but asoin ald a5 on proposals for activities or management iapter 8- Hydrodynamics and Sedimentary Regime - Section
of an area measures. This policy adds cariy to existing national policy by identifying where character
Chapter 12-C 1 and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.4.0
. b) how, if there are adverse impacts on the terrestrial and marine areas and key elements exist within the East Inshore and East Offshore Plan areas. Decisions The Updated ES has dentified any sensitive receptors with regard to the character of the surrounding area, and it has been concluded that it would not result in any adverse [ "2 12 - Commercialand Recreational Fisheries - Section
Policy SOC3 IN- Policy scoped into assessment through EMP policy search

character of an area, they will minimise them
) how, where these adverse impacts on the terrestrial and marine
character of an area cannot be minimised they will be mitigated against

should aim to minimise or mitigate possible detrimental effects within the East marine plan
areas. The requirement under d) s to provide information for consideration by the relevant
public authorities. It does not indicate that approval of the proposal wil follow by default. In

) the case for proceeding with the proposal if it is not possible to
or mitigate the adverse impacts

Is, MMO Li account of a range of relevant
considerations including compliance with legislation and regulations. In determining an
area's character, public auth s those dete lication, should consult
with relevant bodies including Natural England and English Heritage advisors as well as local
authorities. See East Plan paras: 175-180.

impacts.

Chapter 10 - Aquatic Ecology - Sections 10.2.0,10.3.0and 10.4.0
Chapter 18 - Marine Archaeology - Section 18.4.0

Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring

Policy TIDE1

In defined areas of identified tidal stream resource (see figure 16),
proposals should demonstrate, in order of preference:

a) that they will not compromise potential future development of a tidal
stream project

b) how, f there are any adverse impacts on potentialtidal stream
deployment, they will minimise them

) how, ifthe adverse impacts cannot be minimised, they will be mitigated
) the case for proceeding with the proposal i itis not possible to minimise
or mitigate the adverse impacts

This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Link to policy GOV2.

This policy is spatial and identified areas require protection from other new developments
and activities which could prevent the exploitation of tidal stream resources in the future.
The requirement under d) s to provide information for consideration by the relevant public
authorities, it should not be taken in any way or of itself to indicate that approval of the
[oroposal wil follow by default,

pment or activities that could on tidal stream
these areas of hard atany point through

the water column, on or under the seabed and that will be in place for more than five years.

Types of . quays, jetties, Types of activities

that wil prevent leasing of areas for tidal stream deployment may include aggregate
extraction and establishment of shipping routes. See East Plan paras: 318-323.

OUT- Policy scoped out of assessment through EMP policy.
search- the policies are not relevant to the application area

t of identified tidal

Policy N/A to application

Policy N/A to application

Proposals for demonstrate that

and operation, in order of preference:

) they will not adversely impact tourism and recreation activities

b) how, if there are adverse impacts on tourism and recreation activities,

This policy applies for both inshore and offshore plan areas.

This policy recognises the importance of tourism and recreation in the East Inshore and East
Offshore Marine Plan Areas and seeks to minimise adverse impacts of development on

The updated ES assesses the impact of the proposed material change on local tourism in the area and concludes that the proposed change would not result in any material
effects on the local tourism industry. The ES identifies that it is expected that the England Coast Path (which runs through the site) would, when in place, contribute to the

Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development

Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.2.0,
12.30and12.4.0

Chapter 21 - Socio-Economics - Table 21-2, Section 21.4.0

i tourism and recreation. This mirrors the terrestrial planning system which provides detailed, [IN- Poli dint ment through EMP poli h
Eolc/aRL they wil minimise them ourism and recreation. This mrrors the terrestral planning system which provides detaile olicy scoped into assessment through EIP Poliey Se2reh | tourism economy. The proposed change to the route would cause negligible inconvenience to users of the Path that is not expected to noticeably affect users experience of
local considerations that need to be addressed when planning a new development. This
<) how, i the adverse impacts cannot be minimised, they wil be mitigated the route in North Lincolnshire Chapter 26 - Assessment of Cumulative and In-Combination Effects
policy will generally be delivered through the EIA process. t
4) the case for proceeding with the proposalif it s not possible to minimise e the reloummt e e
igate the adver I r27- ry of Mitigation torin
or mitigate the adverse impacts prov ot the prapatal il folow by detauls. <en Eact P Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
Chapter 28 - Conclusion
The original ES assessed the impact of the proposed development on commercial and recreational navigation within the Humber, including undertaking a Navigational Risk
[Assessment (NRA), and for arange of igation measures. Furthermore, the extant DCO includes (amongst others) requirements or the
implementation of embedded mitigation for Commercial and Recreational Navigation.
Given the proposed alterations to the quay alignment, Chapter 14 of the UES has considered the potential changes to vessel movements during both the construction and
the This includs update in the baseline position within the Humber, shipping and navigation considerations, stakeholder
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to policy PS1, PS2, PS3. consultation, a review of the previously proposed mitigation measures tigation) and a review of potential P
The Marine (3.111and 3.11. economic The proposed activities associated with the Project have been assessed and it has been concluded that the Project should have a minimal (and not significant) effect on the [ Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
Proposals that require static objects n the East marine plan areas, should
e st o et contribution of recreational boating to the United Kingdom economy as well as hghlighting exising risk profile which should be managed and contained assuming compliance with embedded mitigation and regulations governing: movements, pilotage, towage, Vessel
. P the indirect benefits for coastal towns. Static objects can pose a ik to vessels and may Traffic Service (VTS) and procedures. Chapter 12 - Commercial and Recreational Fisheries - Section 12.2.0,
2)that they will not adversely impact on recreational boating routes
o) hows 1 thore ore dveree mmante an veereatonmt oinerouten they | €140 Obiects both on and under the water as wel a5 on the seabed. They could lso 12300nd 1240
Policy TR2 il miimice thom P € + Y | restrict navigation routes for “This policy tothe Marine |IN- Policy scoped into ot through EMP p arch |A inrisk is noted across all hazard categ compared to the assessment un n in 2011 in support of the original DCO application. Factors
Policy Statement through highlighting the benefits of early engagement and aims to ensure influencing this decrease inrisk profile include: Chapter 14 - Commercial and Recreational Navigation - Section 14.2.0,
<) how, i the adverse impacts cannot be minimised, they wil be mitigated
) the case for proceeding with the pronaealf .1 0t poseibl to minmise | "2 21 Gevelopment akes account of the recognised boating areas and most used crusing 14300nd 14.40
et arca e 1 PP P routes for recreational craft in the East marine plan areas. The requirement under d) s to « An overalldecline in Humber vessel transits past the Project (>50% reduction in passing transits from AIS);
& P o for by the relevant thority. It should not be - of the Humber-wide Safet (sMis) and f embedded time; Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
taken in any way or of itsef to indicate that approval o the proposal il follow by defaul . y originally proposed the project design;
See East Plan paras: 476-485. « The review and associated reduction phase associated activities identified within scoping;
« The simplifcation of the quay design via the removal of the specialist berth; and
« The reduction of cumulative projects considered within the 2011 NRA that have either been completed or were not taken forward.
Al vesidual effects for the amended project were assessed as Moderate or Low and therefore ‘ot significant’. This is considered acceptable in terms of the EIA regulations. On
this basis, the proposed material Id not raise further significant’ recreational navigation beyond those identified within the extant DCO and
the to comply with  Policy TR2.
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Links to the Coastal Concordat.
The aim o this policy is to promote and support terrestrial planning authority ambitions to
delver sustainable T&R related benefits to the landward side of the East Marine Plans. The
Marine Policy Statement (2.3.1.5 and 3.11.1) states that ‘marine plans should identif §
. Proposals that deliver tourism and/or recreation related benefits in arine Polcy Statement 2.3.15 an ) states that marine plans should identify areas {7 pgcy scoped out of assessment through EMP policy § . y i
Policy TR3 of constraint and locations where a range of activities may be accommodated. This will o . The proposal does not propose tourism or recreation related development Policy N/A to application Policy N/A to application
communities adjacent to the East marine plan areas should be supported. search- the policies are not relevant to the application area
reduce real and potential conflict, maximise compatibilty between marine activities and
encourage co-existence of mutiple uses. The Marine Policy Statement recogises the
changes made by seaside towns to attract visitors all year round, although some marine
activities are restricted by weather and many families only holidays. See
ast Plan paras: 436-490.
Developments requiring authorisation, that are In or could affect stes held
under a lease or an agreement for lease that has been granted by The
Chapter 4- Description of Changes to the Development
Crown Estate for development of an Offshore Wind Farm, should notbe | This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. ‘apter 4 - Description of Changes to the Develapmen
authorised unless
Chapter 21- Socio-Economics - Section 21.4.0
2) they can clearly demonstrate that they will not compromise the This policy s spatial and covers lease areas granted by The Crown Estate, and demonstration jepter 21 -Soclo-Economics - Section
el TR rati v or The policy ims o protet s dentfied by TCE from stelisation by other uses until |\ oy oo The development proposals do not propose or impact upon an ofshore wind farm nside a Round 3 Zone. However, the development actively supports thedefvry of Chapter 26- Assessment of Camulative and In-Combination Effcts Lo
Wind Farm such time as the site is no longer used, or liable to be reused in the future. Exceptional offshore wind farm development.
b) the lease/agreement for lease has been surrendered back to The Crown [circumstances include where an Offshore Wind Farm lease holder or agreement for lease
Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring
Estate and not been re-tendered holder for party to use that (non- Offshore Wind
<) the lease/agreement for lease has been terminated by the Secretary of [ Farm) use. See East Plans paras: 305-309. Chapter 28 - Concluson
State
d) in other
Chapter 4 - Description of Changes to the Development
This policy applies to both inshore and offshore plan areas. Link to policy WIND1, GOV3 and apter - Description of Changes fo the Developmen
062,
Chapter 21 - Socio-Economics - Section 21.4.0
PolIeyWIND2 Proposals for Offshore Wind Farms inside Round 3 zones, including This policy aims to ensure that the large potential for Offshore Wind Farms in the East IN- Polcyscoped nto assessmen through EVIP poficy search do pact upon an offshore wind farm inside a Round 3 Zone. However, the development actively supports the delivery of Chapter 26 - Assessment of Camuative and In-Combination Effects

relevant supporting projects and infrastructure, should be supported.

marine plan areas and the ambitions of government for renewable energy are realised by

h ‘with the policy,
infrastructure. See East Plan paras: 310-314.

offshore wind farm development.

Chapter 27 - Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring

Chapter 28 - Conclusion

Application assessment result|




