
  

Hornsea Project Three 
Offshore Wind Farm 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Hornsea Project Three  

Offshore Wind Farm 
 

Consultation Report: 
Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 

 

PINS Document Reference: A5.1.5 
 

 

Date: May 2018 



 Annex 5. – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 i  

 

 

Consultation Report  

 

Annex 5. – EIA Regulation 24 notice 

 

 

Report Number: A5.1.5 

Version: Final 

Date: May 2018 

 

 

 

 

 

This report is also downloadable from the Hornsea Project Three offshore wind farm website at:  

www.hornseaproject3.co.uk  

 

 

 

Ørsted 

5 Howick Place,  

London, SW1P 1WG  

© Orsted Power (UK) Ltd, 2018. All rights reserved 

Front cover picture: Kite surfer near a UK offshore wind farm © Orsted Hornsea Project Three (UK) Ltd., 2018. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Prepared by: Ørsted  

Checked by: Jennifer Brack and Felicity Browner 

Accepted by: Emily Woolfenden 

Approved by: Sophie Banham 

http://www.hornseaproject3.co.uk/


 Annex 5. – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 ii  

Table of Contents 

Section Number Content  

1 EIA Regulation 24 Transboundary Screening Document 

2 EIA Regulation 24 Notice 

3 EIA Regulation24 letter from the Planning Inspectorate  

4 EEA States Reponses to Regulation 24 notice 

5 List of transboundary consultees 

6 Summary of transboundary engagement 

 



 

  

 

 
Hornsea Project Three  
Offshore Wind Farm 

 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Date: May 2018 

Hornsea Project Three 

Offshore Wind Farm 

Consultation Report: Annex 5 
Section 1 – EIA Regulation 24 Transboundary Screening Document 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 1  

                                          

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 2  

 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018  

 

 3  



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018  

 

 4  



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018  

 

 5  

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018  

 

 6  



 

  

 

Hornsea Project Three 
Offshore Wind Farm 
 

 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Date: May 2018 

 

Hornsea Project Three 

Offshore Wind Farm 

Consultation Report: Annex 5 
Section 2 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report  
 May 2018 

 7  



  
 

  

 

Hornsea Project Three 

Offshore Wind Farm 
 

 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Date: May 2018

Consultation Report: Annex 5 
Section 3 – EIA Regulation 24 letter from the Planning Inspectorate 

Hornsea Project Three 

Offshore Wind Farm 



  
 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 

May 2018 

 

 8  

 



  
 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 

May 2018 

 

 9  



 

  

 
Hornsea Project Three  
Offshore Wind Farm 

 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

Date: May 2018 

 

 

Hornsea Project Three 

Offshore Wind Farm 

Consultation Report: Annex 5 
Section 4 – EEA States responses to Regulation 24 Notice 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 10  

 

 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 11  

 

 

 

 

 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 12  

 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 13  

 

 

 

 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 14  



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 15  



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 16  



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 17  



 Annex 5.4 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 18  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

  

 

Hornsea Project Three 
Offshore Wind Farm 
 

 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Date: May 2018 

Hornsea Project Three 

Offshore Wind Farm 

Consultation Report: Annex 5 
Section 5 – List of transboundary consultees 



 Annex 5 – EIA Regulation 24 Notice 
 Consultation Report 
 May 2018 

 

 19  

Belgium ministries/representatives 

• Flemish Government – Environment Nature and Energy Department; 

• Ministère de la Santé Publique et de l’Environnement; 

• Ministry of Brussels; 

• Federale Overheidsdienst Mobiliteit en Vervoer; 

• Royal Belgium Ship-owners Association;  

• Ministry of Wallonia; 

• Federal Public Service Health, Food Chain Safety and Environment; 

• Sydvestjysk Fiskeriforening; and 

• Rederscentrale. 

Danish ministries/representatives 

• Danish Ministry of the Environment; 

• Danish Maritime Authority; 

• Denmarks Rederiforening; and 

• Denmarks Fiskeriforening/ Danish Fishermen's Association. 

German ministries/representatives 

• Federal Ministry for the Environment Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety; 

• Wasser-und Schifffahrtsverwaltung des Bundes; 

• Verband Deutscher Reeder; and 

• BSH Bundesamt für Seeschifffahrtund Hydrographie. 

French ministries/representatives 

• Ministère des Affaires étrangères 

• Armateurs de France; 

• Préfecture Maritime de la Manche et de la Mer du Nord; 

• Secrétariat Général de la Mer; 

• FROM Nord; and 

• CME Organisation de Producteur. 

Dutch ministries/representatives 

• Ministry of Infrastructure and the Environment – Directorate General for Spatial Development and Water 

Affairs; 

• Rijkswaterstaat - Dutch Ministry of Infrastructure and Environment; 

• Rijkswaterstaat - Ministerie van Verkeer en Waterstaat; 

• Royal Association of Netherlands Ship Owners; 

• Ministry of Transport, Public Works and Water Management; 

• Policy Officer Nature and Spatial Planning - Dutch Fish Product Board; and 

• Vis Ned. 

Norwegian ministries/representatives 

• Ministry of Environment; 

• Norges Rederiforbund; 

• Norwegian Maritime Directorate; 

• Ministère des Affaires étrangères; 

• Department of Environment; and 

• Norwegian Fishing Vessel Owners Union. 

Swedish ministries/representatives 
 

• Implementation and Enforcement Department; and 

• Marine Standards Department. 
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Consultee  County  Contact Summary of response  Regard to response  

Environmental Protection Agency, 
Implementation & Enforcement 
Department: Implementation and 
Enforcement Department 

Sweden Johan Eriksson 

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping  

These issues are always handled by the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency, Implementation & Enforcement 
Department (Mr Egon Enocksson). All consultations should be sent to them as representatives for Sweden. 
Subsequently the Swedish Maritime Administration will not answer any of your consultations directly. 

Response to section 42 consultation 

The Swedish Maritime Administration (SMA) is not the formal consultation authority in Sweden with regard to offshore 
windfarms outside Sweden. Therefore, we urge you to not send any more consultations in this matter to SMA. 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments. The Swedish Environmental Protection 
Agency, Implementation & Enforcement Department (Mr Egon Enocksson) was 
consulted with under section 42 of the 2008 Act on the Preliminary 
Environmental Information Report (PEIR). See Annex 3 (document reference 
number A5.1.3) of the Consultation Report for the full list of consultees. 

Department for Environment Ireland Terry Sheridan 

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping  

The Irish Department for Environment has examined the documentation, and have decided to wait until EIS and final 
AA screening/AA is available before making comments, and only if there are risks associated with Hornsea Three. 

Would like to be kept informed. 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments and the Department for Environment 
was kept informed during the EIA process.  

Norwegian Ministry of Climate & 
the Environment 

Norway Vegard Engh 
Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

All correspondence should be coordinated through Mari Lise. 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments. All correspondence was coordinated 
through Mari Lisa at the Norwegian Environment Agency, including the statutory 
consultation under section 42 of 2008 Act on the PEIR. See Annex 3 (document 
reference number A5.1.3) of the Consultation Report for the full list of 
consultees. 

Vis Ned The Netherlands  

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

Advised that David Ras should be key contact for VisNed, Requested face to face meeting ahead of PEIR.  

Summary of meeting 23/02/2017 

Details discussed on fishing patterns of UK and Dutch vessels in the area. 

Concern raised over floating turbines and reduced access to the array area due to mooring and anchor cables. 

David Ras was updated as the key contact at Vis Ned.  

Ørsted invited Vis Ned to attend a Navigational Risk Assessment workshop on 
23rd February 2017 to focus on commercial fisheries.  

Floating foundations have now been removed from the project envelope. Details 
on the fishing patterns, species mix, gear configurations and grounds targeted in 
the vicinity of the Hornsea Three array area commercial fisheries study area 
have informed the baseline section of volume 2, Chapter 6: Commercial 
Fisheries in the Environmental Statement. 

Vis Ned were invited to join a meeting hosted at Ørsted’s offices on 15th 
November 2017. The meeting request was declined based on available. A copy 
of the presentation and minutes were shared with VisNed.   
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Consultee  County  Contact Summary of response  Regard to response  

Rijkswaterstaat - Dutch Ministry 
of Infrastructure and Environment 
(Netherlands)  

The Netherlands Leo de Vrees 

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

Confirmed that Leo de Vrees should be the main contact and noted that they would like to be kept informed of the 
results of the study. Interested in Appendix A. 

Summary of meeting 23/05/2017 

At the meeting, Ørsted provided an introduction to Hornsea Three and there was a general discussion around 
understanding the differences between how the two countries undertake the Environmental Impact Assessments for 
offshore wind farms.  

General  

• RWS asked whether there were any requirements or constraints to the number of MW per km.  

• RWS asked about SoCGs and noted that they have previously entered into these with other offshore wind 
developers. 

Marine Processes 

• RWS noted that they have not typically seen or raised concerns in relation to marine processes and based 
on the information presented have no major concerns to flag. They will consider the information provided 
within the PEIR. 

Benthic Ecology and Birds 

• RWS asked whether Ørsted shared data with Vattenfall in relation to their current developments in the 
former East Anglia Zone? 

• RWS noted that they have no offshore Natura 2000 sites for birds as all birds are protected under the Birds 
Directive. 

Marine Mammals, Fish and Noise 

• RWS advised that the Dutch do not have specific protected areas for harbour porpoise, rather they use the 
whole North Sea. RWS use the interim PCoD to review disturbance days for harbour porpoise in Dutch 
waters. 

• Ørsted presented the approach that would be presented in the PEIR and associated draft Report to Inform 
Appropriate Assessment for the assessment of impacts on the Klaverbank SCI. RWS noted that this looked 
ok but that RWS will discuss with the relevant specialist when the PEIR is formally published. 

Commercial Fisheries 

• RWS questioned what assumptions made about cable protection and burial in the impact assessments. 

Other Marine Users 

• RWS noted that in Dutch waters that at times, for radar approach to operational oil and gas platforms, there 
is consideration to temporarily shutting down turbines in certain conditions to allow access. 

Seascape Character Areas  

• RWS confirmed that these types of areas do not exist for Dutch waters.  

Response to PINS Regulation 24 notification 

We would like to confirm receipt of your notification under the EIA Regulations that the Proposed Development of 
Hornsea Three Offshore Wind Farm is likely to have significant effect on the environment in an EEA State. We would 
appreciate to be involved in the EIA procedure under Regulation 24 in relation to this Proposed Development. Please 
send further information in due course to this email address and the persons mentioned in the cc. 

The contact details for Ministry of Infrastructure and Environment (Netherlands) 
(RWS) were updated and RWS was kept informed. 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments. Ørsted met with Rijkswaterstaat (RWS) 
(Leo de Vrees) in May 2017 and subsequently consulted with RWS under 
section 42 of the 2008 Act on the PEIR. 

Summary of response to points raised at the meeting 23/05/2017 

General  

• Ørsted advised that this is not a consent constraint but is something 
which is referenced in the project’s Agreement for Lease with The 
Crown Estate. 

• Ørsted advised that they would welcome a SoCG with RWS. 

Marine Processes 

• This was acknowledged by Ørsted. 

Benthic Ecology and Birds 

• Ørsted explained that we do not share data directly but rather share 
results of analysis to enable cumulative assessment.  It is not the 
normal practice in the UK for developers to reassess the raw data from 
other developers. 

• This was noted by Ørsted. 

Marine Mammals, Fish and Noise 

• This was noted by Ørsted. Ørsted explained the approach taken to 
assessment of disturbance impacts in UK waters and explained the 
difference between the EIA approach and the use of Management 
Units as the populations against which impacts are assessed and that 
current advice from JNCC in relation to proposed approach to Habitats 
Regulations Assessment for impacts on the new harbour porpoise 
SACs.  

• This was noted by Ørsted. 

Commercial Fisheries  

• Ørsted explained that in the UK the assumption is that the Project 
cannot and will not seek to stop fishing within operational wind farms 
and hence developers need to ensure cable protection is adequate to 
account for this. Typically, projects adopt a commitment to a Cable 
Burial Risk Assessment, or similar, rather than having specific target 
burial depths across the entire cable route. 

Other Marine Users  

• This comment was noted by Ørsted. 

Seascape Character Areas 

• This comment was acknowledged by Ørsted. 

CME Organisation de Producteur France Anthony Viera 
Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

Use antony.viera@copeche.org as the main contact instead of previously abrefort@cmeop.com 

The distribution list was updated prior to statutory consultation under section 42 
of the 2008 Act on the PEIR and Anthony Viera was sent the consultation 
materials. 
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Consultee  County  Contact Summary of response  Regard to response  

Préfecture Maritime de la Manche 
et de la Mer du Nord 

France Sylvain Traversa 

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

It would be pertinent to examine precisely what will be the real impacts on French maritime activities, particularly in 
terms of professional fishing and the relocation of fishing grounds currently frequented; 

It is likely that there will be an increase in traffic and interference between professional fishing activities and maritime 
traffic. It would be appropriate to identify and quantify the actual impacts of the movement of fishing areas with 
maritime traffic in the Hornsea Project Three Offshore Wind Farm project area; 

It would be beneficial to determine precisely what will be the impact of the implementation of the Hornsea Project 
Three Offshore Wind Farm project on communications systems and meteorological and military radar systems. 

For reasons of coherence and co-existence of offshore activities, it would be interesting for France to be kept informed 
of the subsequent consultations of this project, and to be informed of the studies and feedback that could be used to 
model the planning of its marine space. 

Consequently, given the elements submitted to the Maritime Prefecture's analysis in the light of the responsibilities 
conferred on the Maritime Prefect, in terms of maritime safety, we are interested in being kept informed of further 
consultations on the Project.  

Response to PINS Regulation 24 notification 

Following your letter ref EN010080 of 27th June 2017, we would like to thank you for this consultation concerning the 
future Hornsea Project Three Offshore Wind Farm. As part of the French State and responsible for the Channel and 
North Sea, we consider important to be associate to the future formal consultation for this offshore project. So, we 
acknowledge receipt of your notification and we officially inform you of our intends to participate in the EIA procedure 
under Regulation 24 in relation to this Proposed Development. We stay at your disposal for any further information. 

The potential impact of the project on international fishing fleets is assessed In 
the Environmental Statement in Volume 2, Chapter 6: Commercial Fisheries. 

An assessment of impacts on vessel traffic has been made in the Environmental 
Statement volume 2, chapter 7: Shipping and Navigation and Environmental 
Statement volume 5, annex 7.1 Navigational Risk Assessment. 

Impacts on communications and radar are included in Environmental Statement 
section 8.5 of volume 2, chapter 8: Aviation, Military and Communication. 

The consultee was kept informed during the EIA process as requested.  

BSH Bundesamt für 
Seeschifffahrtund Hydrographie  

Germany Bettina Kaeppeler 

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

Thanked for opportunity to provide feedback on Scoping Report.  

With regard to the Transboundary Screen Matrix (Appendix A) - thanked for offer to provide further information / 
clarification, but do not see any such need at this stage or a meeting.  

They would like to be kept informed of the project's development and receive all related documents and information, 
and be given further opportunities to give comments and feedback in the course of the EIA (which might include 
involvement of other agencies /institutions, if need be). 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments. Bettina was added to the distribution list 
as main point of contact (July 2017) and consulted on the PEIR under section 42 
of the 2008 Act. 

Danish Maritime Authority Denmark 
Carsten Jensen 
(Special Adviser) 

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

For transboundary impacts, please contact the Danish Nature Agency or Danish Agency for Water and Nature 
Management instead. 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments. 

The Danish Nature Agency was added to the Transboundary consultee list. 

Danish Environmental Protection 
Agency 

Denmark Jan Bækgaard 

Response to introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

Jan is the Danish point of contact for notifications in relation to the ESPOO convention. 

Jan is coordinating a consultation with relevant Danish authorities and organizations and will make it the document 
available for the Danish public in order to give the authorities, organisation and the public opportunity to submit 
comments on whether Denmark shall participate in the EIA procedure and submit comments regarding the Scoping 
Report.  

Request deadlines for receipt of feedback. Deadline set for 17 March 2017 - to allow 5 weeks consultation period. 

The request for a deadline of 17 March 2017 for comments was accepted.  

Ørsted acknowledged these comments. An email was sent to chase feedback, 
however no further response was received. 
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Consultee  County  Contact Summary of response  Regard to response  

Ministry of the Environment and 
Food 

Denmark 
Karin Annette 
Pedersen 

Response to PINS Regulation 24 notification 

I write as the Danish Point of Contact for notifications regarding to the Espoo convention. In Denmark, we are a bit 
confused about how we understand your Espoo-process and thus the letter from DONG Energy dated July 27th. In 
Denmark, it is always the Espoo authority that sends the hearings to parties, but as I read your letter, a builder in 
England also sends out consultations? However, I understand your letter as being the same hearing, as the one we 
received from the English authority by Katherine King. This consultation has now been completed in Denmark, and 
with this mail I will forward the responses I will forward the responses I have sent today to Katherine King to you - the 
attached files contain the Danish consultation response. This also means that no public consultation has been initiated 
based on your letter of 27 July. If I have completely misunderstood your process, I would like to hear from you more 
closely. 

PINS contact all stakeholders under the Regulation 37 of the Infrastructure 
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the 2017 EIA 
Regulations), however, as a company we also contact key stakeholders as best 
practice to ensure we are aware of any issues as early as possible allowing us 
to respond. 

Federal Public Service Health, 
Food Chain Safety and 
Environment 

Belgium  
Response to Introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

Acknowledgement of receipt of email and have forwarded to service most competent in this matter. 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments. No further response was received from 
the consultee. 

Ministère de la Santé Publique et 
de l’Environnement 

Belgium Steven Vandenborre 

Response to Introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

As the federal point of contact, amongst others in charge for marine environment matters, I send you this email to 
confirm that Belgium intends to participate in the EIA procedure under Regulation 24 in relation to this Proposed 
Development. This doesn't mean that we will send contributions in every stage of the process, but we would like to be 
kept informed and get the opportunity to intervene, where appropriate. Thanks for sending further communication on 
this project to my email address, since I will be the Belgium coordinator for this project. 

Ørsted acknowledged these comments and ensured the Ministry was kept 
updated during the EIA process.  

Norwegian Environment Agency Norway Mari Lise 

Response to Introductory email regarding HRA and Scoping 

Would like to be kept informed on baseline and monitoring of seabirds, ducks, migrating birds, and their geographical 
use of the study area.  

Norwegian fisheries authorities to be kept informed and included in the EIA process at postmattak@fiskeridir.no. Copy 
of fisheries correspondence should also be sent to Mari Lise. 

Mari Lise is the Norwegian point of contact for notifications under the ESPOO convention. 

Response to PINS Regulation 24 notification 

The Norwegian fisheries authorities want to take part in the transboundary process and receive correspondence. For 
practical reasons, correspondence should be sent directly to the fisheries authorities through 
postmottak@fiskeridir.no, with a copy to the Norwegian Environment Agency (mari.lise.sjong@miljodir.no and 
postmottak@miljodir.no). The Norwegian Environment Agency does not want to take actively part in the process, but 
wants to be informed on relevant studies, as mentioned in the submission. Receiving copies of the correspondence 
with the fisheries authorities would probably be sufficient for this purpose. 

The Norwegian fisheries authorities have been kept involved and included in the 
EIA process. Fisheries correspondence was sent to Mari Lise as advised.  

French Focal Point France David Catot 

Response to PINS Regulation 24 notification 

Following our previous email (1 august 2017), we would like to confirm by the present email that France wishes to 
participate in the consultation concerning the Hornsea Project Three. The Espoo Focal Point represents the State of 
France on Transboundary consultation and will centralise the exchanges on the above-mentioned project. 

The French Focal Point were informed of consultations relating to Hornsea 
Three.  
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