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Executive Summary

This is the Scoping Opinion (“Opinion”) issued by the Department of Infrastructure (Dol) for and on behalf
of itself, the Department of Food, Environment and Agriculture (DEFA), the Department for Enterprise
(DfE), having consulted with the Cabinet Office, Manx National Heritage (MNH), and Manx Utilities (MU)

which for the purposes of the Opinion are referred to as IOMG.

On 18™ October 2023, the Dol received a scoping report (the “Scoping Report”) from @rsted (the
“Developer” or “Applicant”) as part of a request for a scoping opinion relating to the proposed Mooir
Vannin Offshore Wind Farm (the “Project” or “Proposed Development”) specifically the onshore and
offshore elements of the Project located within the Isle of Man jurisdiction. IOMG considered the content
of the Scoping Report as comprehensive and sufficient to enable a scoping opinion to be provided, it is
however noted that there are a number of areas that require further engagement with relevant

Departments. This Opinion should be read in conjunction with the Scoping Report.

The matters contained in the Scoping Report have been carefully considered by IOMG and use has been
made of professional judgment, based on expert advice from stakeholders. The Scoping Opinion
identifies the scope and level of detail of information to be provided in the Environmental Statement
(“ES”) which is prepared to document the environmental impact assessment (“EIA”) for the Proposed

Development.

An EIA is needed to support an application for consent to build and operate the Project, and the purpose
of this Opinion is to assist the Developer to undertake an appropriately informed EIA as will be required
in order to apply for Marine Infrastructure Consent (“MIC”) to build and operate the Project. It should
be noted that the Marine Infrastructure Management Act 2016 (“the Act”) received Royal Assent on the
17t May 2016; however, it should also be noted that not all of the provisions of the Act have been
enacted, and as such, it is not yet fully operational. The Department continues to progress with the
preparation of the necessary secondary legislation which sits under the Act. The aspiration is that the
Regulations will be prepared and submitted for approval at the July 2024 sitting of Tynwald, after which

time the Act and Regulations are fully enacted.

Therefore, taking the above into account, this Opinion does not currently constitute a scoping opinion
issued under section 15 of the Act. It does, however, provide an opinion under the provisions of the
Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulation 2017 (of Parliament) as applied
to the Island by the Climate Change (Infrastructure Planning) (Environmental Impact Assessment)

(Application) Order 2024. The duration of this opinion will be taken to be two years from the date of
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formal notification from the Dol.

The Project has a proposed capacity of up to 1400 MW, involving the deployment of up to 100 wind
turbines and associated infrastructure. Acknowledging that the final generation capacity and number of
structures has yet to be finalised, the Project is anticipated to be a large-scale offshore wind farm both
in the context of Isle of Man infrastructure development and relative to other offshore wind farm
projects, such as those in the UK or beyond. It is the only renewable energy development currently
proposed for Isle of Man waters. The Developer has expressed an interest in providing 80-100 MW of
power directly to the Island, with the remainder to be exported to neighbouring markets, the options for
which are still being explored. It is understood that additional applications for consent will be required

for different components of the Project beyond the limits of the Isle of Man’s territorial waters.

To the extent that the Project includes works beyond Manx territorial waters, it is expected that the
Project’s EIA will assess the impacts of those works, in addition to those elements of the Project proposed
in the Isle of Man. Separate consent applications will be needed for the works required in different
jurisdictions and, possibly, also for the different marine and land components within the Isle of Man. The
Department continues discussions with their external advisors on the extent of MIMA and once the
Department’s position in respect of this has been confirmed, it will be communicated to @rsted and
reflected in the appropriate legislation as submitted into the Tynwald procedure. This Opinion sets out
the IOMG’s views on the scope of the EIA as it relates to the elements of the marine infrastructure

activities and components of the Project proposed for Isle of Man waters only.

The IOMG draws attention to the following potential issues associated with the Proposed Development
as issues of high importance:
e seascape, landscape and visual impacts;
e socio-economic impacts, particularly including commercial fisheries;
e impact on navigation of vessels through and adjacent to Isle of Man waters;
e impact on the safe operation of the Isle of Man airport;
o sediment impacts —including changes to the sediment regime and resultant impacts on ecology
and fish;
e ecological impacts — including disturbance, displacement and collision risk for birdlife;
disturbance and displacement of marine mammals; effects of electro-magnetic fields on sensitive
fish and loss or change to seabed habitats; and,

e construction noise impacts - leading to disturbance to fish and marine mammals.

IOMG also notes that the generation of net economic benefit was a key factor in the decision to initiate
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the offshore wind programme. The EIA process must enable impacts to be accurately assessed in order
that the wider assessment of net benefit can be undertaken. It is understood that the Applicant has
proposed to use an Evidence Plan Process whereby it will ensure continued engagement with relevant
stakeholders to consider the potential impact of the Proposed Development and assess against the
relevant and applicable assessment mechanisms. It is understood that as part of this process, the
Applicant intends to ensure that only the receptors that have any likely significant effects will be included
within the final Environmental Statement to accompany any future application. It is expected that where
the Applicant has been able to demonstrate to the satisfaction of the relevant stakeholders that there
are no likely significant effects on their respective receptors, this documentation will be available should

it be required as part of the Examination process.

It should be noted that this Opinion is provided on the basis of information provided by the Developer
and is only as accurate as that information. The IOMG accepts no responsibility for the ongoing accuracy
of information or data cited by the Developer. Rather, the Opinion is provided in good faith in an attempt

to assist the Developer.

It should also be noted that the provision of this Opinion should in no way be construed as IOMG approval
of the indicative programme dates that the Developer has provided in its Report. Rather, IOMG retains
the discretion to review this Opinion and require further work to be carried out and/or updates provided
in the interim period between the issue of this Opinion, the commencement of the EIA and the
determination of any MIC application, should new information come to light. For the avoidance of doubt,
should the nature of the Proposed Development materially change, IOMG may determine that a new

Opinion is required.

The provision of this Opinion and specific comments, as well the future provision of any further or
updated comments, information or data is entirely without prejudice to the need for IOMG to ensure
that all material considerations (including any not identified in this Opinion) are taken into account at the
time any application for consent falls to be determined by the relevant decision maker. The ultimate
responsibility for ensuring that all material matters are suitably and accurately evidenced within the

consenting process is that of the Developer.
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1. Introduction

Project Background

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.4.1.

1.4.2.

An Agreement for Lease (AfL) for the Project was awarded to the Developer by the Isle
of Man Department of Infrastructure (Dol) following a competitive evaluation process.
The purpose behind the site award process was to initiate the development of one or
more offshore wind farms designed to export renewable energy to the UK and to
generate net economic benefit for the Isle of Man.
This process involved developers submitting proposals for potentially suitable sites for
development. It was decided that a coastal ‘buffer zone’ should be imposed, limiting
site selection options to the area between 6nm and the territorial water boundary
(12nm). This reflected concerns about potential impacts on human and environmental
receptors that may be associated with a close-to-shore project - although no inference
should be made that projects in areas outside this zone would automatically be
associated with reduced or minimised level of impact.
The AfL between the Developer and the Dol was signed in November 2015. This AfL
enables the Developer to carry out investigations, such as survey activities, to identify
the layout and size of a potential wind farm ahead of making a consent application and
applying for a full lease for the lifetime of the wind farm.
The Developer has previously advised that the AfL area was selected as a potentially
suitable site for offshore wind farm development due to the relatively shallow water
depths, the availability of a good wind resource and suitable ground conditions to
support turbine foundations. This site selection process also reflected analysis of
publicly available data and GIS modelling to consider potential key constraints such as:
Human environment: including the presence of key shipping and navigation routes,
commercial fisheries, aviation, existing cables and pipelines, oil and gas assets,
aggregate dredging, unexploded ordnance, and military practice and exercise areas;
Landscape and seascape visual: consistent with Isle of Man Government
requirements, a distance of 6nm from the coastline was kept to mitigate visual

impact;
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1.4.3.

1.5.

1.6.

Natural environment: including presence and distribution of seabirds, marine

mammals and benthic species and / or the presence of protected sites or features;
The AfL site covers approximately 250km?2. The developable area of the site is yet to be
determined, and it is acknowledged that the Developer will use the ‘Maximum Design
Scenario’ or ‘Rochdale Envelope’ as a mechanism to assess the potential impact of the
Project on a number of receptors. It is understood that the final layout and Project
design will follow an award of Marine Infrastructure Consent as there are factors which
sit outside the consenting process that need to be taken into account before this can
be finalised. The Developer will undertake appropriate geophysical and geotechnical
survey work, further wind data measurement, layout modelling and environmental
assessment to confirm the exact area.
An indicative programme for delivery has been proposed by the Developer in the
Report at Figure 6.2. At the time of issue of this Opinion the programme dates are
understood by the Dol and other responsible Departments. However, this Opinion
makes no further comment in relation to the programme beyond requiring that the
Developer engages in further discussion with Dol regarding requirements to update
provisions in this document in order that the EIA makes use of best available, up to
date information should a delay to AfL dates be agreed. The Developer will continue to

engage with the Dol in respect of the commercial negotiations associated with the AfL.

The Scoping Process

1.7.

1.8.

The scoping process is undertaken early on in a project’s development. It considers
those components of the human, biological and physical environment that are relevant
to the proposed project given its location, nature and scale and aims to identify those
that have the potential to be significantly impacted. Through the process, a developer
takes stock of existing baseline information and data and identifies where further data
collection and assessment may be needed. In the case of offshore wind projects, the
additional survey requirements are usually substantial.

A developer prepares a Scoping Report which identifies those issues which it considers
may need further consideration in the EIA and also may ‘scope out’ impacts which are
not considered to need further assessment. The Scoping Report is not intended to
include details of the potential significance of impacts, rather it sets out the proposed
approach to the assessment of impacts and any specific survey requirements. The
resulting Scoping Opinion (this document) sets the guidelines for the content and

direction of the EIA, including topics scoped in or out for assessment, drawing together
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1.9.

1.10.

advice from statutory bodies who are likely to be most involved in the consenting
process or who have relevant professional judgment, expertise or experience in respect

of potential impacts from a proposed development.

The next step in the process is to carry out a detailed consultation exercise with
stakeholders across the technical disciplines to discuss survey requirements,
assessment methodologies and to review data sources to ensure the best available
information is used during the EIA process. It is acknowledged that the Developer
proposed to undertake this by way of an Evidence Plan Process. Much work has been
undertaken to correctly identify the relevant stakeholders for this application, and it is
noted that all of these groups have already been engaged. It is further noted and
understood that all of these relevant groups and stakeholders have indicated a
willingness to engage with the Developer as part of the Evidence Plan Process in order
to understand the potential significant effects of the proposed development and the
consideration of this evidence will continue until the point of submission of the
application if required. As part of this consultation exercise or the Evidence Plan
Process, the Developer may also choose to provide preliminary environmental
information if it considers this would be helpful. This detail will be provided in the

forthcoming Marine Infrastructure Management Act 2016 Regulations.

A good scoping process will enable the EIA process to identify and measure the
anticipated effects and to consider appropriate mitigation measures to reduce or avoid
those effects. The ES is then the document that summarises the findings from the EIA

process and will accompany any future application for the Project.

Legislative Context

1.11.

The Isle of Man’s Marine Infrastructure Management Act 2016 (the “Act”) introduces
a new consenting process for certain activities in the territorial seas. The Act received
Royal Assent on the 17th May 2016; however, the Act is not yet fully operational. The
Dol continues to progress with the preparation of the required secondary legislation to
support the Act, and has carried out a limited consultation exercise on the principles to
be contained within the secondary legislation. The Dol will continue to finalise its
position in respect of certain specific policy positions, as well as practical steps for
preparing, submitting and determining an application, and incorporate these into the
accompanying regulations. It is intended that the Dol will submit the regulations at the
July 2024 sitting of Tynwald, after which stage, and subject to Tynwald approving the
legislation (as required), the regulations and the remaining parts of the Act will be
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enacted. The Dol however cannot pre-empt the will of Tynwald.

1.12. The purpose of the Act is to provide a streamlined decision-making process for
consenting specific development proposals and activities within the territorial seas.
The Act will help to ensure a sustainable approach to marine development, providing
a clearly defined consenting process that can adapt to advances in marine industries

and technologies.

1.13. The new legislation imposes a requirement that a Marine Infrastructure Consent
(“MIC”) will be required for a range of ‘controlled marine activities’” which includes
offshore renewable energy generation. This MIC will also cover any ‘associated marine
activities’ — namely those activities that are required in connection with a controlled

marine activity.

1.14. The Developer will be required to submit an application for a MIC that will include all
infrastructure required within the final Lease Site and any cable corridors to contain
the power cable routes that are within the boundary of the territorial sea both for
export as well as for any cable routes that are being proposed for being landed to bring
the power onto the Island. As noted above, the final extent of the Act is still under
consideration. This question formed one of the recent consultation questions, and the
Department continues to consider these responses alongside the advice from its
external legal advisors before confirming its position. Once this position has been
finalised, and included within the draft legislation, the Department will inform @rsted.
However, as noted above, whilst the Department can propose the legislation to
Tynwald, it is ultimately outwith the Department’s control and cannot influence any

proposed amendments as part of the Tynwald process.

1.15. A MIC under the Act will remove the requirement to obtain consents or approvals for
any controlled or associated marine activities located seaward of the Mean High Water
Mark (“MHWM”) that may have been otherwise required under the Town and Country
Planning Act 1999, the Harbours Act 2010, the Water Pollution Act 1993, the Submarine
Cables Act 2003, the Mineral Act 1986, the Petroleum Act 1986, the Wildlife Act 1990,
the Fisheries Act 2012, the Electricity Act 1996, the Petroleum Act 1998 (an act of
Parliament) (as applied by the Petroleum Act 1998 (Application) Order 2000) and the
Ramsey Bay (Marine Nature Reserve (No. 2) Byelaws 2011, or legislation as

subsequently notified.

1.16. Following the introduction of the Act, it is now necessary for IOMG to introduce the

required secondary legislation. It is acknowledged that in advance of the full legislation
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becoming operational, both the Developer and IOMG are proceeding in accordance
with the proposed provisions of the Act, whilst also paying regard to the extant
legislation and guidance that has been produced by IOMG for developers. It would not
be the intention of IOMG that the Developer should have to ‘redo’ any part of the
scoping or EIA process once the legislation is in place in order to comply with the new
legislation (although this does not preclude the need for additional scoping or EIA work
should the Proposed Development materially change). It is as a result of this position
that the Dol has worked to prepare the Climate Change (Infrastructure Planning)
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (Application) Order 2024 which aims to apply the
relevant parts of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017 (of Parliament) to the Island. It is understood that this is the
mechanism by which this Opinion can be issued to ensure that, when an application is
submitted under the Act, it will be able to be transitioned in as having been undertaken
under the provisions of a consenting regime as identified within the Act. The Dol is
proceeding cautiously having regard to what will be required by a future applicant once
an application is submitted under the provisions of the Act, and ensuring that what is
undertaken prior to both the full enactment of the legislation and submission of a
future application will be legally acceptable under the provisions of the Act and the
corresponding secondary legislation that sits underneath it. The Dol continues to work
on the required and relevant transitional arrangements which will be provided in order

to enable this to happen.

1.17. The Act stipulates a requirement to carry out an EIA before making an application
for an MIC. This is set out in section 13(1) of the Act (section 13(2)) which will require
the Dol to make regulations about the process, form and content of an EIA, with the
aim of ensuring that “an EIA is prepared in accordance with a process that is rigorous
and authoritative, and appropriate and proportionate having regard to the nature
and scale of the controlled marine activities (and any associated marine activities)
proposed to be carried out” (Clause 13(4)). Clause 14 of the Act also provides for the
Dol to give guidance about pre-application consultation, publication and EIA, to which
the applicant must have regard. It is understood that this will be contained within the
required MIMA secondary regulations which the Dol continues to progress and expects
to submit into the Tynwald process ahead of their consideration at the July 2024 sitting.

1.18. Scoping is to be a mandatory part of the EIA process pursuant to the section
15 of the Act, with the resulting Scoping Opinion becoming part of the material to be
taken into account as part of a developer’s application for consent.

1.19. Many components of the Project’s infrastructure will be outside of Isle of Man waters,
Page 11
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1.20.

including most of the offshore export power cables to the UK, the onshore export
cables once landed in the UK, and any subsequent onshore substation in the UK. These
elements will be the subject of separate consent application(s) under the relevant
United Kingdom legislative and consenting regime and will be the subject of their own
Scoping Report to be submitted to UK authorities. For the avoidance of doubt, this
Scoping Opinion does not include any elements of the Project which sit outside of the
Isle of Man’s jurisdiction. It is further noted that there is likely to be a requirement for
consideration of some onshore elements associated with this Project, whether it is as
part of an overall Marine Infrastructure Consent (if it is determined that the Act can
consent activities outwith the controlled marine area) or if it is required that a separate
application must be submitted for consideration under the provisions of the Town and
Country Planning Act 1999.

Furthermore, for the avoidance of doubt, it should be noted that this Scoping
Opinion does not constitute a scoping opinion under section 15 of the Act, as the Act
is not yet operational. It will, however, form a scoping opinion under the provisions of
the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (of
Parliament) applied to the Island by the Climate Change (Infrastructure Planning)
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (Application) Order 2024 (as approved by Tynwald
in April 2024) which is proposed to be identified as a recognised consenting regime for
the provisions of MIMA. However, there are a number of preconditions that must be

satisfied.

Environmental Impact Assessment Process and Requirements

1.21.

In advance of regulations and guidance under the Act being in place, it is
understood that the Developer plans to progress the EIA in line with the requirements
of the European Union EIA Directive 2014/52/EU (the “EIA Directive”). An overriding
principle of the EIA Directive is to ensure that projects likely to have significant effects
on the environment are made subject to an environmental assessment before they can
be authorised. Consultation with the public is a key feature of environmental
assessment procedures. IOMG concurs with the overall approach to EIA that is set out
in the Report and will expect the Developer to continue to have ongoing regard to all
relevant international legislation and relevant international obligations to which the
Island is a signatory, bearing in mind the United Kingdom’s responsibility for the
Island’s external relations and the proximity of the development to EU member states.
Ongoing communication between the Developer and IOMG is expected as the

domestic secondary legislation is developed and implemented.
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1.22. The Developer also intends to have regard to relevant United Kingdom EIA regulations
including the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations
2009 (as amended) and The Marine Works (Environmental Impact Assessment)

Regulations 2007 (as amended).

The Habitats Directive and the Birds Directive

1.23. The Habitats and Birds Directives are not applicable in the Isle of Man. There has not
been any work undertaken yet to review whether elements of them may be useful to
add in to the Manx legislation. Noting, however, that the Habitats and Birds Directives
have transboundary obligations, and that the Project may include elements of
infrastructure located in the UK jurisdiction, IOMG would recommend that the
Developer consider whether assessments pursuant to the Habitats and Birds Directives

(or implementing UK legislation) should be undertaken on a voluntary basis.

International Conventions

1.24. It is also noted that the Isle of Man is signatory to several international
conservation and shipping conventions via the UK Government. The provisions of the
following are applicable to the development process for this Project:

° The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS)
. The Convention for the Protection of the Marine Environment of the North

East Atlantic (‘OSPAR’ Convention)

° The Convention on Wetlands (‘Ramsar’ Convention)
. The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD)
° The Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals

(‘Bonn’ Convention)

. The Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats (‘Bern’ Convention)

° Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary

Context (Espoo Convention)

° The International Convention for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships (MARPOL)
. The International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea (SOLAS)

. Convention on the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1972
(COLREGS)
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2. Project Proposal

Developer’s Information

2.1. The following is a summary of the information about the Project and the surrounding
area as provided by the Developer in the Scoping Report.
Background
2.2. The Scoping Report provides an outline description of the offshore wind farm layout

and components, construction activity, and operation and maintenance activity. These
are outline descriptions only because the Project is at a very early stage. It is expected
that a full description of the Project (including its construction, operation and
maintenance proposals) will be provided in the ES that will accompany any future

application for the Project.

The Project

2.3.

2.4.

The AfL area for proposed Project lies six nautical miles (nm) off the east coast of the
Isle of Man and fully within the 12nm limit of the Island’s territorial sea. The site covers
approximately 250km?. It is expected that the Project will generate up to 1400MW of

renewable energy.

Components of the Project are likely to include wind turbines, offshore substation(s),
foundations for both of the above, scour protection, inter-array electricity cables
linking the individual wind turbines to an offshore substation and offshore export
power cable(s) to the boundary of loM territorial waters. If power is to be landed in
the Isle of Man, it is anticipated that further power cables and Supervisory Control and
Data Acquisition (SCADA) cables will also be landed on the Island, whilst onshore
infrastructure including an onshore substation and connection point would also be
required. The precise number, location, capacity and dimensions of individual wind
turbines and other structures has yet to be confirmed. Indeed, it is unlikely that this
information will be finalised at the point of consent application, examination or even
determination. As such the Developer’s Scoping Report considers a project “design
envelope” that includes the parameters considered to be the “worst case” from the
perspective of impact assessment. Where flexibility in the design envelope is required,
this must be defined within the ES and the reasons for requiring such flexibility clearly

stated. At the time of application, the parameters of the Project should not be so wide-
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ranging as to represent effectively different projects. The ES will contain more detail on

these options but they can be summarised as follows:

2.4.1. Wind Turbines: The Developer is currently proposing a design envelope of a project
which will seek to generate approximately 1400MW using offshore wind turbines,
which is double that proposed in the original Scoping Report of 2016. It is
acknowledged that there have been significant technological advances since the
previous 2016 Scoping Opinion was prepared resulting in more efficient turbines with
an ability for greater outputs. For this reason, the proposed maximum number of
turbines to be developed has decreased from 114 to 100, whilst the anticipated output
has risen from around 800MW to a maximum of around 1400MW. The Maximum
Design scenarios will be considered and included as part of the Project’s Environmental

Impact Assessment.

2.4.2. The choice of wind turbine capacity has implications for project design. For example:

. Number of structures installed: The base case 1400MW wind turbine
scenario would involve deploying up to 100 individual structures, although this
remains subject to change and will be dependent both on the technology
available at the time of commissioning as well as being subject to later financial
decisions by the Developer.

° Blade dimensions: Longer turbine blades are able to capture more wind energy.
The 1400MW base case is assumed to use 160m length turbine blades, meaning
the turbine diameter is 320m.

° Air gap: Offshore wind turbines feature an “air gap” between the lowest blade
tip and the sea surface. In UK waters the minimum air gap required by
regulation for vessel safety reasons is 22m above Mean High Water Springs
(MHWS) sea level which corresponds to c. 30m above Lowest Astronomical Tide
(LAT). As part of this Maximum Design Envelope, the Developer has proposed a
minimum air gap of 30m above LAT.

° Blade tip height: the blade dimensions and the air gap provide the mechanism
for calculating the ‘tip’ height — namely the highest point above LAT reached by
the tip of the turbine blade. The Developer will assume a maximum tip height
equivalent to 389m above LAT.

. Wind turbine placement and spacing: The process to consider location and
spacing between turbines will also be affected by the turbine technology that is
chosen and acquired for the Project. The process will balance component costs,

wind harvesting and electrical transmission efficiencies with safety and
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environmental constraints.

2.4.3. Offshore Substations: A maximum of five offshore electrical substations (one of
which may be used as an Operations & Maintenance Base) will be required to collect
the electricity generated by the operational wind turbines. The voltage will be
stepped up by a minimum of two transformers per substation before transmission
along export power cable(s) to the onshore substations. The substation unit(s) will
be mounted on a jacket foundation. Substation location(s) will be determined
during the wind farm design process and details about substation design
parameters will be included in the ES.

2.4.4. Foundations for Wind Turbines and Offshore Substations: There are a number of
different foundation types that may be used to fix the turbines and substation(s) to
the seabed. The EIA will consider a range of different options: steel monopiles,
mono suction buckets, jacket foundations with suction buckets, jacket foundations
with pin piles, and gravity base structures. These options are introduced in the
Scoping Report alongside an overview of the seabed preparation and fabrication
principles and the installation process for each foundation type.

2.4.5. Scour Protection for Foundations: Scour protection measures may be needed to
mitigate scour around foundations. The amount of protection required will vary
according to the foundation type and there are different methods available. These
issues are introduced in the Scoping Report and it is noted that the final choice will
be made after detailed foundation design.

2.4.6. Inter-array Electricity cables: Cables carrying the electrical current will link the wind
turbines to an offshore substation. The High Voltage Alternating Current (HVAC)
cables will be buried up to 3m below the seabed. It may be necessary to cover
sections of the cable(s) with a hard protective layer such as rock or concrete
mattresses to ensure that they remain secure.

2.4.7. Offshore Export Power Cables: The Scoping Report notes, for the export power
cable from the array, that a number of different options are being considered as
part of the Route to Market options being explored. There are two main options:

e a radial connection with either HVAC/ High Voltage Direct Current (HVDC)
transmission system from the Proposed Development to an onshore
substation (OnSS) in either Penwortham (England) or Frodsham (England) with
a National Grid connection and a Power-to-X (P2X) facility that is either
connected via Private Wire or via the National Grid. The offshore transmission
system will comprise up to five export cables in the event of HVAC and will

travel via an offshore booster station or up to four export cables (in two
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circuits) in the event of HVDC. For the HVAC Private Wire connection to P2X
option, the offshore cables will split prior to or at landfall, with some travelling
directly to the P2X facility and the others to the OnSS in North West England
or Wales which then connect to a National Grid substation. For the National
Grid connection to P2X option, the offshore export cables will all travel directly
to the OnSS in England which then connect to a National Grid substation, from
which power will supply the P2X facility; or,

e A Multi-Purpose Interconnector (MPI) with a HVDC transmission system with
export cables connecting the Proposed Development to both an Onshore
Converter Station in Eire (currently investigating potential grid connection
locations on the east coast and export cables to an OnSS in the North West of
England or in Wales), which could connect to a P2X facility via private wire
before the National Grid substation. A total of three converter stations would
be required to convert the voltage firstly from HVAC within Isle of Man
Territorial Seas (using one of the five proposed Offshore Substations in the
Offshore Array), then back to HVAC once onshore in Eire and in the UK (using
the aforementioned OnSSs).

2.4.8. Export power cable(s) will carry electricity from the offshore substation(s) to
onshore substation which will connect to the National Grid. The electricity
transmission will be high voltage alternating current (HVAC) and the cable will be
buried below the seabed through to landfall. 3 export cables, one for each circuit,
will run to landfall. Typically, the environmental assessment will consider an export
cable corridor, potentially several kilometres wide, to allow the final cable route to
be micro sited.

2.4.9. The Offshore Electrical Connection Cable consists of the Electrical Cable(s)
connecting the Offshore Array to landfall in the Isle of Man, including the SCADA
cables from the turbines, to be located within the Offshore Electrical Connection

Search Area.
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Realistic ‘Worst Case’ Indicative Design Envelope Summary:

Parameter

Design envelope

WIND TURBINES

Maximum expected generation capacity (wind farm) (MW) 1400
Maximum no. of turbines 100
Minimum height of lowest blade tip above MHWS (m) 22
Maximum blade tip height above LAT (m) 389
Maximum rotor blade diameter (m) 320

OFFSHORE SUBSTATIONS

Number of Offshore Substations

5 (potential for one to be used
as an Operational &
Maintenance Base)

Length of Topside 180m

Width of Topside 90m

Height (LAT) (including auxiliary structures, such as 100m

helipad, crane, and lightning protection however excluding

antennae and masts)

Wind Turbine Offshore Sub Station
Generator

Steel Monopiles:

Maximum diameter at surface (m) 12 12
Maximum diameter at seabed (m) 18 18
Maximum no. of monopiles 100 100
Maximum hammer energy (Kj) 5000 5000
Jacket Structure with Pin Piles

Maximum number of legs 4 8
Maximum leg diameter (m) 6.6 4.6
Maximum pin pile diameter (m) 6 3.5
Maximum hammer energy (kJ) 3000 3000
Maximum number of piles 4 16
Seabed footprint (m?) 113 154
Gravity Base
Diameter at surface (m) 12 170 x 170m
Diameter at seabed (m) 60 170 x 170m
Seabed footprint (m?) 2,827 28900
Jacket Structure Secured with Suction Buckets:
Bucket diameter (m) 20 30
Number of legs 4 8
Seabed footprint (m?) 1,257 5,655
Mono suction bucket
Diameter of column (m) 12 12
Diameter at seabed (m) 40 40
Seabed footprint (m?) 1,257 1,257
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The Project site and surrounding baseline environment

2.5.

2.6.

2.7.

2.8.

2.9.

2.10.

2.11.

Marine Physical Environment: The Developer states that the water depth in the
AfL area is calculated to range between 10 and 37m. In the far north-east corner of the
site, the Ramsey Bay Marine Nature Reserve has deeper water of up to 40m in depth.
Modelled mean spring and neap tidal ranges across the array area are 6.0 and 3.2m,
respectively.

Mean annual significant wave heights within the Offshore Array are approximately
1.2m, reaching up to 1.5 m in the winter months and tending to increase towards the
south-west, closer to the centre of the Irish Sea. The Developer deployed a wave buoy
within the site to obtain more metocean data in September 2023, with data collection
due to last for 12 months.

The seabed sediments over the site are generally coarse comprising sands and gravels,
with a higher fraction of finer sediments in the north, grading to coarser sediments to
the south. Boulders are found in limited deposits across the site. No rock outcrop was
recorded. The most noticeable feature of the seabed is the prevalence and distribution
of gravel ribbons exposed by high current velocities flowing in a south-west to north-

easterly direction.

The geology beneath the seabed in the Irish Sea area largely consists of glacial and post-
glacial sediments, which are generally less than 50m thick.

Designated Sites: Specific areas of the island’s land and sea have been designated for
conservation purposes with associated legislation and/or special management
measures, including Areas of Special Protection (ASP), Marine Nature Reserves (MNR),
National Nature Reserves (NNR), Areas of Special Scientific Interest (ASSI), Ramsar
Sites, Manx Wildlife Trust Reserves and Manx National Trust Land. Government-
designated sites are typically statutory, with the majority under the Wildlife Act 1990.
Non-Government Organisation designations are not necessarily statutory, and details
should be obtained from the administering organisation directly.

Although the AfL site does not directly overlap with any designated sites, the Project
could indirectly affect a range of designated nature conservation areas via far-field
impacts such as changes to hydrodynamic conditions, noise or other pollutants, or via
impacts on mobile species such as seabirds or marine mammals.

The closest designated sites for marine interests are Maughold Cliffs & Brooghs ASSI
and Ramsey Bay MNR (also an internationally-recognised marine protected area by
OSPAR and other nature conservation bodies), but seabirds may visit the AfL from

other Manx sites, such as Manx shearwaters from the Calf of Man, and there may be
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transboundary effects relating to species, such as gannets, from sites such as the Scare
Rocks Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Ailsa Craig Special Protected Area
(SPA) (both Scotland, UK), and Manx shearwaters from a number of designated sites in
surrounding jurisdictions. Marine Nature Reserves cover approximately 11% of Manx
waters. Marine protection measures in Manx waters may also include fisheries
management or conservation areas, for example East Douglas-Experimental Research
Area (EDG-ERA).

2.12.  The network of MPAs in Isle of Man territorial waters forms part of a wider European
network, designated under Manx legislation, to fulfil the Island’s commitments under
various multi-lateral agreements to protect the coastal and marine environment (e.g.
the Convention on Biological Diversity, Bern, Bonn and OSPAR conventions) and meet
its own domestic policies and interests.

2.13.  In addition to designations under Manx legislation, other transboundary designations
in the vicinity of the AfL include international sites (e.g. Ramsar sites), European and
UK designations (e.g. Special Protection Areas (SPA) [and Special Areas of Conservation
(SACs)]) and Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI).

2.14.  Marine and Coastal Ornithology: It is expected that seabirds in the AfL area will be
broadly typical of those seen in the North-East Atlantic and offshore Irish Sea
environment. The Isle of Man is of high importance for seabirds with species found all
around the Manx coast, both in summer and outside of the breeding period. Manx
seabird breeding populations for species including cormorant (Phalacrocorax carbo),
shag (Phalacrocorax aristotelis), herring gull (Larus argentatus), great black-backed gull
(Larus marinus), little tern (Sternula albifrons) and black guillemot (Cepphus grylle) are
at levels exceeding 1% of the UK and Isle of Man populations. The Manx shearwater is
a UK, loM and Channel Islands amber-listed species and is of particular conservation

concern on the Isle of Man, where a recovery project is underway on the Calf of Man.

2.15. Benthic Ecology: Manx waters contain a rich and diverse benthic ecology environment,
featuring a number of nationally and internationally important species, including
Arctica islandica, and habitats, including maerl beds, eelgrass meadows and horse
mussel reefs. Ongoing surveys suggest the AfL area is likely to feature sand and gravel
substrates dominated by species including brittle star Ophiura albida, polychaete
tubes, queen and king scallops, hydroids and hermit crabs. The Isle of Man Government

notes that horse mussels (Modiolus modiolus) have been recorded during benthic

L http://sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac.uk/documents/government-reports/closed-

areas/2022/EDGERAReport 20172021 Final.pdf
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surveys in the AfL area and it is possible that horse mussel reef features are present in

the AfL area.

2.16. Fish and Shellfish: A variety of fish and shellfish species are found in Isle of Man
territorial waters, with several using the area for spawning and/or nursery grounds. Of
particular importance is the herring spawning ground which partially overlaps with the
AfL area and is thought to be the most important herring spawning area in the Irish
Sea. Other fish and shellfish are thought to use the area for spawning, e.g. plaice. A
number of commercially important fisheries species are present in the AfL area

including whelk, queen scallop and king scallop.

2.17. Marine Mammals & Megafauna: The five most common species of cetacean in Isle of
Man territorial waters are harbour porpoise, (Phocoena phocoena), bottlenose dolphin
(Tursiops truncates), minke whale (Balaenoptra acutorostrata), Risso’s dolphin
(Grampus griseus) and common dolphin (Delphinus delphis). The Isle of Man
Government notes the importance of waters to the east of the Island for these species,
in particular the minke whale which seasonally feeds on herring. Basking sharks are
also commonly observed in Isle of Man territorial waters during the summer months.
Grey seal are the most commonly-sighted seal species in Manx waters with the Island

being an important haul out, resting and pupping site.

2.18. Commercial Fisheries: The fishing industry is an important aspect of the Isle of Man
economy. There is an active fishing fleet within Isle of Man territorial waters mainly
focusing on molluscs and crustaceans. These include the king and queen scallops
(Pecten maximus and Aequipecten opercularis respectively), whelk (Buccinum
undatum), brown crab (Cancer pagurus), lobster (Homarus gammarus) and langoustine
(Nephrops norvegicus). Other species fished include fin fish and squid. In recent years,
the amount of herring landed in the Isle of Man has also been increasing.

2.19. Shipping and Navigation: IOMG notes that Isle of Man territorial waters are important
for marine traffic. Commercial shipping provides essential lifeline links for the
transport of food, fuel, raw materials and consumer goods required by businesses and
communities on the Isle of Man as well as important passenger services to and from
the UK and Ireland. Additionally, many vessels (including passenger transport and
commercial shipping vessels) pass through Manx waters as they travel between the UK
and Ireland. The Isle of Man’s position in the Irish Sea also provides a location for
recreational and commercial boats to take shelter from adverse weather and sea
conditions.

2.20. Civil Aviation: IOMG notes that the Isle of Man Airport at Ronaldsway is the main
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(civilian) airport on the Isle of Man. The Airport is owned and operated by the Dol.
Along with the Isle of Man Sea Terminal, it is one of the two main gateways to the Island
providing vital commercial services. These include the key routes to London and the
South East and patient transfer to the North West of England. The Airport has
scheduled services to the United Kingdom and Ireland on which there is a high level of
dependence. The airport also provides a range of Air Traffic Control (ATC) Services and
uses a combined display of Primary and Secondary Surveillance Radar to provide
surveillance services both within and outside IOM Controlled Airspace (CAS). This is an
important safety service with a wide public benefit that extends beyond IOM territorial
borders.

2.21. Marine Archaeology: The Isle of Man has a rich maritime heritage, reflected in the
historic and archaeological record. Within and around the AfL area there is arange
of maritime (including seafaring) remains, features associated with coastal settlement,
and the remains of former terrestrial landscapes and their inhabitants. This geological,
archaeological, cultural and social heritage interplays between the Island, its coastal
landscape and territorial sea.

2.22. Seascape, landscape and visual character: Douglas and Ramsey are coastal
settlements in proximity to the AfL area and have a strong visual relationship with the
sea. The national coastal path extends along the eastern coast and affords views of the
seascape that includes the whole AfL area. IOMG also notes that coastal land in several
areas (Maughold Brooghs, Dhoon and Laxey Head) is held in national trust and public
amenity, and extensive areas of publicly accessible upland, which are open to

ramblage, command views of the AfL area.

Page 22

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Isle of Man Government’s Comment

Isle of Man development context:

2.23.

2.23.1.

2.23.2.

2.23.3.

The potential scale of the Project is significant both relative to other offshore wind
projects in neighbouring jurisdictions’ waters and in the context of other Isle of
Man developments. Additionally, it is the first large-scale offshore infrastructure
project for the Island. The importance of this context must be acknowledged and

remain at the heart of development and consultation activities. For example:

There will be local sources of information and knowledge that could be extremely
relevant to the development of the Project that may not be immediately obvious or
available. Considerable care needs to be given to the wider consultation process
and it is acknowledged that the Developer is seeking to engage with each of the
statutory consultees involved in this Scoping process to identify further contacts and
sources of information. It is further acknowledged that the Developer has actively
sought to engage with as many external stakeholders as possible to ensure that
throughout their Evidence Plan process, the interests of as many relevant sectors
are suitably represented for consideration of each of the receptors. The Dol is
happy to assist the Developer in identifying and accessing any of this information if
and when it can.

It cannot be assumed that statutory and non-statutory consultees have technical or
specialist knowledge or practical experience with offshore wind farm development,
construction and operation. This should be considered in the way in which
consultation is approached, and information is documented and shared. It is
acknowledged that the Developer has to date undertaken some early consultation
exercises, and plans are in place for further pre-application consultation.

There will not be the same depth or breadth of Isle of Man-specific/Isle of Man
generated advice and guidance available to the Developer in relation to the
development process as may exist in other jurisdictions. As highlighted in the
Report, it will be necessary to consider the application of good practice and
guidance that is accepted in other regions — for example in relation to assessing
impacts or to considering potential mitigation options, project design principles or
construction/operation procedures as well as the cumulative effects assessment.
This will also ensure that the Developer is taking account of emerging best practice
and science in preparing its application. Isle of Man statutory consultees may not
be aware of the relevant guidance or its key provisions. As acknowledged

previously, the next stage of the scoping process involves discussion with
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stakeholders across the technical disciplines in relation to survey requirements,
assessment methodologies and data sources. This forms part of the Evidence Plan
Process that the Developer is intending to pursue as part of the Environmental
Impact Assessment process. These discussions should include the application of
such advice and agree on guidance that can be used with consideration given as to

how and why the provisions are appropriate in the Isle of Man context.

Project Description and Design Envelope

2.24.

2.25.

2.26.

The Developer should ensure that the Project description is as accurate and refined
as possible. It will need to be defined in sufficient detail in the ES such that a
robust and realistic worst case design envelope is provided in order that a full
assessment of the adverse and positive impacts can be undertaken. It should also
provide a clear division of the project in terms of both the land and marine elements
for the Isle of Man as well as the parts of the Project which leave Manx waters. At this
stage, it is anticipated that the Territorial Sea Committee comprising the respective
Departments of the Isle of Man Government will become a consultee for those

applications that are in other jurisdictions.

It is expected that the ES will include a clear description of all aspects of the proposed
Project at the construction, operation and maintenance, and decommissioning stages.
The EIA process should be integrated to cover all proposed works and/or infrastructure,
in all relevant jurisdictions. It is further anticipated that, should a separate application
be required for any land elements of the Project, that any impacts associated with
these works will also be considered in the appropriate manner to satisfy the relevant
legislative requirements.

It is acknowledged that it is not possible to finalise Project design until a much later
stage in development, and that it is accepted practice for the scope of an offshore
wind project’s EIA process to reflect all of the potential effects that might occur
depending on the choice of final design. It is further acknowledged that this is achieved
by assessing the maximum parameters for key metrics and infrastructure components
— the so-called “Design Envelope”. The importance of retaining this flexibility is
recognised and supported by IOMG. However, for clarification, once an application
for an MIC is submitted under the Act, the application cannot be changed in any
substantive manner apart from non-material changes that may be accepted by an
Examiner or Panel of Examiners. Under the terms of the new legislation, it will not be
possible to incorporate consideration of material changes. In order that flexibility is

achieved without compromising the assessment or decision-making process, the IOMG

Page 24

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

requires that:

2.26.1. A clear project description and rationale for the design envelope is provided.
Elements of the Project that have yet to be finalised should be clearly identified and
reasons provided as to why that is the case. Where design elements have not been
finalised, realistic parameter ranges or options should be included wherever
possible from which the final design will be selected.

2.26.2. The definition of what is considered the robust and realistic worst-case for each
receptor should be carefully considered and appropriately justified so that the
potential significant effects of the development are adequately captured and the
EIA process can be robust. This should be detailed within each technical chapter of
the ES, as it is recognised that what constitutes the worst-case may differ for
different receptors or impacts.

2.26.3. Careful consideration should be given as to the necessary degree of flexibility so
that variations in the final Project design are not seen to be so great that they
effectively constitute a material departure from the design assessed in the EIA or
result in a different assessment outcome. Further discussion between the
Developer and IOMG is recommended on this topic.

2.26.4. It is expected that the Project design envelope needs to incorporate all temporary
and permanent development associated with the Project within the AfL area as well
as any offshore export cable corridor and any cable links to the Island requirements
within Isle of Man territorial waters.

2.26.5. The final footprint of the wind farm should be kept as small as possible. Without
wishing to compromise either the commercial or safe construction or operation of
the Project, the IOMG does not want to unduly sterilise areas of the seabed. The
Developer is aware that it is largely a shared site and that there is an active Seaward
Production Innovate Licence in place between the Dol and Crogga Limited. The Dol
expects the Developer to continue to engage with Crogga Limited at all stages
throughout the preparation of the application. The final Project boundaries must be
entirely within the AfL area.

2.26.6. The IOMG notes that the process of EIA is iterative and therefore the proposals
may change and evolve. It is acknowledged that this will likely form part of the
Evidence Plan Process whereby the Developer will continue to engage with relevant
stakeholders as part of the consideration of any likely significant effects associated
with the proposed development. There may be changes to the Project design in
response to this ongoing consultation and engagement with stakeholders. Such

potential changes should be addressed in the ES submitted in support of a future
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application. However, for the reasons outlined above, if the proposed Project
changes substantially during the EIA process, prior to application submission it may

be necessary to request a new Scoping Opinion.

3. EIA Approach and Topic Areas

3.1.

In general, the Scoping Report covers the major topic areas IOMG would expect to see
in the EIA. The points below highlight individual gaps, concerns and suggestions. Copies
of the full responses provided by IOMG bodies are provided in Appendix 1. The
Developer should refer to each response for additional detail and requirements as the
following is intended as a summary only. Responses to the chapter specific questions
have been compiled and are included within Section 6 of this report. IOMG would
suggest continued engagement with all stakeholders to understand the responses. The
Developer should address responses as part of the Evidence Plan Process if and where

possible to do so.

EIA Methodology

3.2.

Ahead of the development of Isle of Man secondary legislation associated with the Act,
IOMG endorse the approach being taken by the Developer with the preparation of the

EIA in line with the requirements of the EU EIA Directive.

Current Consultation

3.3.

3.4.

3.4.1.

Discussions between the Developer and government consultees have informed the
Report. It is noted that there has been significant ongoing engagement with both the
Department of Infrastructure and the Department of Environment, Food and
Agriculture as well as engagement with other Departments as and when appropriate.
The consultation responses highlight where feedback from those that have been

consulted has been incorporated.

Section 1.9 notes that the next stage of the process is to continue discussions with
stakeholders in relation to the detail of EIA survey and assessment methodologies.

Particular areas for focus are highlighted in the individual responses and will include:

Survey and Assessment methodologies, data sources and study areas: as
highlighted in relation to specific topic areas, further discussion is needed with
respect to methodologies and data sources, the application and acceptance of best
practice guidance, as well as the identification and justification of study areas. IOMG
notes that certain topic areas within the Report detail surveys in a more general

manner (particularly (i) fish and shellfish, (ii) commercial fisheries, (iii) marine
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mammals and megafauna and (iv) visual impact). Further discussion and agreement
is needed on appropriate survey and methodology areas to inform the data sources

and study areas used for the EIA process.

Assessment of Alternatives

3.5.

In accordance with EIA best practice, the resultant ES must contain and set out an
outline of any alternative sites studied by the Developer. It should indicate the
reason(s) for the Developer’s preferred choice(s) and the comparative environmental
effects of any alternatives. DEFA’s response highlights some areas of concern with
regard to this process. It is noted and acknowledged that the AfL originally set a limit
to a broader consideration of alternative sites for the overall Project when it was
awarded, however, a reasoning of the preferred sites for the routing and the landing
of the cable will be expected as part of the ES. In addition, it is expected that a
justification for the proposed sub-stations and any other associated infrastructure will

also be included in the ES.

Designated Sites

3.6.

3.7.

3.8.

It is important that Designated Sites are identified according to a specified risk or link,
rather than relying on proximity to the AfL area. Further and careful consideration
needs to be given to the process of linkages, taking account of data availability and

survey periods within the available timescale.

It is noted that there is recognition that there are a number of protected and
designated sites in the Island’s territorial sea. There is potential for the Project to have
an impact on the special interest of designated sites in each of the jurisdictions
surrounding the Isle of Man, particularly with respect to seabirds, bearing in mind the
long distances that some seabirds travel. Interest from a number of neighbouring
jurisdictions’ governments in the results of this assessment is therefore expected. The
Scoping Report sets out that, whilst the Habitats and Birds Directives have not been
enacted on the Isle of Man, IOMG is still responsible for ensuring protection of its own
protected sites, international sites (Ramsar sites) and species within its Territorial Seas
and cross-boundary considerations. As such, the consent application will, therefore,
need to have due consideration of likely impacts on Isle of Man protected nature

conservation sites, Ramsar sites and other transboundary protected sites.

DEFA’s full response highlights key issues and provides further details in relation to
Designated Sites, and specifically about the ongoing Manx designation process,

particular areas and species of relevance and the assessment implications.
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Consultation

3.9.

The Scoping Report in Chapter 6 sets out the clear indications of Orsted in respect of
how it will undertake relevant consultation and engagement with identified, relevant
stakeholders. This is acknowledged and understood. There will be legislative
requirements that will stem from MIMA 2016 once it is fully enacted, however, in
advance of that, what is proposed, and who is currently being identified appears
satisfactory. The Developer should take a precautionary approach in identifying
additional consultees and may wish to carry out ‘non-statutory’ consultation in

addition to any measures stemming from MIMA.

Marine Geology, Oceanography and Physical Processes

3.10.

3.11.

3.12.

3.13.

The Report covers the main marine physical processes such as bathymetry, seabed
structure, water masses, tidal regimes, wind, waves and sediment transport. The
assessment focuses on the potential changes in hydrodynamic and sedimentary

processes in relation to the proposed Project.

It is acknowledged that such processes may manifest as impacts on receptors covered
in other chapters, such as benthic and fish ecology. The recognition of the importance

of such inter-relationships is welcomed.

In their full response DEFA advise that appropriate consideration of Douglas Bay
Marine Nature Reserve should be made, with a view to its treatment as a receptor. This

should also be considered as part of the Protected Sites Assessment process.

It is also suggested that the proposed approach should allow for a robust assessment,
the Evidence Plans will help determine the rational between no LSE and LSE and the
Technical Advisory Groups will allow for beneficial discussions on the execution of the

EIA.

Marine Water and Sediment Quality

3.14.

3.15.

IOMG considers that this part of the Report is reasonably comprehensive and considers
the potential impacts linked to re-suspension of solids and associated contaminants
during construction, operation and decommissioning and in the consideration of

accidental spillages of materials during different phases of development.

The full DEFA response provides specific suggestions but otherwise acknowledges that

there were no material areas of concern identified with this chapter of the Report. It is
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3.16.

suggested that all practically-available data should be used to inform this process,
across all chapters/receptors using the various engagement and consultation processes
outlined in the Scoping Report. It is in the interest of both the regulator and applicant

that the EIA process is as well-informed and thorough as possible.

DEFA, in its response, notes that the potential impacts to plankton community
structure and distribution have not been addressed. Alterations of oceanographic
process, sediment/nutrient suspension, water column mixing, introduction of
opportunistic species, and changes in water turbulence can have a multitude of impacts
on plankton regimes. IOMG considers that this should, therefore, be assessed as part

of any application.

Offshore Ornithology

3.17.

3.18.

3.19.

3.20.

While the Report covers the key ornithological issues expected, DEFA has requested in
its response that additional species are added to the Impacts Register for

consideration.

Particular issues highlighted in the DEFA response include collision risk for Manx
Shearwaters as well as migrant collision risk specifically for migrant raptors, such as

hen harrier and short-eared owl.

DEFA provides detailed comments with respect to assessment methodology which
should be actioned as part of any application. It is also noted that the Developer is
considering an approach where Evidence Plans may be used to agree what information
is required to be submitted for review. This is to be discussed further with both DEFA

and Dol.

DEFA provides additional information in relation to inter-relationships, data collision
risk/barriers to movement and advises specifically that the Isle of Man Seabird Census
2017-18 was undertaken as part of the wider Seabirds Count project of the Seabird
Monitoring Programme (SMP). The latter has now been published (November 2023),
covering Britain and Ireland, as the latest 15-yearly census. DEFA also provides

comments on the evidence it requests to be used as part of the Evidence Plan Process.

Benthic Subtidal and Intertidal Ecology

3.21.

DEFA has identified a number of areas it wishes to be further explored through the
Evidence Plan Process including the extension of the study area for subtidal benthic
ecology to cover the whole of the Ramsey Bay Marine Nature Reserve. DEFA is primarily

concerned about the consideration of its statutorily designated sites and, as such it is
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3.22.

considered that they warrant specific assessment, rather than being included as part

of the transboundary process.

The full DEFA response provides further clarification and expansion on the above
points. IOMG expects the assessment which will accompany any application to have

incorporated the points raised in the full DEFA response.

Marine Mammals

3.23.

3.24.

3.25.

3.26.

3.27.

DEFA suggests that this chapter heading be amended to accurately reflect the contents
of the chapter, specifically to include Megafauna. Manx waters are recognised as
internationally important for basking sharks and may be used for breeding so the
continued assessment of potential impacts on this species is welcomed. The full DEFA
response provides further clarification and expansion on some of the references

provided.

References to scientific literature and relevant offshore wind farm development
experiences are welcomed. The applicant is expected to reference updated literature,
including any emerging best practice or precedents, when it carries out any

assessments.

DEFA seek clarification as to the site-specific study area for marine mammals, which is
noted in the Report as not also including the Offshore Electrical Connection Search Area
+ 4km buffer. The reasoning for this request is based on the fact that many of the
marine mammal impacts may be relevant for this phase of the development (i.e. the
offshore electrical connection) and this wider study area appears to have been used for

other topics (i.e. fish and shellfish, Chapter 12).

In addition, and as noted previously for other receptors, given the inclusion of a
statutorily-protected Marine Nature Reserve within the Offshore Electrical Connection
Search Area, which includes two cetacean species as designation features, the Impacts
Register should specifically include the temporary and long-term or permanent
damage or loss of seabed habitat or species (including marine mammals) within

protected sites.

DEFA’s response also provides guidance about species of particular importance and
indicates that further discussion with the Developer would be welcomed with regards

to plans for monitoring before, during and after construction.

Fish and Shellfish

3.28.

DEFA has stated in its response that this chapter has a number of minor and larger
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3.29.

3.30.

3.31.

3.32.

3.33.

errors and omissions. It does not seem to have been done to the same standard or

clarity as other chapters. As such it appears to require significant review and revision.

With regards the receptor species list, DEFA advises that this needs to be appropriately
inclusive, reflecting both biodiversity and commercial interests in the study area. DEFA
further notes the omission, in respect of the Fisheries Act 2012 that it also establishes
the legal protection of Marine Nature Reserves, and as previously acknowledged in
equivalent sections, DEFA requests this is included within any future work in respect of
the Fish and Shellfish Evidence Plan Process, and subsequent ES in support of an

application.

DEFA’s full response provides additional advice and highlights that some additional
aspects remain to be considered. DEFA also provides further clarification in respect of
the baseline data and the response provides detailed information about prospective

sources of information and identifies key stakeholders.
As noted previously for other receptors; given the inclusion of a statutorily-protected

Marine Nature Reserve within the Offshore Electrical Connection Search Area, which
includes fish/mollusc species as designation features, the Impacts Register should
specifically include the temporary and long-term or permanent damage or loss of

seabed habitat or species (fish and shellfish) within protected sites.

DEFA highlights that the process by which receptor species for this Chapter have been
determined is unclear, and may therefore be limiting in scope. As such, the process (as
part of the overall EIA process) is not sufficiently set out. Further consideration of the
DEFA response is required in respect of this Chapter. IOMG expects the assessment
which will accompany an application to have considered and incorporated the points

raised in the DEFA response.

Commercial Fisheries

3.34.

3.35.

3.36.

3.37.

DEFA requests that there is a strengthening of the relationship between Chapters 12

and 13 to ensure that sufficient consideration is given to all receptor species.

DEFA also provides clarification in respect of the baseline data and the response
provides detailed information about prospective sources of information and identifies

key stakeholders.
As noted previously for other receptors, given the inclusion of a statutorily-protected

Marine Nature Reserve within the Offshore Electrical Connection Search Area, which

Page 31

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

includes fish/mollusc species as designation features, the Impacts Register should
specifically include the temporary and long-term or permanent damage or loss of

seabed habitat or species (fish and shellfish) within protected sites.

Shipping and navigation

3.38.

3.39.

3.40.

3.41.

Dol is satisfied that the most significant potential impacts have been identified as part
of this Chapter, however, attention is drawn to the consideration of cumulative
impacts, particularly with regards the navigational gap between the Project and the
proposed Morgan Offshore Windfarm. The Dol requests that there is continued

engagement between these parties and shipping providers as the project progresses.

Any increased potential for collision and/or allision during both construction and
operational phases needs to be carefully assessed particularly with regards the gap at
the southern end of the site which borders the proposed Morgan Offshore Windfarm,
and the final location and design of the turbine layout within the site should reflect a
robust assessment of commercial and safety issues. It is expected that the Navigational
Risk Assessment will be made in the context of the extensive offshore wind
developments in the wider Irish Sea region with the final design taking into account
factors such as commercial and recreational vessel routes, radar interference and the

creation of ‘blind corners’ for vessel traffic.

The Department for Enterprise and the Isle of Man Ship Registry have also supplied
comments in respect of the compliance with a range of International Conventions and
how any requirements as part of these Conventions will be fully met by the Developer.
Both the response from Dol Harbours and Ship Registry should be considered and

acknowledged in the final ES submitted in support of a future application.

Dol Harbours, in its response clarifies that work continues on the consideration of the
creation of safety zones and advises that this will be finalised as part of the required

legislation. The Developer should continue to engage with Dol in respect of this.

Seascape, Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

3.42.

3.43.

The Seascape, Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (SLVIA) character is highlighted
as an important potential issue, and a robust assessment will be needed that reflects

the Project’s scale, proximity to shore and the duration of the impacts.

Manx National Heritage (MNH) notes the reference to the Isle of Man Landscape
Character Assessment at the outset of this chapter, together with the Isle of Man

Strategic Plan (2016) and acknowledgement of the status of the Island’s National Glens.
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There are however substantial landholdings (under the care of the Manx Museum and
National Trust due to their cultural and natural heritage value) and even more
extensive lands which are areas of public ramblage (held by DEFA) from which the
public will gain views of the proposed scheme, thus forming a substantial and extensive
visual receptor. This type of landholding might usefully be listed within Table 15.1 and

acknowledged under the key receptors listed in Section 15.4.3.4

3.44. MNH provides additional sites that might benefit from inclusion within the SLVIA.
Additionally, an additional source of information has been suggested. A review of the
response from Manx National Heritage will provide this detail. IOMG expects the
assessment which will accompany an application to have incorporated these additional

receptors and data sources.

3.45. Effects on recreational activities and enjoyment of the coast for both visitors and Island
residents is of concern. The assessment of seascape, landscape and visual character is
therefore necessarily linked to the wider socioeconomic assessment and particularly to

considerations relating to tourism and recreation/amenity.

3.46. Similarly, the assessment must also tie into the consideration of cultural heritage:
archaeological and historical sites in coastal areas, ranging from ancient monuments to
lighthouses, historical ports and harbours often have close connections with the marine
seascape, to the extent that they are deliberately located to have views across the sea

to adjacent landmasses.

3.47. The Planning and Building Control Directorate (PBCD) within the Department of
Environment, Food and Agriculture (DEFA) is responsible for determinations under the
Town and Country Planning Act (1999) (TCPA), which applies to development in, on,
over or under land. As such, the role of terrestrial planning would be limited to on-

shore elements.

3.48. The PBCD does not typically offer specialist advice on technical matters associated with
consenting regimes under other legislation (for example, seascape, landscape or visual

impact). However, as broad comments, the following should be noted.

3.48.1. Seascape, Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (SLIVA)* is an accepted
industry guidance in relation to such matters. Whilst there are some points of detail
that may merit further scrutiny/debate, which is often the case when judgement is
involved, generally it is accepted that such assessments should be based on worst

case scenarios.
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3.48.2. While the vires for such advice generally falls outside of terrestrial planning,
from a common sense perspective it would be recommended that the same visual
receptors for proposed Morgan/Mona/Morecombe wind farms/extensions should
be utilised to give an all round view (particularly cumulatively should they all occur,
and also within the presence of existing operational offshore windfarms) to

establish effects on seascape, landscape or visual receptors.

3.49. The SLVIA should be undertaken based on the guidance on landscape and visual impact

assessment set out within the Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment (IEMA) publication: Guidelines for Landscape and Visual

Impact Assessment: Third edition (GLVIA3) (Landscape Institute and IEMA, 2013).

Offshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

3.50.

3.51.

The response from MNH highlights sources of data to be considered in the assessment,
specifically in respect of shipwreck data. Their response sets out that, for the avoidance
of doubt, MNH would like to clarify that an earlier source of shipwreck data is now
wholly incorporated within the Isle of Man Historic Environment Record, and the latter
database should be regarded as the ‘source of truth’ for all wreck data both within the
offshore development site and the proposed landfall site — whether Douglas or Groudle
— and that there are considerably more wreck sites in the vicinity of the landfall sites

than currently indicated on Figure 16.1.

Furthermore, MNH notes that the research covering this particular subject is ongoing
and that therefore the outcomes and assessment of impact is necessarily provisional:
overall, however, MNH is confident that the approach is well-established and has

confidence that the issues raised under Section 16.8 will be properly addressed.

Civil Aviation and Military Activities

3.52.

3.53.

The importance of the Airport has been noted in the Report. The response provided
from the Isle of Man Civil Aviation Administration acknowledges that the correct
stakeholders have been identified and advises the future applicant considers “Policy
and Guidance for the developers and operators of renewable energy installations in

the Isle of Man and its territorial airspace”.

The response provided by the Dol Airport notes that the IOMA Secondary Surveillance
Radar (SSR) uses a Wide Area Multilateration (WAM) system for secondary surveillance

data. Whilst CAP764 states that impacts on SSR are typically only seen when turbines
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are located in close proximity (i.e. within 10km), the Scoping Report incorrectly states
at para 17.7.2.4 that the nearest SSR to the offshore array is over 80km away inferring
that the IOMA’s WAM has not been considered. Whilst most of the WAM sensors
would still be outside of the 10km, MLAT systems can suffer from multipath
interference from windfarm developments and we therefore request that the IOMA’s

WAM is scoped in.

3.54. In addition, and with regards to the IOMA Instrument Flight Procedures (IFPs), the
Scoping Report does specifically include IOMA IFPs in the report at paras 17.4.2.7 as
well as in the summary of key receptors at para 17.4.4.4. However, neither the Impacts
Register nor the Commitments Register include them. IOMA would therefore request
that the IFPs are included within the Impacts Register designated as a Likely Significant
Effect (LSE).

3.55. The Isle of Man is a self-governing Crown dependency. It should be noted that foreign
relations and defence are the responsibility of the UK Government. Therefore, as part
of the Transboundary Consultation, the Department of Infrastructure has consulted the
UK’s Ministry of Defence (MoD) in relation to military activities, alongside the Isle of
Man Civil Aviation Administration. The Developer should refer to these full responses
for further details, and it is advised that MoD are involved as part of the wider aviation

and defence aspects of the EIA process.

The response from the MoD notes that the use of airspace for defence purposes in the
vicinity of the proposed development have been appropriately identified and
considered. The MoD accepts the conclusions that the turbines have the potential to
affect and be detectable to the Primary Surveillance Radars and that the nearest
military Primary Surveillance Radars have been correctly identified within the Scoping

Report.

In addition, the MoD notes that the Eskmeals Danger Area has been correctly identified
and noted that the development of an offshore wind array within any danger area
would be incompatible with the firing activities undertaken within them. The MoD
responds to the Questions to Consultees and advises that they will engage with the

applicant and the Isle of Man Government separately to discuss this matter.

In concluding their response, the MoD advises that there is the potential for
Unexploded Ordnance within the development area and as such, the MoD
Safeguarding wishes to be consulted and notified about the progression of this
proposal and any subsequent application(s) that may be submitted to verify that it will
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not adversely affect defence interests. The full response in included within Appendix 2.

Other Marine Users and Activities

3.56. It is noted that cumulative effects on other marine users and activities will be
thoroughly investigated. However, of particular importance and concern would be the
habitats and species found within Isle of Man waters, particularly those protected
under Manx law2 or identified as threatened or declining by the OSPAR Convention,
and which may be affected by the proposed developments. Any marine developments
within or adjacent to the Isle of Man territorial waters could potentially impact
commercial fisheries in Manx waters so it is requested that the relevant fishing
organisations on the Island be included as consultees via the appointed Fisheries

Liaison Officer.

3.57. The Project also has the possibility for potential transboundary impacts on
neighbouring jurisdictions and the IOMG would particularly like to ensure that impacts
on wildlife/habitat conservation and fisheries in Manx waters are fully considered
within the scope of this transboundary assessment. It is acknowledged that as part of
this submission, Orsted has included their Transboundary Screening and consideration
of undertaking Transboundary consultation. To support this, the Department has also
extended its consultation to a number of key transboundary stakeholders and their
responses have been taken into consideration and form part of the attached Scoping

Opinion.

3.58. Oil and Gas Industry: The AfL area overlaps oil and gas licence area Block 112/25 and
Discovery Well No. 112/25a-1. The potential impact on this site should be fully
addressed. The Developer is advised to continue engagement with Crogga Limited, with
whom the Dol has a Seaward Production Innovate Licence with regarding co-location
in the area. Furthermore, para 18.4.1.4 should also have included reference to the
Crogga Hydrocarbon site under the heading oil and gas, noting that it is included in
Table 18.1 and in para 18.4.2. It is acknowledged that there is currently no hydrocarbon
infrastructure within that area, however, there is a Seaward Production Innovate
Licence in operation which provides the rights to Crogga to undertake extraction in line
with the provisions of the licence. Whilst it is not clear exactly which works will be
undertaken by Crogga or the timescales for these works, the Department would
continue to encourage Orsted to engage with Crogga on a regular basis to ensure they

are both fully aware of their respective plans and intentions with regards the co-

2 wildlife Act 1990 (http://www.legislation.gov.im/cms/images/LEGISLATION/PRINCIPAL/1990/1990-

0002/WildlifeAct1990_2.pdf)
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3.59.

3.60.

existence on the parts of the site which are shared between both parties.

Marine Aggregates Industry: The EIA should identify any impact on the future ability

to extract aggregates but it is noted that there is no current interest to be considered.

Adjacent offshore windfarm developments: It is acknowledged that whilst Chapter 18
of the Scoping Report outlines the main projects and components that will be
considered as part of the Cumulative Effects Assessment, a fourth project, the Morgan
and Morecambe Transmissions Assets (comprising the cables for the Round 4 Morgan
and Morecambe projects), has been identified. This should be included on Figure 18.2

as it creates another constraint in close proximity to Mooir Vannin.

Manx Utilities:

3.61.

3.62.

Aresponse from Manx Utilities provides further information and clarification as to their
requirements from an operational and generational perspective. This response should
be reviewed by the Developer; however, it is noted that some comments contained
within the response extend beyond the scope of the survey area. If the cable route for
the project is passing across the Isle of Man, then consideration for Manx Utilities’
services (e.g. electricity, water, sewerage, gas and telecoms) will need to be given. In
addition, the potential impact to wider utilities may be greater and more resource may

be required from Manx Utilities to facilitate the connection.

Manx Utilities in its response has advised that there does not currently appear to be
sufficient information available for Manx Utilities to fully consider the impact on all of
its infrastructure, particularly with regards to any planned onshore infrastructure.
There is a request that this is included and all potential cross-Island routes are included

as part of the preparation of the Environmental Statement, as and if appropriate.

Climate Change

3.63.

3.64.

The Climate Change Act 2021 creates a legal framework for action in the Isle of
Man. Part of this framework are the climate change duties for public bodies which are
designated to have a ‘common goal’ approach across the public sector in relation to

climate change.

In its response to the Report’s questions, DEFA confirms overall acceptance of the
consideration in respect of climate change. Specifically, DEFA advises that it is satisfied
that from a greenhouse gas emissions perspective the Scoping Report covers the
essential information to be contained within the EIA to enable an assessment of the

development from both a local and global perspective of emissions impacts.
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3.65. Socioeconomics, Tourism and Recreation IOMG notes the Applicant has defined the
impacts in Chapter 28 to be largely limited to the various population impacts of workers
constructing the development, tourism impacts from changes in the seascape, and
economic effects from construction and operation. Impacts on commercial fisheries
and sea services are dealt with in Chapters 13 and 14 respectively and will be responded
to separately. In wider economic terms, these impacts are potentially greater than the
economic impacts on tourism and the limited construction activities set out in the

socioeconomics section.

3.66. The economic impacts will be set within the context of Isle of Man initiatives, policies
and strategies such as the Isle of Man Economic Strategy, the Isle of Man Energy
Strategy, and annual iterations of the Island Plan. The proposed EIA approach seems
sufficient; however, the approach will require suitable assessment criteria for
economic aspects (such as what level of job / GVA impact would warrant classification
as ‘significant’). It should be noted that in this regard the Isle of Man context would
differ from UK methodologies and therefore a bespoke approach that takes into
account this context will be required. For example, the following are factors that may
be relevant to consider; trade boundaries, existence/importance of lifeline services,
economic sector makeup and business sizes (e.g. generally higher prevalence of smaller

businesses vs UK).

3.67. The response from Treasury notes specific comments in respect of the immediate
impacts identified by the applicant as including Migrant Workers, tourism impacts and
the economy / GDP impacts. The Developer should refer to this response for further
clarification. Overall, the proposed scoping seems reasonable subject to further detail
being required on the scoping of service impacts (see response to Q 28.4). It should be
noted that potentially major socioeconomic impacts could be generated should there
be a failure to properly mitigate risks in other areas such as commercial shipping and
navigation or aviation, and these areas will be of interest from an economic perspective

going forward.

3.68. Accurate and up-to date evidence is essential to the assessment, and Treasury advises
that some of the data sources are due to be updated shortly. Attention is drawn to

these resources.

Major Accidents and Disasters

3.69. Department of Infrastructure (Dol), through the Harbours Division assumes

responsibility for the Coastal State obligations, including responsibility for Search &
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3.70.

Rescue, Pollution, Salvage, and Safe Navigation in Manx Territorial Water. Harbours
Division expects all relevant International Obligations to which the Island is a signatory
via the UK Government and which are applicable to Manx territorial waters to be

acknowledged and considered as part of the EIA.

In its response, Harbours Division of Dol advises that there is a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) between the Dol, DfE, the Maritime and Coastguard Agency
(MCA) and the UK Government in respect of The Conduct of SAR, Marine Pollution and
Salvage Incidents and the Exchange of Maritime Safety Information & Meteorological
Information in Manx Territorial Sea and Airspace. This was signed in 2023 and forms
part of the Island’s response to the discharge of a number of International Obligations.
The MOU sets out areas of understanding regarding certain operational aspects
relating to SAR, marine pollution and salvage incidents to the seaward limits of its
territorial sea. This also includes Maritime accident and disaster response. This MOU

can be made available if required to facilitate the EIA.

Human Health and Wellbeing

3.71.

3.72.

3.73.

In its response, Public Health advise that it is recognised that there are clear links
between energy consumption and wellbeing that improve with the reliability of energy
supply. Given the requirements of the Climate Change Act 2021, and the high levels of
greenhouse gas emissions as a consequence of current energy generation on the
Island, substantial changes to the Island’s energy supply are required. The development
of energy generation from offshore wind has been recognised as making an important
contribution to the Island’s future energy generation mix, and on this basis this project
has the potential to provide significant benefits to the Island (e.g. reductions in air

pollution).

With respect to the possible health benefits that this project could bring to the Island,
Public Health are presently undertaking a Joint Strategic Needs Assessment of the
Island’s health and wellbeing. Public Health would be happy to discuss with Orsted how
this work may inform the scoping report and the subsequent preparation of the

Environmental Impact Assessment.

The full response sets out a number of observations and suggested actions for each of
those. The Developer should refer to this full response, noting that the response is also
relevant to other elements of the Project not included in this Opinion (i.e. onshore

infrastructure).

Minerals and Waste
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3.74.

3.75.

3.76.

The Dol is content that the proposed baseline and assessment methodology are valid

and will offer a robust assessment of waste within the EIA.

It is advised that Section 31.2.3 will need to be updated to include reference to the
Waste Strategy (Core Strategy) published in July 2018. For information, a new Waste
Strategy is currently being prepared and is due to be published in 2025. It is likely the

EIA will need to consider this document rather that the 2012-22 strategy.

It is noted that at this stage there is little definition of what the likely waste streams
will be; however, the Island has routes for most waste forms. The Developer should

continue to engage with the Dol in respect of this.

Transboundary Consultation

3.77.

3.78.

3.79.

As part of the consideration of the Scoping Report, the Dol sought the opinions of a
number of transboundary consultees. The consultees identified represent a number of
statutory bodies in neighbouring jurisdictions in respect of the relevant receptors of
this Project. The Dol advised all of them that a request for Scoping Opinion had been
received, shared the Scoping Report and provides their responses in Appendix 2 of this

Scoping Opinion.

The Dol requires the Developer to consider these responses and to liaise directly with
these respondents for further information or clarification should that be required. The
comments provided should be considered as part of the Developer’s Evidence Plan

Process in preparing their ES for submission in support of their application.

Whilst not all identified transboundary consultees returned a response, the Dol advises
that the Developer should engage with any other consultees it feels necessary to assist

the preparation of its ES.

4. Other Information

Mitigation

4.1.

Mitigation measures will be required for likely significant effects and impacts that may
arise as a result of the proposed development. Measures are required to be discussed
in detail with relevant consultees during the EIA process and in accordance with the
consultation process. Any proposed mitigation measures will be included within the
final ES which will be submitted in support of a future application. As part of this, the
Developer is expected to confirm how any proposed mitigation measures will be
secured and, where required, monitored and managed adaptively.
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Integrated Approach to Assessment

4.2.

The connection of the Project into the loM (if applicable) and onward into UK or Irish
electricity networks is an important consideration in the whole Project design and
impact assessment process. Despite the need for separate consent applications, the
Developer intends that the general manner in which the assessments and consultation
are undertaken will be as closely aligned as possible. The IOMG welcomes this
approach, as it is important that any environmental impact of the Project as a whole is
clearly understood and reported. The IOMG will continue to engage in this process for
the parts of the Project proposed outside Manx territorial sea and will undertake its

role as a consultee for those applications.

Project Objectives

4.3.

Section 1.3.4 of the Scoping Report highlights the Developer’s objectives for the
Project. It should be noted that the IOMG’s objective in awarding the project was to
generate net economic benefit. To the extent the EIA process is able to objectively
assess and quantify residual positive and negative impacts associated with the Project
(in particular insofar as it includes appropriate mitigation measures) this will support
the examination process and also inform any further government assessment. The
response submitted by the Treasury should be considered and read as part of the

Socioeconomic assessment.

Lifecycle Approach

4.4,

A life cycle approach needs to be taken to assessment and therefore any impacts of
both the Operations and Maintenance (O&M) and decommissioning phases need to be
considered. The decommissioning of the works needs to be taken into account in the
design and use of materials such that structures can be taken down with the minimum
of disruption. The process and methods of decommissioning should be considered and
options presented in the ES, recognising that decommissioning is likely to be the
subject of a separate consent application (with a separate EIA, if required) nearer the

time of decommissioning.

Information Presentation

4.5.

The ES should include a plan(s) showing the location of the proposed development
which should include: the wind farm array, including where possible, the likely number
and location of turbines; the position of inter-array cables and off-shore sub-stations;
the site of landfall; the route of underground cabling and the location of on-shore

substation(s).
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Next Steps in the Scoping and Development Process

4.6.

4.7.

The IOMG has provided this Opinion to the Developer in good faith to assist the
development process. However, the Developer will be responsible for satisfying itself
as to the appropriateness and adequacy of the EIA that it will be required to provide as
part of the consenting process, including engagement with stakeholders and interest

groups as may be required to ensure the Developer’s EIA is fit for purpose.

Whilst IOMG accepts no responsibility for the ongoing accuracy of information or data
referred to in this Opinion, advice will be given to the Developer where possible
regarding any updated and/or further information and data that may come into its
possession (subject to likewise accepting no responsibility for the accuracy of

information or data so supplied).

Further Consultation and Evidence Plans

4.8.

4.9.

4.10.

4.11.

The Scoping Report identifies the relevant environmental survey work and studies that
are anticipated to be needed to inform the EIA. It is indicated that plans for these will
be developed in further detail as the EIA is progressed. IOMG understands the Evidence
Plan Process the Developer is proposing for use as part of this Project, and notes that
all relevant stakeholders and Departments of the IOMG have been adequately
identified and agreed to participation in it. As highlighted in section 1.9, IOMG
considers that further consultation with relevant stakeholders is required to finalise the

scope of assessment and the appropriate methodologies for some of the receptors.

It is recommended that the Scoping discussion with key statutory consultees is
documented. IOMG considers that there is value in ensuring there is agreement
between the Developer and key stakeholders on the scope and methodology of the
required assessment(s), on the application of best practice or other guidance, and
around potential areas of subjectivity in the assessment (e.g. relating to areas where
there may be subjectivity or disagreement as to the potential significance of an impact).

Further discussion with IOMG is welcomed on this approach.

The IOMG will assist the Developer in identifying additional particular consultees if
required but, as previously, notes that it is the Developer’s responsibility to ensure its

own process is as robust and as inclusive as is appropriate.

Further information about Evidence Plans and pre-application consultation is provided

in {section 5} of this Opinion.
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5. Marine Infrastructure Consent: Pre-Application Consultation
Guidance

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

5.4.

5.5.

The following guidance is intended to provide some assistance in respect of the pre-
application consultation; however, it should be noted that this guidance does not
constitute guidance or advice from the DOI under sections 14 and 16 of the Act,

respectively.

It is expected that the Developer will submit an application for a MIC under the Act and
therefore will be required to meet the Act’s requirements with regard to pre-
application consultation, as required by section 11 of the Act. It is a requirement of
section 19(3) of the Act that a MIC application must be accompanied by
(a) astatement summarising the pre-application action taken in compliance with
the preceding provisions of the Act, and showing to the DOI’s satisfaction that
those provisions have been complied with;
(b) the consultation report prepared by the applicant; and
(c) astatement of how the applicant has taken into account consultation responses
(including, in particular, any modifications of the proposed controlled activities

and of any proposed associated marine activities).

As the Developer is aware, the Dol has been progressing the preparation of the
necessary secondary legislation under the Act. The Dol is aiming that this legislation
will be presented as part of the July 2024 sitting of Tynwald, after which time, both the

remaining parts of MIMA as well as the secondary legislation will be fully enacted.

The purpose of this section of the Opinion is to introduce the expected key
requirements and principles for pre-application consultation, highlighting specific areas
where guidance and/or legislative requirements will be introduced. It will be for the
Developer to ultimately ensure that their pre-application consultation fully accords
with the requirements of the Act and the subsequent secondary legislation and

advice/guidance if applicable.

Chapter 6 of the Developer’s Scoping Report is welcomed as demonstrating the
importance the Developer places on consultation. Although the actual process will
necessarily need to follow the specific requirements contained in the new legislation
and associated guidance, the effort to set out a coherent process and to highlight key
potential consultees in the Report is noted. Specific suggestions/approaches are

highlighted below:

5.5.1. Key requirements: Before submitting an application for a MIC, a developer will be
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required to carry out extensive consultation on their proposals. The Act requires that
this consultation must begin after issue of a Scoping Opinion and at least 40 working
days must be allowed for responses (see row 4 of the Table in section 10 of the Act).
This can take the form of consultation on a preliminary environmental statement
(following the PEIR approach used under the Planning Act 2008 in England and Wales)
if the Developer considers this to be a helpful approach, although this is not
mandatory. The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017 (of Parliament) as applied to the Island by the Climate Change
(Infrastructure Planning) (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Application) Order
2024, as approved in April 2024 by Tynwald also sets out pre-application requirements
which will then also transition in the Act as part of the Transitional Provisions

regulations.

5.5.2. Key principles for pre-application consultation: The pre-application consultation
process will involve informing a range of statutory and non-statutory bodies about the
proposals. It is recognised that the pre-application period is the best time to influence
a project’s design and/or its wider development — including how potential impacts may
be mitigated. This is important because the ability to influence a proposal may be
limited once an application has been accepted. Whilst the Developer will not be
required to accept or agree with every comment or suggestion, proper consideration
must be given and this must be demonstrated and ultimately documented as part of
the consultation report and the section 19(d) statement submitted alongside the
application. It should be noted that the participation of a consultee at this pre-

application stage will not prejudice their ability to object later on.

5.6. It is acknowledged that the Developer has to date undertaken pre-application
consultation by way of both informing and promoting its project, but also engagement
with relevant stakeholders to inform the Scoping Report. It is hoped that this active

engagement will continue throughout this Project.

5.7. The regulations will identify organisations and persons who must be consulted. These
will be those who are likely to be affected by or who may have an interest in a proposed
controlled marine activity and any associated marine activities (i.e. by a development
covered by the Act for which a MIC is required). The identification of an initial list of

consultees in the Report is a welcome complement to this process.

5.8. Animportant principle will be that the length of time taken to prepare and consult on

a MIC project proposal will depend upon its scale and complexity. The legislation will
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be aimed at ensuring the process is both robust and proportionate.

5.9. The Dol will set out expectations with regard to public notices that will need to be
issued and any statements that the Developer should prepare in relation to the planned

pre-application consultation process within the Regulations.

5.10. Once a project proposal is submitted, the Act sets out a clear, time-limited process of
examination. The Act requires that public consultation on the application opens as soon
as reasonably practicable after an application has been accepted for examination. This
consultation period will be open for a minimum of 6 weeks. The secondary legislation

or guidance will also provide information about this consultation process.
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6. Questions to Consultees

Question 1.1: Is it clear which infrastructure and associated activities a Scoping Opinion is being sought for?

DEFA

Whilst the Scoping request sets out a number of matters in detail, the lack of information of where these are
to be located means that it is not clear what is being proposed.

DOI

The Department considers that whilst there is a substantial amount of information contained within the
Scoping Report, further work is required in respect of separating out the two elements of the project, split by
marine and land. The Department had expected that there would have been a scoping request submitted for
each of these areas. As such, by having all information for the entire project within this scoping report, it has
made it somewhat more difficult to fully understand all components of the project. Most importantly, whilst
composing this overall response, it has been difficult to ensure that both the marine and land elements have

been satisfactorily considered and a response provided to each.

As you are aware, there is significant work underway to progress with the preparation of the required
legislation to support the offshore elements of this scheme, and therefore without the certainty of what that

legislation will ultimately look like, it is difficult to provide all assurances at this stage.

Question 2.1: Are you satisfied that all relevant overarching legislation, policy and guidance has been
identified within this Chapter (noting that topic specific legislation, policy and guidance are noted within

those topic chapters)?

DEFA
Whilst the Scoping request sets out a number of matters in detail, the lack of information of where these are

to be located means that it is not clear what is being proposed.

Depending on the definition of ‘consenting regime’ there may be additional consent requirements under
other legislation in order to achieve the proposed scope of consenting the project, particularly in relation to

infrastructure routing and EIA. These include:

Legislation Purpose Notes

(Primary and
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Secondary)

Wildlife Act 2009

(various provisions)

May be relevant in relation
to onshore activities if the
land is designated as an
ASSI, or other protected

site.

https://www.legislation.gov.im/cms/images/LEGI

SLATION/PRINCIPAL/1990/1990-

0002/WildlifeAct1990 3.pdf

https://www.gov.im/about-the-

government/departments/environment-food-

and-agriculture/environment-

directorate/ecosystem-policy-team/wildlife-

biodiversity-and-protected-sites/protected-sites/

Wildlife Act 2009
Marine Nature

Reserves Byelaws

2018

Likely relevant if
infrastructure is to pass
through a designated
marine nature reserve, e.g.

Douglas Bay MNR

https://www.legislation.gov.im/cms/images/LEGI

SLATION/PRINCIPAL/1990/1990-

0002/WildlifeAct1990 3.pdf

https://www.gov.im/media/1362727/manx-

marine-nature-reserves-byelaws-2018-sd-2018-

0186-300920.pdf

Fisheries Act 2012

May be relevant if
fishing/survey activities
were required in relation to
establishing environmental
baselines for fisheries-
related receptors; in
specific areas or seasonally,
depending on current

restrictions.

https://legislation.gov.im/cms/images/LEGISLATI

ON/PRINCIPAL/2012/2012-

0005/FisheriesAct2012 4.pdf

Noting also that the Wildlife Act 2009 is the primary legislation with respect to the species and habitat

protection obligations associated with the multilateral treaties outlined in Section 2.4. Whether this involves

a consent requirement would depend on specific circumstances, but its relevance should be noted.

DEFA provides comments in respect of specific paragraphs as follows:
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2.2.2.1 Current Consenting Regime
We note also that the Wildlife Act may become relevant to consents for any works within a Marine
Nature Reserve or Area of Special Scientific Interest.
2.4.4.1 CBD
Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPS) are being written and a number of them have now been published
online (gov.im, though it is proposed to move them to a new page on the Biosphere loM website).
Further BAPs will be published when they are agreed. New ones are being added regularly.
2.4.5.1 Bonn Convention
Basking shark is on Appendices | and Il. Note also that there are a number of international
agreements made under this Convention, which also cover the loM.
25.13
Manx Marine Environmental Assessment Report (Isle of Man Government, 2014b); Reference
should be 2018, not 2014.
DOI
Further to the above, and as you are aware, the Department of Infrastructure continues to progress with the
preparation of the required secondary legisaltion under the Marine Infrastructure Management Act 2016. The
Department has undertaken public consultation on the principles to be contained wtihin these Regulations
with an aspiration that the finalised Regualtions will be submitted for inclusion at the July 2024 sitting of

Tynwald.

With regards Guidance, it is noted in Chapter 2 at section 2.5 that whilst there may be areas where the Isle of
Man is lacking in guidance in respect of specific topics, the applicant will have regard to guidance, and that
regard will be given where appropriate to advice published in the UK and the EU, subject to consultation with
and the agreement of the Dol. This is accepted and the various Departments will welcome future consultations
and discussions on what they will require as the project progresses. It should be further clarified that
agreement to use advice and guidance from neighbouring jurisdictions will not always lie with the DOI; whilst
the DOI can suggest what is used in respect of its statutory responsibilities and duties, in respect of receptors
for which it is not responsible, that confirmation and acceptance of guidance and advice will lie with the

relevant Departments of the Isle of Man Government.

It is useful to reiterate the comments provided by the IOM Ship Registry in respect of the International
Obligations and Conventions which are applicable to the Isle of Man, particularly in respect of the flag, port

and coastal State.

Comments have also been received from Cabinet Office and suggestion “at section 2.4.1.1 we would suggest

that as the Isle of Man is not a signatory in its own right to the international agreements referenced, that it
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might better say that we are a signatory "via the UK Government" as it does elsewhere in the report”. It was
further suggested that the “Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and

Other Matter (1972) and the 1996 Protocol to that Convention might be relevant”.

Question 2.2: Can Dol and DEFA confirm the EIA process to be followed for the TCPA and whether a
Planning Policy Statement in relation to ElAs is likely to be passed during the pre-application phase

(Application in Q1 2025)?

DEFA
The Town and Country Planning Act (TCPA) itself makes no provisions for EIA regulations nor does it specify

any processes.

The Town and Country Planning Act (1999) (“TCPA”) applies outside as far as the low water mark.

It defines development at S.6(1) as, “the carrying out of building, engineering, mining or other operations in,
on, over or under land, or the making of any material change in the use of any buildings or other land” (land

is itself defined under S.45 as, “...includes land covered by water”).

S.7 sets out that Planning Approval is required to carry out development,

S.8 gives the Cabinet Office powers to grant planning approval by way of a Development Order and DEFA
powers to produce Orders setting out how planning applications are to be dealt with (the current one being
the 2019 Development Procedure Order “DPQ”).

S.9 and S.10 give more detail on the determination of applications.

The TCPA makes only one reference to EIA at S.45A(1)(c) in relation to the general referral process. The DPO
makes only one reference to EIA and that is in relation to timescales. As such there is no specific provision for

the submission of EIA, nor the requesting of screening or scoping opinions.

Notwithstanding this, Section 5(6) empowers DEFA to require additional information to allow the

determination of an application.

The Strategic Plan (2016) sets out details of when an EIA is required (see 7.18 and Appendix 5). 7.18.3 states,
“A Planning Policy Statement will be issued specifying the manner in which the Department intends to deal
with applications which should be subject to EIA. Pending the adoption of the proposed Planning Policy
Statement the Department will adopt current practice on EIA’s from England and Wales set out in the

nn

publication “Environmental Impact Assessment: A Guide to Procedures””.
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Planning Policy Statements (PPS) are a Cabinet Office (CABO) function and an EIA PPS has not been adopted
(or consulted on) at the time of writing, and CABO would need to confirm future plans in this area (noting

their current commitments).

It is also noted that 1.6.1 of the Strategic Plan advises that UK/EU legal judgements or advice may be used
where there are not local examples. In light of this, applicants for planning approval are advised to look to
the most version of the UK EIA Regs, “Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017” as amended - https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2017/571/contents Schedule 4 of which
sets out the information for inclusion in Environmental Statements, noting paragraph 4 is a list of topics.

Noting the above approach, applicants may seek advice on the requirement for EIA or the content to be
included within an EIA (in particular whether applicants would propose to scope out any topics — with their

reason for doing so, or where topics are scoped in the proposed methodology to be followed).

Whilst the Department cannot make formal screening/scoping opinions, it does offer a non-
statutory/discretionary pre-application service (subject to availability/resources), details of which are here
https://www.gov.im/categories/planning-and-building-control/information-for-applicants/pre-application-

advice/.

In relation to the question at 1.5.2.6, “On that basis, should the Regulations to support MIMA contain a
requirement for the preparation and submission of a Scoping Report, the Applicant expects that this Scoping
Report can be relied upon to discharge that obligation, and that there would be no need to re-scope. The
Applicant would welcome confirmation of that proposed approach, to ensure no unnecessary delay to the

project”. DEFA is unable to comment on this element.

It is noted that para 1.5.3.6 states, “The Applicant requests that the Dol sets out in writing its opinion as to
the scope and level of detail of information to be provided in the ES and application documents to be provided
as part of the MIMA application and the application for planning permission under the TCPA”. It is noted that
the DOI has a role as a consultee (for Highways, Flooding and Affordable Housing) in the planning process, but
the overall determination of planning applications (including any directions for additional information) sits

with DEFA.

It is noted that in a number of places the Report makes reference to English and Welsh Policy Statements and
PINS Advice notes (for example 2.3.12, 2.5.1.3 and 5.8.1.5). Itis not clear why each one of these is considered
to be applicable to the Isle of Man or how they will be used within a Manx context. For example 5.8.1.5 notes

the PINS advice on cumulative impacts and proposes to use submission of a Scoping Report as one of the
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triggers for include a development to assess cumulatively. Noting there are no formal scoping reports, only
pre-application advice (which is not published) it is not clear how the applicant would propose this be used.
It is suggested that the applicant produces a list of all of the UK planning/EIA policy/guidance they propose to
use which summarises for each why it is relevant and how it will be used, so that this can form the basis of
further discussions. Specifically in terms of cumulative impacts, a bespoke list (rather than methodology) will
need to be agreed, noting the ongoing work as part of the Built Environment Reform Programme to facilitate

the redevelopment of Lower Douglas.

]o]]

As noted above, DEFA is the Department responsible for the implementation of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1999 and as such, it is for them to advise, as they have done above, how an application will be
considered if there are land elements. However, it should be noted that the decision as to the full extent of
the MIMA 2016 has not yet been confirmed and the Department continues to work alongside its external

advisors to finalise its position.

The Department of Infrastructure encourages Orsted to continue discussions with the relevant Divisions of
DEFA to understand any planning requirements, including, if required, discussions with Planning Policy in

Cabinet Office.

Question 3.1: Is the definition of the Proposed Development and how it forms part of the Mooir Vannin

Offshore Wind Farm (the ‘Whole project’) clear?

DEFA
It is noted that that an overall approach for EIA methodology is proposed, and it is not clear who is being

asked to comment on this or on what basis — is this for DOl or DEFA (and which sections)?

It is understood that the Planning & Building Control Directorate are not being invited to review or comment
on the offshore chapters, and that these will be assessed by the relevant specialist teams within DEFA. In
terms of landscape/seascape/visual impact the Directorate would advise that DEFA or DOI employ suitably

qualified technical specialists to review these elements of the scoping report (and any final submissions).
In terms of the onshore chapters, the figure on Page 4.5 sets out two very large areas which are much larger

than would normally be used for pre-application advice and as such it is not possible to give detailed

comments.
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It is recommended that the applicants review the Strategic Plan, Area Plan for the East, Planning Policy
Statement 1, Biodiversity, Economic and Infrastructure Strategies and Climate Change Action Plan. The

relevant specialists will need to comment on this (including but not limited to Manx National Heritage).

DOI

The Scoping Report is clear in its description in respect of the different components of the project. Clarity will
however be sought at the time of application as to which parts specifically relate to the marine environment
and which are required on land as these might have implications for the various consenting regimes for these
elements. The Department continues to work to finalise the extent of MIMA and this will be communicated
to the Developer prior to the submission of their application to ensure that the relevant components of the
project are submitted and considered under the relevant legislative framework. If a decision is taken that the
Project must be consented under different regimes (i.e. MIMA for offshore elements and TCPA for onshore

elements), separate ElAs for the different Project elements will be required.

Question 4.1: Is the process by which the Proposed Development’s design has been, and will be, refined via

the RPSS process clear?

DEFA

Consideration of Alternatives

While it’s technically accurate, perhaps it needs to say ‘Site Identification Process’, since there was no
selection or consideration of alternatives. Perhaps it’s a standard heading for a scoping report, but in this case
the AFL and route landfall have essentially been provided — so neither part is practically true.

It may be instructive to indicate how the AFL was selected, and how MU selected the landfall sites. Otherwise

it’s not a very informative section at all.

Table 4.1: RPSS Commitments

ID Measure Proposed Rationale

Co 12 Designated heritage assets will be avoided To avoid impacts to heritage assets
by the careful routing of the onshore of high significance.
infrastructure around sensitive locations.

Table 4.1 indicates a commitment to avoid heritage assets, by careful routing to avoid impacts. Why is a

similar commitment not made in relation to environmental or ecological assets of high significance?

Page 52

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Similarly, at 4.2.2.5 ‘The coastline in Douglas and at Groudle Beach has therefore been sub-divided into zones
based upon geographical areas.” Why has it not been considered/zoned in relation to ecological significance

or sensitivity?

Specifically, the proposed cable routing is currently indicated as either Douglas Bay or Groudle Beach/Glen.
However, Douglas Bay is a statutorily designated Marine Nature Reserve under the Wildlife Act 1990 (as
noted at Section 9.2.2 Legislation). Given the criteria for such designations outlined in the Act, the MNR must
reasonably be considered to be an environmental/ecological asset of high significance, as affirmed by

Tynwald in 20183,

There is no mention of its protected status in Section 4 Site Selection & Consideration of Alternatives, which

seems unusual, since such a designation might reasonably initiate consideration of alternatives.

Indicatively, the Isle of Man Government’s Strategic Plan 2016* states;

Environment Policy 4: Development will not be permitted which would adversely affect: (a) species and

habitats of international importance: (i) protected species of international importance or their habitats; or (ii)
proposed or designated Ramsar and Emerald Sites or other internationally important sites. (b) species and
habitats of national importance: (i) protected species of national importance or their habitats; (1) Wildlife
Sites are defined in Appendix 1 41 (ii) proposed or designated National Nature Reserves, or Areas of Special

Scientific Interest; or (iii) Marine Nature Reserves;

The principles applied on land should also reasonably be assumed to be applied in the marine environment.

Various policies of the Strategic Plan 2016, including Environment Policy 4, are included in the Scoping Report
at, for example, Sections 7.2.3., 9.2.3, 11.2.3, 20.2.3, 23.2.3.1, and others, so the document is already

acknowledged and in use within the Scoping Report.

The Applicant should also clarify the following, apparent contradiction;
At 4.1.2.5 “.......Potential grid connection options at Lord Street or Middle River Substations in Douglas and a
proposed potential landfall location at either Douglas or Groudle are part of the Proposed Development and

have been suggested as potential options by MU.

Whereas at 4.2.2.4. ‘.....Potential grid connection options at Lord Street and/or Middle River and a proposed

potential landfall location at Groudle Beach have been suggested by MU. In addition to these, landfall in

3 https://www.gov.im/media/1362728/mnr-designation-order-2018.pdf
4 https://www.gov.im/media/1350906/the-isle-of-man-strategic-plan-2016-approved-plan-15_03_16.pdf
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Douglas to facilitate electrical cable transmission to Lord Street or Middle River is being explored by the

Applicant.’
The former gives the impression that MU has suggested both routes, whereas the latter seems to indicate

that the Applicant is proposing the Douglas landfall.

This is important in the context of route selection, statutorily protected sites and corporate responsibility, as

noted above.

It may be prudent for the Applicant to undertake its own route selection and assessment rather than relying
on an external agency, which may only take into account practical considerations, rather than environmental

and reputational.

As such, and noting 4.2.4.6 ‘Work on the route planning of the Terrestrial Electrical Connection Cable is
subject to the outcome of discussions with MU on the OnSS and Landfall location.’ and 6.4.2.4 (Statutory
stakeholders) ‘Section 11 of MIMA (2016) requires that, before making an application, the applicant must

consult;... The Department of Environment, Food and Agriculture’

It is therefore indicated that route planning and finalisation should also fundamentally involve DEFA, which
has responsibility for marine conservation, fisheries and statutorily-designated conservation sites, such as
Marine Nature Reserves, and can advise in relation to finding alternative, and potentially less damaging and

controversial routes.

DOI

In respect of para 4.1.3.5, further clarification and confirmation is required. This should acknowledge that
the future applicant for the land elements of the project in respect of the cable connections is to be
confirmed, and provide the mechanism by which this will be achieved. However, noting that “Should the
decision be taken that the Applicant will lead on the consenting, construction, and operation of the Offshore
and Terrestrial Electrical Connection Cables, then the Applicant will review the landfall and RPSS process to
ensure that the final design for the Electrical Connection Cables balances the environmental, technical and
commercial constraints and that the process is aligned with the Applicant’s internal Cable Capacity Process
(CCP). The outcome of this process could result in landfall and cable route refinement, alteration or
fundamental reconsideration of alternatives options”. Would it not be in the best interests of the Project that
this is undertaken anyway as it would further support the chosen locations at the point of Examination

regardless of who is making the land cable application?

Given the comments provided by DEFA, the DOI would suggest that as part of the final ES to support an
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application, the issue of Alternative Sites and the site selection is further explored and clarified. It is noted
and acknowledged that the AfL originally set a limit to a broader consideration of alternative sites for the
overall project when it was awarded, however, a reasoning of the preferred sites for the routing and the
landing of the cable will be expected as part of the ES. In addition, it is expected that a justification for the

sub-stations and any other associated infrastructure will also be included in the ES.

Question 6.1: Do you agree with the Applicant’s approach to consultation?

DEFA also including Question 6.2: Are there any other stakeholder groups you wish the Applicant to engage

with beyond those set out in this Chapter?

Table 6.1 non-Statutory Stakeholders

It is not certain that Manx Basking Shark Watch continues as an organisation. Most of its activities were
transferred to Manx Whale & Dolphin Watch, but it’s possible that the staff of ‘MBBSW’ would still be able to
contribute to the EIA process, it’s whether or not that’s in a private capacity, or if the organisation is still a
registered entity.

In this section it may be worth clarifying the role of the Marine Conservation Society, which is a UK-based
organisation. It is presumed its inclusion is in relation to Seasearch loM, which is under the umbrella of MCS?
This should be clarified.

Similarly, under ‘Fisheries’, for the Community Inshore Fisheries Alliance and RIFG, it may be worth
identifying them as UK-based organisations, for clarity, as they don’t exist on the Isle of Man and may be
unfamiliar to local stakeholders.

And, for consideration, why these two UK organisations but not, for example, the two Northern Ireland Fish
Producers Organisations, NIFPO and ANIFPO, which both have active members in Manx waters?

The loM Scallop Management Board should be added to the list of non-stat consultees, as it represents all
Manx seafishing licence holders for mobile gear, including UK fishers, whereas MFPO only includes Manx-
registered/based licence holders. Contact details are available from DEFA  Fisheries.

https://www.gov.im/about-the-government/departments/environment-food-and-

agriculture/environment-directorate/fisheries/sea-fisheries/co-management/

Under ‘Fisheries/Ecology’, also consider Bangor University (as Scientific Advisors to DEFA) and probably AFBI

(Northern Ireland) which undertakes a lot of fisheries surveys in Manx waters, including off the east coast.

DOI
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The Department continues to progress with the preparation of the required legislation under the Marine
Infrastructure Management Act 2016, and consultation requirements forms part of that. Until such times as
those Regulations have been approved by Tynwald, the Department is unable to confirm the final details in
respect of consultation requirements. As such, the earlier list provided to the Developer has been amended
in light of reconsideration and discussions with legal advisors (specifically related to para 6.4.2.5). The DOI
determined it was not appropriate to include lease holders, the TSC and the IOMSPC as part of the prescribed

consultees as they do not undertake a statutory role in this process with regards to the scoping opinion.

The DOI welcomes the proposed consultation activities by the Developer and acknowledges that there are
several opportunities for people to be engaged throughout the process with regards to the offshore elements

of the project.

In terms of the engagement of stakeholders, the Department is satisfied that through the wide range of
public consultation activities planned as well as the engagement of stakeholders as part of the Evidence Plan

Process, the relevant stakeholders will have an opportunity to be involved as this project progresses.

Question 6.2: Are there any other stakeholder groups you wish the Applicant to engage with beyond those

set out in this Chapter?

DOI
In terms of the engagement of stakeholders, the Department is satisfied that through the wide range of
public consultation activities planned as well as the engagement of stakeholders as part of the Evidence Plan

Process, the relevant stakeholders will have an opportunity to be involved as this project progresses.

Question 7.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for marine processes?

DEFA
The study area provides an adequate buffer zone and agree that the scope of the study area may need to be

altered during the EIA process based on tidal excursions and sediment plume pathways.

Question 7.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?;

DEFA

Agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient, with the inclusion of project-specific sampling,
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surveying, and modelling. An additional dataset that may be of use is the data collected by Bangor University

for their review of Seabed habitats around the Isle of Man, the report can be found here.

Question 7.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ pathways/ effects that could arise from all stages of the

Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA

Agree with the impacts and effects outlined in the impacts register, however, there are questions regarding
the predetermination of ‘no likely significant effect’; however it is acknowledged that in many instances this
cannot be determined until there are outputs from the hydrodynamic modelling. This can be discussed in
greater detail in the technical advisory groups.

Question 7.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to marine processes?

DEFA
Co2 and Co3 mention minimising seabed disturbance, how will this be done?

This can be discussed in greater detail in the technical advisory groups.

Question 7.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA
The proposed approach should allow for a robust assessment, the Evidence Plans will help determine the
rational between no LSE and LSE and the Technical Advisory Groups will allow for beneficial discussions on

the execution of the EIA.

Question 7.6: Given the data listed in Table 7.1, as well as the evidence base from other offshore energy

projects in the region, do you believe that the use of numerical modelling is necessary for the assessment?

DEFA

Numerical modelling is necessary for this assessment, however, it needs to be used in addition to
observational studies in order to validate the models. Both site specific surveying and modelling are
necessary to gain a greater understanding of the marine processes in the scoping area and to address possible

changes that may occur.

Question 8.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for marine water and sediment
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quality?

DEFA
Yes. Agree with the use of the same study area as described in Chapter 7 and that the study area may be

modified as a result of modelling and surveying outputs.

Question 8.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA

No, see comments above and;

An additional data source could be the river water quality data (IOM) which can be found here. Additionally,
the data provided from the Environment Agency water quality archive won’t include IOM data, but may be

applicable to the scope area outside of Isle of Man territorial waters.

A significant missing link within this scoping report is that there is no emphasis on potential impacts on
plankton abundance and distribution, more detail will be provided in question 8.3, however, additional data
sources for plankton monitoring would be the Island’s historical phytoplankton data (1995) and current

Cypris phytoplankton and zooplankton data.

The Environmental Protection Unit has access to the historic data sets and current data is uploaded to our
Marine Monitoring webpage located_here. Additionally, all historic data has been uploaded to the Plankton
Lifeform Extraction Tool (PLET). The PLET is a centralised database for all plankton monitoring programs in
the UK and allows for open access to comparable plankton data. In addition to Isle of Man data, data from

the Continuous Plankton Recorder (CPR) Surveys may be of use.

Question 8.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B);

DEFA
No. Douglas Bay MNR, as a statutorily-designated marine protected site should be included as a receptor,

and;

Potential impacts to plankton community structure and distribution have not been addressed. Alterations of
oceanographic process, sediment/nutrient suspension, water column mixing, introduction of opportunistic

species, and changes in water turbulence can have a multitude of impacts on plankton regimes.

Page 58

Department of Infrastructure May 2024


https://www.gov.im/about-the-government/departments/environment-food-and-agriculture/environment-directorate/environmental-protection-unit/river-water-quality/
https://www.gov.im/iommarinemonitoring
https://www.dassh.ac.uk/lifeforms/

Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Impacts of suspended sediment, upwelling and downwelling patterns affect nutrient and chemical cycles,
particularly when the water column is stratified. Sediment resuspension can release nutrients that can result
in abnormal phytoplankton growth or blooms. Harmful algal bloom events are becoming more prominent in
our changing climate and an increase in nutrient loads could lead to a bloom of phytoplankton species that
have the potential to release toxins. These toxins can bio-accumulate in shellfish, resulting in various forms
of shellfish poisoning. Monitoring phytoplankton populations could indicate if there is a need for further

shellfish monitoring, as harmful algal blooms could have a negative impact on the fishing industry.

Impacts to plankton regimes can result from both the construction and operation process of offshore wind
farm development. Certain species of phytoplankton are less resilient and therefore, even small
anthropogenic changes in ambient conditions can result in significant impacts. Several in-situ and simulated
case studies have shown that the development and operation of offshore wind farms have resulted in

changes to plankton biomass, production and consumption.

A brief summary of potential impacts are the resuspension of sediment leading to an increase in
phytoplankton production and biomass. Hydrodynamic changes, increased turbidity, and vertical mixing of
the water column all have significant impacts on plankton communities. Additionally, dissolved oxygen (DO)
in seawater is an essential limiting factor for phytoplankton growth, which can be affected by offshore wind
farm operations. The artificial structures provide opportunistic species with a habitat to proliferate. The
metabolic activities of these species, including respiration, excretion and digestion, consume oxygen
resources and could lead to a drop in DO in surrounding areas. The sustainable growth of marine
phytoplankton requires a DO level of 6 mg/l or above, and therefore a decrease in DO could lead to a decrease

in phytoplankton biomass and a reduction in primary productivity.

Additional resources:

Clark, S., Schroeder, F., & Baschek, B. (2014). The Influence of Large Offshore Wind Farms on the North Sea
and Baltic Sea: A Comprehensive Literature Review. Geesthacht, Germany: Helmholtz-Zentrum Geesthacht,
Zentrum fur Material-und Kistenforschung.

van Berkel, J., Burchard, H., Christensen, A., Mortensen, L. O., Petersen, O. S., & Thomsen, F. (2020). The
effects of offshore wind farms on hydrodynamics and implications for fishes. Oceanography, 33(4), 108-117.
Wang, L., Wang, B., Cen, W., Xu, R., Huang, Y., Zhang, X., ... & Zhang, Y. (2023). Ecological impacts of the
expansion of offshore wind farms on trophic level species of marine food chain. Journal of Environmental

Sciences.

Question 8.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE
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relevant to marine water and sediment quality?

DEFA

No, see comments above, especially in relation to spatial and temporal effects, and;

A commitment needs to be made for plankton monitoring and assessing potential impacts to plankton
species and the cascading effects changes in primary production could have. This could form an aspect of

Co7.

Additionally, the key receptors for this section need to be re-evaluated. Designated and non-designated
beaches are listed as key receptors. When monitoring bathing waters only temperature, Escherichia coli and
Intestinal Enterococci are monitored. Are spikes in E.coli or Enterococci expected? If additional monitoring
was conducted using a sonde with sensors for temperature, salinity, turbidity, dissolved oxygen, chlorophyll,
and pH, this would better assess water quality and would be a better receptor to identify changes. If increased
bacterial load is unlikely to be an impact of the windfarm development and operation, then using current

bathing water monitoring as a receptor would not be appropriate.

Question 8.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA

In order for the proposed approach to the EIA to enable a robust assessment, impacts to plankton regimes
needs to be assessed and monitored. Additionally, the Department believes using bathing water monitoring
as a key receptor may not be applicable and other receptors for water and sediment quality should be

investigated.

DEFA Additional comments:

In section 8.4.1.11 the applicant is correct in mentioning that the Water Framework Directive has not been
enacted on the Island, however we have the Water Pollution (standards and objective) Scheme 2020 for
inland and coastal waters, which could be applicable. Additionally, in this section, discharge from Groudle
river into the sea is mentioned; River Douglas, Port Jack Glen and Summerhill Glen discharge into Douglas
Bay and could be added to this section. Additionally, there are various other river discharges within the study
are if they would like to be included in the scope we can provide a list.

In section 8.4.3, the following non designated bathing waters are within the study area on the map; Port

Soderick, Port Grenaugh and Derbyhaven.

In section 8.5.2 for Co7 - Who would be monitoring or regulating any off shore oil pollution or chemical spills
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from the development? Would we need to rely on the UK?

Question 9.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for offshore ornithology?
DEFA

Yes.

Question 9.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA
Note, since the original loM Bird Atlas was published, a second full breeding bird survey of the Island has
been undertaken. This has enabled the publishing of loM bird statuses in the loM Birds of Conservation

Concern, available from the Manx BirdLife website.

The Isle of Man Seabird Census 2017-18 was undertaken as part of the wider Seabirds Count project of the
Seabird Monitoring Programme (SMP). The latter has now been published (November 2023), covering Britain
and Ireland, as the latest 15-yearly census, bringing together the survey work of the various regions. The
Seabirds Count data (available from the SMP website — referenced in the scoping document as BTO 2023 -
and summarised in the book just published) therefore provides the most up to date data on British and Irish

populations.

See also note re. 9.7.3.1.5 — we recommend that the best, up to date available evidence be utilised for

comparison populations.

Question 9.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA

Collision risk — we recommend adding Manx shearwater (see below).

Displacement — we recommend adding the following species, which may show some vulnerability: Manx
shearwater (perhaps more likely than collision, vulnerability low but high uncertainty). Gannet (vulnerable),
kittiwake, fulmar (vulnerability low but high uncertainty).

Barrier effects have been included, and the @rsted scoping consideration suggests no LSE. We will be
interested to see the evidence to be brought forward at a later date to justify this position, but we are content

to work on this basis at the present.
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Migrant collision risk has been omitted and therefore no migrant collision risk assessment has been
proposed. This is a standard consideration in offshore wind farm EIA. We recognise, however, that this may
well be unlikely to result in showing a significant effect for most species, and we note that no LSE has arisen
for any migrant scenario in those assessments that we have reviewed for developments within the Irish Sea,
though noting that many assumptions have to be made in such models, but we remain concerned that there
are some specific species that could warrant such an assessment, specifically the migrant raptors, such as
hen harrier and short-eared owl, which we think may be particularly vulnerable and which move between
the oM and British mainland. We therefore request this addition to the list of potential impacts and the

consideration of a proportionate approach.

Note, ‘Offshore wind developments - collision and displacement in petrels and shearwaters: literature review
2022’ includes mitigation options for lighting. See Scottish Government (2022)

https://www.gov.scot/publications/review-inform-assessment-risk-collision-displacement-petrels-

shearwaters-offshore-wind-developments-scotland/pages/7/. Flashing white light has been recommended

to protect migrant birds in the US.

Question 9.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to offshore ornithology?

DEFA
Consideration can also be given to turbine colour design (see references as follows) and lighting (see
reference above). Achromatic wind turbines reduce bird strike risk, as more visible.

https://www.euronews.com/green/2023/03/01/stripy-wind-turbines-could-reduce-seabird-fatalities-say-

avian-vision-experts

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/$2351989423000215

Rotor base height could also receive further consideration (see comments on Manx shearwaters)

Question 9.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA

Standard approaches have been set out, but under the proportionate approach some matters are set aside
for future consideration. We agree that there is appropriate information at this stage, subject to
consideration of matters raised in this consultation, and noting that many matters will be raised for
consideration by the technical advisory groups before a final detailed procedure can be ascertained and

agreed between the interested parties.
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Question 9.6: Do you agree with the proposed methodology for the CRM?

DEFA
Yes, with the exception of comments made above, in which we have raised a risk with regard to some
migratory species that have not been included in the scope, but that we feel might be at risk, and

recommended adding Manx shearwater, and subject to comments on the comparison data to be used.

Question 9.7: Do you agree that Manx shearwater are not sensitive to either collision or displacement

impacts?

DEFA

Though we accept that Manx shearwater is at a relatively low vulnerability in comparison with some notably
affected species, there remains great uncertainty about the effects of offshore wind farms on this species
and therefore it would be wise to include it in the assessment of these two potential impacts. We also ask
whether further research followed the Walney extension discussions, to elucidate the movements of

shearwaters in the Irish Sea.

We note that with a large range and some large colonies, the likelihood of a 1% impact on regional population
may be very low, but in apportioning the likely effects on colonies it should be noted that the nearest colonies
are not large, and the closest one, on the Calf of Man, is in recovery and is of significant conservation interest,
with a rat eradication project in its late stages. It is therefore the potential effects on specific colonies that is
likely to be of most concern to us, rather than the wider population impact. This becomes of greater concern
if there are aggregations within the study area, drawing foraging birds to specific areas or features

(potentially affecting site design).

We note that their flight height, though generally relatively low (flight heights mostly up to 20m above sea
level in calm conditions) can rise in shearing in high wind conditions, but the data used for assessments has
been gained in relatively calm conditions, therefore some new data may be necessary to extend our
knowledge and model it realistically. There should therefore be a discussion of what will genuinely be useful
in moving forward on this.

See Scottish Government (2022) : https://www.gov.scot/publications/review-inform-assessment-risk-

collision-displacement-petrels-shearwaters-offshore-wind-developments-scotland/pages/7/

‘current flight height data for this species is based on aerial or vessel-based at-sea surveys, which can only
take place during daylight and in relatively calm weather and may not be representative of the behaviour of

Manx Shearwaters under all conditions’.
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The data may therefore bias models towards lower risk, but better data would be necessary to verify realistic
risk. We therefore consider it prudent and precautionary to include them in the assessment. Of course, if the
minimum rotor level were raised, any risk would be further reduced for low-flying birds, a matter for

commitment consideration.

They are also liable to disorientation from lighting, which could massively increase strike risk due to circling
(an issue separate from that assessed under the Band model), but we note that this has been scoped in on

the Impacts Register.

Question 10.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for benthic subtidal and intertidal

ecology?

DEFA
NO. Due to proximity, sensitivity and importance the study area should include the entire Ramsey Bay Marine
Nature Reserve. The MNR was established as a zoned and ecologically interconnected area, and the current

Study Area includes only a portion, which appears arbitrary.

Question 10.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA

No. See comments above.

Question 10.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA

No. See comments above.

Question 10.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to benthic subtidal and intertidal ecology?

DEFA

No. See comments above.
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Question 10.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA

No. See comments above.

Question 11.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for marine mammals?

DEFA
No. See comments above in relation to Offshore Electrical Connection Search Area and Zol for underwater

noise. This issue is better presented in the Fish and Shellfish Ecology chapter Section 12.3 (Study Area).

Question 11.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA

See comments above

Question 11.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA

No. see comments above in relation to statutorily-designated protected sites.

Question 11.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to marine mammals?

DEFA
No. See comments on the inclusion of statutorily-designated sites in the commitments register, or the

avoidance of them for routing and infrastructure.

Question 11.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA

Don’t know.
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Question 11.6: Do you agree that all key marine mammal + megafauna species to be scoped into the

assessment have been identified?

DEFA

Yes

Questions 11.7: Do you agree with the approach of defining two types of Study Areas (i.e. Marine Mammal
Study Area, and the species-specific Regional Study Areas), as a more comprehensive way to characterise
the baseline condition and assess potential impacts of activities associated with the Proposed

Development? If the answer is no, please provide alternative way(s) for better definition of Study Area(s)

DEFA

Yes, once the two areas have been appropriately defined. As yet they are not.

Question 11.8: When are the Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPs) due to be published for harbour and grey

seal?

DEFA
Seal BAPS are near finalised and will be published online shortly.

All published BAPs are available here: https://www.gov.im/about-the-

government/departments/environment-food-and-agriculture/environment-directorate/ecosystem-policy-

team/wildlife-biodiversity-and-protected-sites/biodiversity-strategy-and-delivery-plan/

Question 12.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for fish and shellfish ecology?

DEFA

No. see comments above.

Question 12.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA

No. see comments above.
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Question 12.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA

No. see comments above. And particularly not, given the limited number of receptor species included.

Question 12.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to fish and shellfish ecology?

DEFA

Not yet.

Question 12.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA
No. The process by which receptor species for this Chapter have been determined is unclear, and may
therefore be limiting in scope. As such, the process (as part of the overall EIA process is not sufficiently set

out.

Question 13.1: Do you agree with the Study Areas that has been identified for commercial fisheries?

DEFA
Possibly not for the local study area. Suggest consideration (with consultation) regarding inclusion of 36E5 to
reduce the possibility of artificial splitting of Manx fisheries circumstances.

The Regional Study Area appears appropriate.

Question 13.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA

Not yet. See Comments

Question 13.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA
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Not yet. See Comments

Question 13.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to commercial fisheries?

DEFA

Not yet. See Comments

Question 13.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA
Not yet. See Comments, especially in relation to the linkage with Chapter 12 (and receptor species), and the
lack of wider context for the proposal to route cables through a statutorily-protected Marina Nature Reserve,

which has fundamental commercial fisheries benefit purposes.

Question 13.6: Do you agree that all receptors related to commercial fisheries have been identified?

DEFA

Not yet. See Comments

Question 14.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for shipping and navigation?

DOI Harbours

Yes, Harbours Division of the DOI is content with the area proposed for shipping and navigation.

Question 14.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DOI Harbours

14.4.1.7 — Noting that Mezeron’s daily transit between Ramsey and Glasson Dock bisects the proposed array
as identified within the Study Area for shipping and navigation, this could be seen as having the potential to
significantly impact their operations leading to time delays and increased costs on shipping of materials
carried by their vessel. It is suggested that Orsted engage throughout this process with Mezeron, and all
shipping providers to understand if and how the proposed offshore wind farm could impact on their

operations. Any impact to the Island’s lifeline services must be thoroughly considered and understood as part
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of this assessment.

14.4.1.8 — Lifeline Services Technical Advisory Group (TAG). In light of the comment above, Harbours Division
would expect that Mezeron and all other shipping providers are part of this ongoing engagement as a key
risk. Any impact to the Island’s lifeline services must be thoroughly considered and understood as part of this

assessment.

It will also be necessary to understand how the project will fit with the other proposed offshore windfarms
in close proximity to the Island and how the safe passage of all marine vessels will be considered as part of

this assessment.

Question 14.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DOI Harbours

At this stage, and noting that it is based on the current proposal, Harbours is satisfied that from a shipping
and Navigation perspective, all impacts or effects from the proposed development have been adequately
identified in the Impacts Register. Can Orsted however clarify how any additional impacts or effects that
might arise throughout the Evidence Plan Process will be considered and included within the Impacts

Register?

Comments from IOM Ship Registry should also be noted here in respect of the compliance with a range of
International Conventions and how any requirements as part of these Conventions will be fully met by the

Developer.

Question 14.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to shipping and navigation?

DOI harbours

At this stage, Harbours Division is content with the proposed commitments however, it should be noted -
The cumulative impact - The gap at the Southern end of the array to the Northern section of the Morgan
array. 14.7.2.1.4 states 1.4Nm. Measurement from Gig 14.3 is 3.6Nm while 2.5Nm is referenced in Morgan’s
Nav Haz workshop. Clarification is required as to the confirmed width of the gap. Harbours Division will also
want assurances that Orsted is working to engage with all shipping companies and neighbouring offshore
wind farm projects to fully understand the implications the cumulative impact could have on shipping and

navigation.
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Question 14.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to assessment is sufficiently set out to enable a

robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DOI Harbours
At this stage, Harbours Division is content with what is currently proposed, noting that much of this will be
carried out via the Navigational Risk Assessment forming part of the EIA accompanying any future application,

all of which will be subject to Examination.

Question 14.6: Do you agree that the application can be assessed with the submission of an NRA in line

with MGN 654?

DOI Harbours

Yes on the basis that the Isle of Man does not have an equivalent publication, Harbours Division would
support this as best practice should be followed. However, the DOI’s overall position in respect of using UK
guidance will be confirmed and the DOI requests continued engagement from the Developer when they plan
to use Guidance produced for other jurisdictions as part of this assessment so an opinion to that Guidance

can be sought and confirmed.

Question 14.7: Do you agree with the further data collection outlined in section 14.7 for informing the

NRA?

DOI harbours

Harbours is in agreement with this.

Question 14.8: Do you agree that all receptors (users) related to shipping and navigation have been

identified?

DOI harbours
At this stage, Harbours Division is satisfied that all receptors have been identified, but reassurances are
sought as to how any future receptors or users who become identified as the process progresses will be

engaged at the appropriate stages.

Question 14.9: Does the Isle of Man have a mechanism for the establishment of offshore safety zones?

DOI harbours
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Harbours Division understands that there are wider legislative requirements in respect of safety zones etc
and the Department of Infrastructure is currently pursuing external assistance in order to understand what

they are and how we consider and address.

The key component of this assessment process will be the Navigational Risk Assessment (NRA). Further
discussions are required in respect of the NRA process as defined in the Maritime and Coastguard Agencies
MGNG654, Safety or Navigation — Offshore Renewable Energy Installations (OREls) — Guidance on UK
Navigational Practice, Safety and Emergency Response. Harbours Division wish to have further discussion
with the Developer about the best practice guidance they intend to use. It should be noted that the Developer
must not presume that UK Guidance material naturally applies within the IOM and request that our officers

are consulted in the first place.

With regard to particular areas of concern, Harbour Division notes that there are number of proposed
projects which will be seeking development consents for offshore wind farms in close proximity to Manx
waters, such as, Morecambe, Mona and especially Morgan as the NW section of this proposed windfarm
would border Manx Territorial directly below Mooir Vannin Array. These projects if constructed, may lead to
cumulative or in-combination effects, i.e. the creation of ‘blind corners, for vessel traffic, radar interference
and narrow navigable routes between the IOM and the UK and or in the wider Irish Sea Region. Some or all
of which could increase risk to navigation safety and commercial operators costs and schedule delays both
to other Irish Sea shipping operators and to the Island’s lifeline services. Harbours Division highlight in
particular the relatively small distance between this proposal, the tip of the Walney Extension offshore wind
farm and the proposed Morgan site, which would create a challenging route to safe navigate. Harbours
Division is also concerned that the potential bottleneck at the northwest tip of the proposed project near to
the Bahama Bank South Cardinal buoy could be problematic. It is vital that the assessment is scoped to allow
these issues to be adequately assessed and particular emphasis is given to the importance of the cumulative

and in-combination impact assessment.

The various operators who regularly transit the area around the AfL site are all mentioned in the Scoping
Report however no consideration seems to have been given to the sizeable vessels whom, during certain
adverse weather conditions, utilise the area off the Island’s eastern coast (within the proposed Offshore
Electrical Connection Search Area) for shelter or whilst awaiting to board or disembark pilots from Liverpool
Pilotage Services Ltd. (Sometimes between 25 — 30 vessels over the winter months). Harbour Division
consider that this should be one of the potential impacts considered in the EIA, both during construction and
the operation of the project. Harbours Division would also suggest consideration is given to include Liverpool

Pilotage Services Ltd to be added onto the stakeholders for shipping and navigation (14.4.4.9).
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Linked to this, the port of Workington is still a significant hub for Cumbria's economy and the potential for
expansion and the need for vessels to shelter off the IOM waiting for pilots is a valid consideration. Indeed,
Harbours Division feel that “transboundary” navigational, safety and other shipping considerations
associated with ports in other jurisdictions generally need to be an important feature of this assessment.

It is considered that the Automatic Identification System (AIS) Data suggested is too limited a period of time
to give a balanced picture of the traffic in the area. A month in the summer and a month in the winter may
track the scheduled regular vessels but may miss the sheltering vessels and those simply awaiting orders.
Many of these simply 'drift' or slow steam up and down the coast. We would therefore welcome
consideration being given to the inclusion of this additional data as part of the EIA and Evidence Plan Process.

Harbours Division has access to this data which can be made available as part of the NRA review.

Question 18.1: Do you agree with the Study Areas that have been identified for other marine users and
activities;?
A number of responses have been received for this question. Please see below where it points the Developer

to consider those responses in full.

See Manx Utilities response. It might also be appropriate to consider the provisions of the Electricity Act 1996

as part of the preparation of this project.

See IOM Ship Registry response although this would be captured as part of specific consultation with the
Department for Economic Development. It would be useful to consider the additional International

Conventions which apply within the Isle of Man.

DOI
The DOI is generally satisfied with the Study Area in respect of other marine users although acknowledging
this could potentially change should additional other marine users be identified as the project progresses.

The DOI would expect that any additional marine users identified would be engaged as part of the project.

In addition, whilst Chapter 18 outlines the main projects and components that will be considered as part of
the Cumulative Effects Assessment, it should be noted that as part of the Round 4 projects, Morgan and
Morecambe have identified their search area for their cable, forming the fourth project, Morgan and
Morecambe Transmissions Assets. It would be helpful if that could be included on Figure 18.2 as it creates

another constraint in close proximity to Mooir Vannin.

Furthermore, para 18.4.1.4 should also have included reference to the Crogga Hydrocarbon site under the

heading oil and gas, noting that it is included in Table 18.1 and in para 18.4.2. It is acknowledged that there
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is currently no hydrocarbon infrastructure within that area, however, there is a Seaward Production Innovate
Licence in operation between the Department and Crogga which provides the rights to Crogga to undertake
extraction in line with the provisions of the licence. Whilst it is not clear exactly which works will take place
when by Crogga, the Department would continue to encourage Orsted to engage with Crogga on a regular
basis to ensure they are both fully aware of each others’ plans and intentions with regards the co-existence

on the parts of the site which are shared between both parties.

Question 18.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline;?

DOI
At this time, the DOl is satisfied with the baseline data sources however, it accepts that other sources could
also add value to the project, so would request that the Developer is accepting of additional sources if and

when they could be identified throughout this process.

Question 18.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B);?

DOI

At this time, the DOI is satisfied with the impacts / effects that have been currently captured as part of the
Impacts Register. However, as the project progresses, the DOI requests that should any additional impacts
or effects as a result of the project be identified, that they are included within the Impacts Register and

consideration given to them as part of the Evidence Plan Process.

Question 18.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to other marine users and activities;?

o]

The DOI acknowledges the proposed commitments as part of the Commitments Register. As per previous
comments, should any further requirements or commitments arise as part of this project, the DOI will want
that reflected in the Commitments Register if and when appropriate to do it. The DOI agrees that most of
these will be demonstrated and implemented through any conditions associated with any Marine

Infrastructure Consent.

In addition, it should be noted that in respect of Co9, the DOI is currently considering the requirements in

Page 73

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

respect of the offshore safety zones around the infrastructure both during the construction and the operation
and maintenance phases of the project. Further details and clarification on this is expected to be finalised

through the forthcoming legislation which is subject to the Tynwald process for its enactment.

Question 18.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be?

DOI

The proposed approach to the EIA appears to be sufficient and clearly sets out for all participants to
understand how any identified impact or effect could be considered as part of the project. The DOI notes
that the Impacts Register will be updated as the project continues. It is further noted that as part of the
Evidence Plan Process, the Developer has set out that it intends to supply sufficient evidence should it be
determined that there are no Likely Significant Effects in order to support that stance. The DOI wishes to
continue its involvement as part of this process for the elements of the project that sit as part of its statutory
responsibilities. For impacts which will be taken forward as part of the final EIA and subsequently submitted
for Examination, the DOI will undertake a review of those impacts at that time, limited to those falling under

its statutory responsibilities.

Question 19.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for onshore ecology?

DEFA

Yes (with caveat): the extent of the Study Area seems reasonable as a starting point for compiling information
on habitats and species. The Department presume the OnSS will be sited within this area and the cable will
come ashore in this area. I'm presuming that there is no intention for the cable to come ashore via the tall
cliffs forming part of Marine Drive ASSI.

Caveat: though this depends on the location of the required onshore facilities and it being within the study

area.

Question 19.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterize the baseline?

DEFA

No. DEFA Fisheries Division should be consulted in respect of freshwater and diadromous fishes.

Page 74

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Question 19.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)

DEFA
No, as there is no mention of ASSIs in the table, is this because the route options are avoiding going through

an ASSI and will instead come through the MNR?

Also no mention of the various Wildlife Sites within the study areas. No mention of invasive non-native
species, or freshwater fish, lizards, frogs etc. It also mentions species disturbance but not the killing of species

or damage to their places of shelter or protection, or destruction of nests.

Question 19.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to onshore ecology?

DEFA
Yes. Provided that detailed habitat and species surveys are conducted at the most appropriate time of year

to obtain up to date information.

Question 19.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA

Yes. It would appear so, provided the IEEM guidance is followed, as stated.

Question 19.6: Is there additional ecological data that any consultee would be willing to share with the

project?

DEFA

Oak/Hazel Woodland Report 2011 can be provided by DEFA or MWT. This is useful for information about
Groudle Glen.

Question 20.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for land use and ground

conditions?

DEFA

Yes, though this depends on the location of the required onshore facilities

Page 75

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Question 20.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA

No, has missed out ASSls, public glen and rivers.

Question 20.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA

No, temporary or permanent loss of ASSI land, Groudle Glen and watercourses are not included.

Question 20.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to land use and ground conditions?

DEFA
Yes, though section 20.6 should be updated to reference impacts in relation to ASSIs, watercourses and

Groudle Glen.

Question 20.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DEFA

Yes, but impact register needs updating so that the EIA takes account of additional constraints.

Question 20.6: Do you agree that all relevant legislation, policy and guidance has been identified for the
land use and ground conditions assessment, or are there any additional documents that should be

considered?

DEFA
The Wildlife Act 1990 is relevant and should be included.

Question 20.7: Can the consultees advise on any specific sources of contamination of concern to them

within the Study Area?

DEFA
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Consult with DEFA EPU on this issue.

Question 21.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for traffic and transport?

DOI Highways
No. The study area should cover both Douglas and Onchan for the proposed Douglas connection as would
more robust. Especially as there is no information on cable routing through Douglas. Is it wholly within the

highway or will the proposed route traverse 3™ party land?

Also the study area of the Groudle Glen needs to encompass the A2, All, A2/Al11 junction and
A2/Avondale/Royal Ave Junction. DOI Highways is happy to provide further information and clarification as

well as any data it can.

Question 21.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DOI Highways
The Transport Assessment must use the Department’s micro simulation model (Paramics Discovery) for

Douglas and Onchan. The Department can also provide additional historic ATC data.

Question 21.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DOI Highways
No. Impact on concurrent planned commercial development in Douglas, particularly in Lower Douglas.
Parade St, Lord St, Middlemarch and Villiers sites. DOl Highways is happy to provide further information and

clarification as well as any data it can.

Question 21.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to traffic and transport?

DOI Highways
Partially. Does not include reference to onshore cable route on highway infrastructure.

Also commitments will need reviewing once final location of onshore infrastructure is provided.

Question 21.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?
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DOI Highways

Yes.

Question 21.6: Are features such as designated cycle ways available as GIS files to be mapped?

DOI Highways
Yes. Adopted highways, public rights of way etc. But also pedestrian routes. DOl Highways is happy to provide

further information and clarification as well as any data it can.

Question 27.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for climate change?

DEFA
Yes, we are happy with the two study areas defined in the scoping report
Question 27.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

DEFA
Yes, these are sufficient data sources
Question 27.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DEFA
Yes we are satisfied with the impacts listed
Question 27.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to climate change?

DEFA
Yes
Question 27.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?
DEFA

Yes

Question 27.6: Is there any other legislation, policy, or guidance that should be considered?
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DEFA
No

Question 27.7: Do you agree with the climate change projections used (IPCC, 2023)?

DEFA
No

Question 28.1: Do you agree with the Study Areas that has been identified for socioeconomics, tourism

and recreation?

Treasury
The study areas identified appear to be appropriate for capturing the relevant impacts. We anticipate that
the ‘Wider Study Area’ referred to in 28.3.4 will be particularly relevant for capturing the general impacts on

the Island.

Question 28.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately

characterise the baseline?

Treasury

Some of the Baseline data sources are due to be updated soon, or will be updated by the time the assessment
takes place. Of particular relevance are:

- National Income accounts: 2021/22 data should be available imminently

- Quarterly Statistical Report: now available up to Q3, but Q4 may be available at time of assessment

- Isle of Man Economic Dashboard: is updated regularly. For information on source data or other questions

please contact economicadvisory@gov.im. In addition to the potential for updated data sources as per the

above, the following may be of use:
- Visit Isle of Man passenger survey 2023, interim results may be available on request and full results will be
available in 2024

- CACl socio-demographic report, available on request from Business Isle of Man.

We note the reference to Gross Value Added (GVA) in the Applicant’s Scoping Report. GVA is not currently
produced officially for the Isle of Man (please see National Income Report). While we do not object to the
Applicant using methodologies around GVA, the Applicant will need to create this in a suitable manner.

Otherwise it may be more appropriate to use a different measure such as GDP, GNP, GNI, etc.
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Question 28.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed

Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

Treasury
The impacts / effects identified in Annex 5.B appear to be appropriate. We note that impacts to shipping
(including economic lifeline services) and commercial fisheries are covered elsewhere and these may have

major impacts on socio-economics.

Question 28.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE

relevant to socioeconomics, tourism and recreation?

Treasury
While the Commitments (Co18, 32, 23) listed against socioeconomic factors are positive steps, we do not

agree that they will eliminate or substantially mitigate LSE.

For example, there does not appear to be mitigation around a potential large influx of migrant workers (either
regarding local services or impact on tourism capacity). It is noted that the Scoping Report lists impacts
relating to migrant workers as “No LSE” however we cannot assess whether this is appropriate without
greater understanding of the numbers/phasing. Theoretically, a large number of migrant workers could take
up a significant proportion of the Island’s hotel stock, which could have knock-on impacts on inbound
tourism. We therefore do not believe that this can be listed as “No LSE”.

Related to the above, we similarly do not believe that IDs SE-03, SE-08, SE-09, SE-16 can be considered “No

LSE” in the absence of further evaluation.

Question 28.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust

assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

Treasury

The proposed EIA approach seems sufficient, however will require suitable assessment criteria for economic
aspects (such as what level of job / GVA impact would warrant classification as ‘significant’). It should be
noted that in this regard the Isle of Man context would differ from UK methodologies and therefore a bespoke
approach that takes into account this context will be required. For example, the following are factors that
may be relevant to consider:

- Trade boundaries

- Existence/importance of lifeline services
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- Economic sector makeup

- Business sizes (e.g. generally higher prevalence of smaller businesses vs UK)

Question 28.6: Do you have any specific requirements for the economic modelling methodology?

Treasury
We would request that economic modelling adheres to current UK best practice (such as that approved for
use in UK planning applications / business cases) but otherwise have no specific requirements. Please note

that Isle of Man context will need to be accounted for as per Q28.5.

Question 28.7: Are local economic multipliers available at the level of the Isle of Man?

Treasury

While some local multipliers have been publicised in the Isle of Man, these are not based on robust
methodologies or are out of date, and we would therefore not recommend their use in this context. We
would not object to the Applicant producing their own multipliers provided the methodology is sufficiently

robust.

Question 28.8: Are there examples of measures adopted for similar developments in the Isle of Man which

have sought to enhance economic benefits? If so, could you provide details?

Treasury

We are not aware of relevant examples.

Question 28.9: Given the uncertainty around the level of local sourcing within the Isle of Man, would you
agree that the economic benefits (jobs and GVA) should be represented as a range, but with the lowest

likely scenario representing a “worst case” assessment of benefits?

Treasury
We agree that providing a range of impacts would be appropriate in this context. Please note previous

comments around calculation of GVA.

Question 28.10: Do you agree that decommissioning is an activity too distant in the future to conduct a

meaningful assessment of socio-economic impacts, especially in regarding to economic modelling of jobs

and GVA?
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Treasury

We agree that decommissioning is too distant to conduct a meaningful assessment.

Question 29.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for MA&D?
DOI Harbours

Harbours is satisfied with the proposed Study Area for the project.

Question 29.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately
characterise the baseline?

DOI Harbours

Harbours is satisfied that the correct baseline data sources have been sufficiently identified. However, should

any further data be required, Harbours is happy to share if the information is available.

Question 29.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

DOI Harbours

Harbours agree - Although ground collapse is covered in MA&D — 04, reference cannot be seen regarding
collapse of any offshore turbine or substation(s), during construction, operation (either through mechanical
failure or impact) or decommissioning. This should be included in the Impacts Register unless it covered in

other chapters.

Question 29.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE
relevant to MA&D?

DOI Harbours

Harbours is satisfied that the proposed commitments that have currently been proposed are suitable.
Harbours would seek assurances that should any additional commitments be required, there will be
engagement to confirm. It might also be useful to engage with the IOM Ship Registry for future commitments

if it impacts on any of its responsibilities under the International Conventions.

Question 29.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust
assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

DOI Harbours

Harbours agree - noting that much of this will be carried out through the Key Receptors Chapters Risk
Assessment which will form part of the EIA which will accompany the future application, all of which will be

subject to Examination.
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Question 29.6: Do you agree with the proposed approach to this Chapter that all potential impacts and
receptors are covered elsewhere in the other referenced chapters and therefore no further assessment
methodology is included within this Chapter?

DOI Harbours

At this time, Harbours is satisfied that all potential impacts and receptors have been sufficiently included in
other chapters of the Scoping Report, and as such, there is no further requirement for the assessment

methodology to be set out in this Chapter.

Question 29.7: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable you to
conclude a position of no LSE before the submission of the application?
DOI Harbours

Harbours is in agreement with the proposed approach to EIA at this time.

Question 29.8: Do you agree that all relevant legislation, policy and guidance has been considered?
DOI Harbours

Harbours is in agreement however, there is a request that MARPOL and SOLAS should be included and
identified as relevant IMO obligations to which the Isle of Man has responsibilities under. In addition,
Harbours has requested that consideration should also be given to applicable and relevant Isle of Man
legislation relating to Major Accidents and Disasters including:

e Harbours Act 2010;

e  Wreck and Salvage (Ships & Aircraft) Act 1979;

e Qil Pollution Act 1986;

e Water Pollution Act 1993; and,

e Emergency Powers Act 1936.
Question 29.9: Are there any receptors that the Applicant has not yet identified that you feel should be
considered?
DOI Harbours
At this time, Harbours is in agreement but reassurances are sought as to how any future receptors or users

who become identified or have pertinent information, such as OREEF can be included as a receptor or can

feedback any information should this be required as the process progresses.

Question 30.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for human health and wellbeing?
Public Health

The Study Area defined appears to encompass the areas of proposed landing sites. One of the proposed
human health and wellbeing impacts is that of air quality, specifically, dust particles and exhaust emissions.
The Study Area for Chapter 24, Air Quality, is the entirety of the Isle of Man’s land surface area. It is difficult
to understand why these two study areas, as one example, differ so largely, when the impacts assessed in
Chapter 24 are in conjunction with Chapter 30. Clarification as to the rationale behind the Study Area of

Chapter 30 would be needed to ascertain suitability of the Study Area identified.
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Question 30.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately
characterise the baseline?

Public Health

Whilst the data sources identified are, in themselves, robust and representative of the Island’s population, it
is difficult to determine whether or not these are adequate without further clarification as to the rationale
behind the described baseline data in Chapter 30. It is unclear as to the purpose of the baseline data given in
Chapter 30, when read in conjunction with the impacts signposted to, within Chapter 30. For example, as
Chapter 24, Air Quality, has been identified as containing impacts related to human health and wellbeing, it
would be expected that baseline data would include specific reference to cardiovascular and respiratory
outcomes, either in the identified Study Area, or Isle of Man in its entirety, as has been causally linked within
contemporaneous scientific literature. Specific effects from both noise pollution, and electromagnetic fields

should also be assessed from both acute, and chronic exposure, due to the effects of these on human health.

Question 30.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

Public Health

No; it would be reasonable to expect a Health Impact Assessment (HIA) to have been scoped and/or
completed at this stage to determine specific Human health and wellbeing impacts/effects to measure, and
monitor. Paragraph 30.2.4.2 references Health Impact Assessment in spatial planning as one of a number of
guidance documents used, although it is unclear as to how this has informed the impacts/effects, and

subsequently, the baseline data within Chapter 30.

Question 30.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE
relevant to human health and wellbeing?

Public Health

As described above, more clarification as to the suitability of the impacts determined is needed before
determining described commitments to reducing, or eliminating, LSE’s relevant to Human health and

wellbeing.

Question 30.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable a robust
assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

Public Health

As above, with specific regard to Human health and wellbeing, a HIA would allow for comprehensive

assessment of impacts to human health and wellbeing, and subsequent ascertainment of likely significance.
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7. Glossary of Terms

AARA
AEZ
AfL
AlIS
AL
AMSL
AONB
ARA
ASP
ASSI

ASCOBANS

ATC
Bqg

BGS
CAA
CAS
CCS
CcOo2

CBD

Cefas

CITES

ccw
DBA
DCA
DED

DEFA

Dol

EDG-ERA
EIA

ER

Air to Air Refuelling Area
Archaeological exclusion zone
Agreement for Lease

Automatic Identification System
Action Level

Above mean sea level

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Advisory Radio Area

Area of Special Protection

Area of Special Scientific Interest

Agreement on the Conservation of Small Cetaceans in the Baltic, North

East Atlantic, Irish and North Seas

Air Traffic Control
Becquerels

British Geological Survey
Civil Aviation Authority
Controlled Airspace

Carbon Capture and Storage

Carbon dioxide

Convention on Biological Diversity (or Rio Convention)

Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Aquaculture Science

Control on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna
and Flora

Countryside Council for Wales

Desk based assessment

Director for Civil Aviation

Department of Economic Development
Department of Environment, Food and Agriculture

Department of Infrastructure

East Douglas-Experimental Research Area
Environmental Impact Assessment

Environmental Report
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ES Environmental Statement
EMF Electromagnetic field
EMP Environmental Management Plan
FL Flight Level
FLP Fisheries Liaison Plan
GDP Gross Domestic Product
GLVIA3 Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment: Third edition
HAT Highest Astronomical Tide
HRA Habitat Regulations Assessment
HS Significant wave height
HVAC High voltage alternating current
HVDC High voltage direct current
IALA International Association of Marine Aids to Navigation and Lighthouse
Authorities
ICES International Council for the Exploration of the Sea
ICRP International Commission on Radiological Protection
IEMA Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment
IFP Instrument Flight Procedures
ILS Instrument Landing System
IMO International Maritime Organisation
IOMA Isle of Man Airport
IOMG Isle of Man Government
IOMSPC Isle of Man Steam Packet Company
IROPI Imperative reasons of overriding public interest
ITT Invitation to Tender
LAT Lowest Astronomical Tide
LARS Lower Airspace Radar Service
LCT Landscape Character type
LSE Likely significant effect
MAA Military Aviation Authority
International Convention for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships
MARPOL
(1973)
MBRP Manx Biological Recording Partnership
MCS Marine Conservation Society

Page 86

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

MEA Multinational Environmental Agreement
MFPO Manx Fish Producers Organisation
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MIC Marine Infrastructure Consent

MNR Marine Nature Reserve

MNH Manx National Heritage

MPI Multi-Purpose Interconnector

MoOuU Memo of Understanding

MoD Ministry of Defence

mODN ODN Ordnance Datum Newlyn

MPA Marine Protected Area

MSC Marine Stewardship Council

MLWS Mean Low Water Springs sea level

MHWS Mean High Water Springs sea level

MLAT Multilateration

MU Manx Utilities

MW Megawatt

MWDW Manx Whale and Dolphin Watch

NATS National Air Traffic Services

NBN National Biodiversity Network

NERL NATS En-Route {PLC

nm Nautical mile

NRA Navigational Risk Assessment

NNR National Nature Reserves

O&M Operations and Maintenance

OnSS Onshore Substation

OREI Offshore Renewable Energy Installations

OSPAR Oslo-Paris Convention 1972

OWF Offshore wind farm

P2X Power-to-X

PBCD Planning and Building Control Directorate

PEXA Practice and Exercise Area

PSR Primary Surveillance Radar

PVA Population Viability Analysis

RCS Radar Cross Section

RSU Regional Seascape Units

RORO Roll-on, Roll-off

RYA Royal Yachting Association+

SLVIA Seascape, Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
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SAC Special Area of Conservation

SAR Search and Rescue

SCADA Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition

SMAC Surveillance Minimum Altitude Chart

SMP Seabird Monitoring Programme

SMP2 North West England and North Wales Shoreline Management Plan
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SoCC Statement of Community Consultation

SPA Special Protection Area

SSR Secondary Surveillance Radar

SSSI Site of Special Scientific Interest

StEP Stakeholder Engagement Plan

TCPA Town and Country Planning Act

TP Transition piece

TRA Temporary Reserved Area

UAS Unmanned Aerial Systems

UK United Kingdom

UXxo Unexploded ordnance

WAM Wide Area Multilateration

WTG Wind turbine generator

TV Zone of Theoretical Visibility
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8. Appendix 1: Responses to Scoping Consultation and Copies of Replies
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT, FOOD AND AGRICULTURE:

EFA Besponse to 7 in Scoping Report
Introduction

DEFA notes the uncertsinties outlined in Saction 1.3.1.2, and the issues associated with providing
scoping report comments under two different consenting regimes;

& Mdarine Infrastructure Consent (MIC) under the Marine Infrastructurs Management Act 2016
(I, Tor all parts of the Proposed Development seaward of Mean High Water {MHYW')
and

= planning permission under the Town and Country Planning act 1993 [TCPA), for all parts of
the Proposed Development landward of Mean Low Water [MLW)

DEFa scknowledzes comments mads 2t Section 1.5.2;

= 1525 Whilst the Regulotions to support MiRA - ore not pet pubiished, it is expected thot
these will contoin tronsitionad provisions, g5 envisaged by section 61 (tronsitional prowvisions)
of MingA. The intention of section &1 s clear, oangd it is open to the Deportment of
infrostructune I'E{!EH to gpply preparatory actions already carried ouwt (such os preparotion of
this Scoping Aeport) to howve gffect os [ done under MINA -

& 152800 thot bosis, showld the Reguictions to support MINMA contain o reguirement for the
prepargtion ong submission of @ Scoping Report, the Applicont expects that this Scoping
Aeport con be relied wpon to discharge thot obligation, and thot there would be no need to
re-scope. The Applicont wowld welcome confirmation of that proposed approoch, to ensures
no unnescessary asloy o the project.

; and will continue to work with all parties to resclve these matters as guickly as possible.

DEFa has provided specific commeants on this Scoping Report for the following Chapters;

Chapter Number Topic

Introduction

Legnlation, Policy & Guidance

Praject Description

Site Selection & Consideration of Alternatives
El& Methadalogy

Cansultation

Marine Geolagy, Dosanagraphy & Physical Pracesses
Mlarine Water & Sadirmant Cuality
OHshore Ornithalogy

D el | e | | | | R | =

10 Benthic Subtidal & Intertidal Ecalogy
11 Farine Mammals & Megafauna

1z Fizh & Shellfich Ccolagy

13 Cammercial Fisheries

192 Ecology

20 Land Use and Graound Canditions

27 Chimate Change

[
bl

Protected Sites Assessment Strategy

Page 91

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Specific BEFA Comments by Chapter and Section

Chapter 1 Introduction

Section 1.6 Table 1.1

Hating the topic and authorship of the different chapters, for example;

Topic Author

Fish & shellfish Ecology | GgBg,Ltd

Management Lid

Commercial Fisherias Poseidon Agquatic Resource

# Canthe applicant confirm, and indicate in the text, that adequate cooperation is/will coour
between different consultants where the topics are fundamentally inked, such as the

examples sbove?

»  And identify whers those receptor linkages have been recognised already, and provisions

madsa?

1.8 Questions to Consultees

Question 1.1: Is it clear which infrastructure and associated activities a3 Scoping Opinion is being

sought for?

* Whilst the Scoping reguest sets out 3 number of matters in detail, the lack of information of
whers thess ars to be located means that it is not clear what is being proposed.

Chapter 2 Legislation, Palicy and Guidance

Question 2.1: Ars you satisfied that gll relevant overarching legislation, policy and guidance has
been identified within this Chapter {noting that topic specific legislation, policy and guidance are

noted within those topic chapters)?

* Please see comments sbove.

2.2 Legislation {and linked through 2.3-2.4)

Depending on the definition of ‘consenting regime’ there may be additional consent requirements
under other legislation in order to achieve the propossd scope of consenting the project, particularky
in relaticn to infrastructure routing and El&. These include;

[various provisions) | to onshore activities if the
lznd is designated 3z an
A551, or other protected
st

Legislation Purpose Notes

{Primary and

Secondary)

wildlife Act 2002 May b= relevant in relation | hitps./fwenw legislation. gov. im/oms/images/LEGI

SLATION/PRINCIPALS1930/ 1000

0002 wildlifeact1950 3 pdf
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hittps-/fwerw gov.imfabout-the-
government/departments/envirenment-food-
and-agriculiure/environmeant-
directorate/ecosystem-policy-team fwildlife-
bigdiversity-and-protected-sites/protected-sites

wildlife aAct 2009 Likely relevant if hitt ps-/ S wwrw legislation.gov.im/oms/images; LEGI
Karine Mature infrastructure is to pass SLATION/PRIMCIPAL/1950,/1090-
Reserves Byelaws through a designated o002 wWildlifeAct1950 3.pdf
2018 marine nature reserve, 8.g.
Douglas Bay MMNR https./ fwenw . gov.im/media/1362727 /man-

marine-nature-reserves-byelaws-2018-5d-2018-
CI:lEE-i-EIEIEIED.E-:If

Fizheries Act 2012 May be relevant if https:/flegislation_gow.im/cms/ima LEGISLATI
fishing/survey activities ON/PRIMCIPALf2012/2013-

wers requirad in relation to | 0005/ FisheriesACt2012 4 pdf
establishing environmental
baszelines for fisheries-
related receptors; in
specific areas or seasonally,
depending on current
restrictions.

Mating zlso that the wildlife act 2009 is the primary legislation with respect to the species and
hzbitat protection obligetions aszocizted with the multilateral treaties outlined in Section 2.4.
Whether this involves a consent requirement would depend on specific circumstances, but its

relevance should be noted.
2.2.2.1 Current Consenting Regime

* ‘e note also that the wildlife &ct may become relevant to consents for 2y works within 2
kdarine Metwre Reserve or Ares of Special scientific Interest.

2.4.41CBD

#  Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPS) are being written and 3 number of them have now been
published online {gov.im, though it is proposed to move them to a new page on the
Biosphere lok website). Further BaPs will b2 published when they are agreed. New ones are

b=ing added regularhy.
2.4.5.1 Bonn Convention

#  basking shark is on Appendices | and 1I. Mote zlso that there are & number of international
sgreements mads under this Convention, which also cover the 1ah.

2513
Manx karine Environmental Assessment Report (isle of Man Governmenit, 2014b);

# Reference should be 2013, not 2014.

2.7 Questions to Conszultses
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Question 2.1: Are you satisfied that a1l relevant owverarching l=gislation, policy and guidance has been
identified within this Chapter (noting that topic specific legislation, policy and guidance are noted
within those topic chapters)?,

* See associated comments

Question 2.2: Can Dgl and DEFA confirm the EIA process to be followed for the TCPA and whether a
Flanning Policy Statement in relation to El&s is likely to be passed during the pre-application phase
{application im Q1 2025]7;

The Town and Country ®lanning Act (TCPA] itself makes no provisions for EI& regulations nor does it
specify any processes.

The Town and Country Planning act (1993) (*“TCPA") applies outside the low water mark [chack
wilB).

It defines development at 5.6{1) as, "the carrying cut of building, engineering, mining or other
opargtions in, on, over or under land, or the making of any material change in the use of any
buildings or other land” {land is itself defined under 5.45 as, “_.includzes land covered by water”).

5.7 sets out that Manning Approval is reguired to carry out development,

5.E gives the Cabinet Office powers to grant planning approval by way of a Development Order and
DEF& powers to producs Ordars sstting out how planning applications are to be dealt with (the
current ons being the 2019 Development Procsdure Order “DPCY).

5.8 and 5.10 give more detail on the determination of applications.

The TCPA makes only one referance to El& at 5 454(1)(c) in relation to the genarzl referral process.
The DPC makss only one reference to ELA and that is in relation to timescales. As such there is no
specific provision for the submission of ElA, nor the requesting of screening or scoping opinions.,

Hotwithstanding this, Secticn 5{8) empowsers DEFA to reguire additional information to allow the
determination of an application.

The Strategic Plan [2016) sets out details of when an ElA is required (e 7.18 and Appendix 5).
7.1E.3 states, “a Planning Policy statement will be izzued specifying the manner in which the
Department intends to deal with applications which should be subject to ElA. Pending the adoption
of the proposed Planning Policy Statement the Department will adopt current practice on EI&'s from
England and Walss set out in the publication “Environmental Impact Assessmeant: A Guide to

- L

Procedures

Flanning Policy Statements are a CABO function and am ELA PPS has not been adopted (or consulted
on) at the time of writing, and CAS0 would nesd to confirm future plans in this ares (noting their
current commitments).

It is also noted that 1.6.1 of the Strategic Plan advises that UK/EU l2gal judgements or advice may be
used whare there are not local examples. Inlight of this applicants for planning approval are advised
to lock to the most version of the UK ElA Bggs, “Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact
Asseszment) Begulations 2017 as amendsd -

httpss/fwenw legislation. gov.uk/uksi/2017/571contents Schedule 4 of which ssts cut the
infarmation for inclusion in Envircnmental Staterments, noting paragraph 4 is a list of topics.
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Maoting the above approach, applicants may s==k advice on the requirement for E14 or the contant to
be included within an El4 {in particular whether applicants would propose to scope out any topics —
with their reason for doing so, or where topics are scoped in the proposed methodology 1o be
Tollowed).

Whilst the Department cannot make formal screening/scoping opinions, it does offer a non-
statutory/discretionary pre-application service {subject to availability/resources) , details of which
are here hitps:/www.gov.im/categories)/ planning-and-building-control/information-for-

applicants/pre-application-advice/.

In relation to the question 3t 1.5.2.6, “"On that basis, should the Regulations to support MIRA
contain & requirement for the preparation and submiszion of & Scoping Report, the applicant
sxpects that this Scoping Report can be relied upon to discharge that obligation, and that there
would be no need to re-scope. The applicant would welocome confirmation of that proposed
approach, to ensure no unnecessary delay to the projsct”. | would note that | am wnable o

comment on this elemeant.

It is moted that para 1.5.3.6 states, “The Applicant requests that the Gg| sets out in writing its
opinion 35 to the scope and level of detail of information to be provided in the €5 and application
documents to be provided as part of the MIBA application and the application for planning
permission under the TCRA". It is noted that the DO has a role as a consultee (for Highways,
Flooding and aAffordable Housing) in the planning process, but the oversll determination of planning
applications (including any directions for additional information) sits with DEFA.

It is noted that in & numbser of places the report makes reference to English and Welsh Policy
statements and PING Advice notes (for example 2.3.12, 2.5.1.3 and 5.8.1.5). It is not clear why each
one of thess is considered to be applicakle to the 1sle of Man or how they will be used within & Manx
context. For example 5.8.1.5 notes the PING advice on cumulative impacts and proposss to uss
submission of & Scoping Report 25 one of the triggers for include a development to assess
cumulatively. Moting there are no formal scoping reports, only pre-application advice {which is not
published] it is not clear how the applicants would propose this be used. It is suggested that the
applicant produces & list of all of the UK planning/El4 policy/guidance they propose to use which
surnmarises for each why it is relevant and how it will be used, so that this can form the basis of
further discussions. Specifically in terms of cumulative impacts, 3 bespoke list [rather than
methodology) will need to be agreed, noting the going work as part of the Built Environment Reform

Frogramme to facilitate the redevelopment of Lower Douglas.

Chapter 3 Project Description

3.11 Questions to Consultees
Question 2.1: |5 the definition of the Proposed Development and how it forms part of the KMaopir

Wannin, Offshore Wind Farm (the “Whole project’) dear?

It is noted that that an overall approach for Ela methodology is proposed, and it is not clear whao is
being asked to commenit on this or on what basis — is this for 0Ol or DEFA (and which sections)?

It is understood that the Planning & Building Control Directorate are not being invited to review or
comment on the offshore chapters, and that these will be ass2szed by the relevant specizlist teams
within DEFA. In terms of landscape/fseascape/visual impact the Directorate would advise that DEFA
or 021 employ suitably qualified technical specialists to review these elements of the scoping report
[and any final submizsions).
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In terms of the onshore chapters, the figurs on Page 4.5 s2ts out & two very large arsas which are
much larger than would normally be uszd for pre-application advice and as such it is not possikle to
give detailed comments.

It iz recommendad that the applicants review the strategic Plan, Area Plan for the East, Planning
Policy statement 1, Biodiversity, Economic and Infrastructure strategies and Climate Change Action
Flan. The relevant specialists will need to comment on this {including but not limited to Manx
Mational Heritage).

Chapter 4 site selection & Consideration of Alternatives

While it's technically accurate, perhaps it nesds to say “site Identification Process’, since
thers was no selection or consideration of alternatives. Perhaps it's a standard heading for &
s0oping report, but in this case the AFL and route landfall have essentially been provided —
s0 neither part is practically true.

It may be instructive to indicate how the AFL was selected, and how MU selected the landfall
sites. Otherwise it's not a very informative section at all.

Table 4.1: RPES Commitments

D

Measure Proposed Rationale

Co 12

by the careful routing of the onshore significance.
infrastructure around sensitive locations.

Table 4.1 indicates & commitment to avoid heritage assets, by careful routing to aveid
impacts. Why is a similar commitment not made in relation to envireonmental or ecological
assats of high significance?

Similarly, at 4.2.2.5 'The coostiine in Dowglas and ot Grougle Beach has therefore been sub-
divided into zones bosed wpon geograghicsl aregs.’ Why has it not been consideredy/zoned in
relation to ecological significance or sensitivity?

specifically, the proposed cable routing is currently indicated as either Douglas Bay or
Groudls Beach/Glen. However, Douglas Bay is a statutorily designated Marine Mature
Reserve under the wildlife Act 1990 (a5 noted at Section 5.2.2 Legislation). Given the
criteria for such designations outlined in the Act, the MKMR must reasonably be considered to
b2 an emvironmental/scological asset of high significance, as affirmed by Tynwald im 2018,

There iz no mention of its protected status in Section 4 Site Selection & Consideration of
Alterngtives, which seems unusual, since such a designation might reasonably initiate
consideration of alternatives.

Indicatively, the Isle of Man Government's Strategic Flan 20167 states;
o Environment Policy 4: Development will not be permitted which would odversely
affect: (a) species ond hobitots of international importance: i) protected species of

Yhittps s v o imy S media 13627 28 mnr-designation-arder-2018. pdf
“ httpss/fweavw. pov.im/media/ 1350906/ the-Ela-of-man-strategic-plan-2016-approved-plan-15_03_16. pdf
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internaticnal importance or their habitats; or (i) proposed or designated Rgmaar and
Emerald Sites or other internationally important sites. ') species and habitats of
notional importance: (i} protected species of notional importance or their hobitots;
1] Wildlife Sites ore defined in Appendix 1 41 (i) proposed or designated Naotiono!
Noture feserves, or Areags of Speciol Zoientific interest; ar fiii] Morine Moture
Reserves;

# The principles applied on land should also reasonably be assumed to be spplied in the
marine environment.

# Warious policies of the Strategic Flan 2016, including Environment Policy 4, are included in
the Scoping Report at, for example, Sections 7.2.3,98.2.3,11.2 .3, 20.2.3, 23.2.3.1, and
athers, so0 the document is already acknowledged and in use within the Scoping Report.

# The Applicant should also clarify the following, apparent contradiction;

o Atd4.1325°. .. Potential grid connection options ot Lord Street or Middle River
Sukstotions in Dowglos ond o proposed potentiol liondfoll locotion ot either Douglas
or Grgugle ore part of the Proposed Development and howe been suggested as
potentigl options by MU,

o Whereas at 4.2.2.4. ... Potential grid connection options at Lord Street and/for
middle River and a proposed potential landfall location at Grgud|e Beach hawve
been sugzested by MU. In addition to these, landfall in Dowglas to facilitate
slectrical cable transmizsion to Lord Street or Middle River is being explored by the

Applicant.’

# The former gives the impression that MU has suggested both routes, whersas the latter
seems to indicate that the applicant is proposing the Douglas landfall.

# Thisis important im the context of route selection, statutaorily protected sites and corporate
responsibility, as noted sbove.

# It may be prudent for the Applicant to undertake its own route s=lection and assessmeant
rather than relying on an externzal agency, which may only take into account practical
considerations, rather than environmental and reputational.

# Az such, and noting

o 4.2.4.6 "Work on the route plonning of the Terrestrial Electrical Connection Coble is
subject to the cutcome of discussions with MU on the Qnas and Londfal! location.’
and

o 6.4.2.4 (3tatutory stakeholders) “Section 11 of MINA [2018) requires thot, before
making an application, the gpplicant must conswit,,, The Department of
Environment, Food and Agriculture’

# |t iz thersfore indicated that route planning and finalisation should 2lso fundamentally
invohie DEFA, which has responsibility for marine conservation, fisheries and statutorily-
dzzignated conservation sites, such as Marine Mature Reserves, and cam advis2 in relation to
finding alternative, and potentially lzss damaging and controversial routes.

Moting 5.4.3.3:

Proposed Mew Commitment

[ 1D | Measure Proposed Rationale
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Co XX Designated protected sites will be avoided To avoid impacts to envircnmental/ecological
by the careful routing of the offshore and asszets of high significance.
onshore infrastructure around sensitive
locations.
Chapter 5 El& Methodology

Noting Section 5.4.2 Route Planning and Site S=lection (and alzo 5.4.3.6);

'S5.4.2.4 AP5E is described fully in section 4.2 of Chapter 4, Site Selection & Consideration of
Alternotives. The PSS process gims to gveid or reduce environmental impacts by commitiing to
owoid the most sensitive, important, or valugble feotures eardy in project design. To support the
carly phose RESS work, key sensitive recegtors have been identified ond ranked using o BRAG system
groording to sensitivity. As the RPSE process continues, commitrments moy be mode to support PSS
work and included in Annex 3.A, Commitments Register.’

Chap

This process appears not to be operating as intended, since one of the options included in
cable route planning is through Douglas Bay Marine Nature Reserve.

There is no mention of this statutorily designated status in Section 4, nor an early phasse
identification 3s a ‘sensitive, important or volvoble features",

hdarine Nature Reserves are the highest level of designation for marine sites under the
wildlife act 1900, and are specifically designated for ‘conserving marine flora or fawno or
geclogicol or physiegrophical fegtures of special inferest in the areo” (see Saction 32 of the
At}

ter 6 Consultation

Table 6.1 non-Statutory Stakeholders

It's not certain that Manx Basking Shark Watch continues as an organisation. Most of its
activities were transferrad to Manx Whale & Dolphin Watch, but it's possible that the staff
of ‘MEsW’ would still be able to contribute to the EIA& process, it's whether or not that'sina
private capacity, or if the organisation is still 2 registered entity.

In this section it may be worth clarifying the role of the Marine Conservation Society, which
is 3 UK-based organization. It is presumed its inclusion is in relation to Sezzearch ok, which
iz under the umbrella of MC3? This should be clarified.

similarhy, under ‘Fisheries’, for the Community Inshors Fisheries aAlliznce and RIFG, it may be
wiorth identifying them as UE-based organisations, for clarity, as they don’t exist on the 1sle
of han and may be unfamiliar to local stakeholders.

and, for consideration, why thess two UK organisations but not, for example, the two
Morthern Ireland Fish Producers Organisations, NIFPO and ARNIFPD, which both hawe active
members in Manx waters?

The Iok Scallop Management Board should be edded to the list of non-stat consultses, a= it
represents all Manx sgafishing licence holders for mobile gear, including UK fishers, whereas
MFPD only includes Manx-registered/based licence holders. Contact details are availakble

Chttpssffweew lepslation.gov.imdcms/images/LEGISLATION PRINCIPAL 19901 950

aonzy

Wildlifedct199d 3. pdf
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from DEFA Fisheries. hitps:/fwww.gov.im/about-the-

gowernment/departments/environment-focd-and-agriculture/environment-
directorate/fisheries/s=a-fisheries/co-manszement/

# Under ‘Fisheries/Ecology’, also consider Bangor University (a5 Scientific Advisors to DEFA)
and probably AFBI (Morthern Ireland} which undertakes a lot of fisheriss surveys in Manx
waters, including off the e3st coast.

6.7 Questions to Consultees
Question 6.1: Do you 3gree with the applicant's approach to consultation?

* See comments above

Question 6.2 Are there any other stakeholder groups you wish the Applicant to engage with beyond
those set out in this Chapter?

* See comments above.

Chapter 7 Marine Geology, ODceanography & Physical Processes

Woting Section 7.7.3.17

‘The marine processes fegtures thot ore considersd o5 marine processes receptors [rother than
oothways) will be guided by tidal excursion, as to be further quontified using project-specific
numerical mogeliing, and will inclugde the following features:
¥ The odjgcent cogstiine;
¥ Negrby cfifshore, designoted, subtidal sondbonks ond sgndwgye oreas; and
¥  Nationally or internationolly designoted sites with interest feotures below MHW [seabedy
sedimentaryy geological interest fearures).”

# 45 such, appropriate consideration of Douglas Bay Marine Mature Reserve should be made,
with a view to trestment 35 a receptor.

#  This should be considered as part of the Protected Sites Assessment procsss.

Question 7.1: Do you agree with the study arez that has be=n identified for marine processss?

# The study ares provides an adequate buffer zons and agree that the scops of the study arsa
may nesd to be altersd during the Ela process based on tidal excursions and sediment plumes
pathways.

Question 7.2: Do you 3gree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adeguatsly
characterizz the basaling?;

# Agras that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient, with the inclusion of project-
specific sempling, surveying, and modelling. &n additional dataset that may be of use is the
data collected by Bangor University for their review of Seabed habitats around the 1sle of Man,
the report can be found here.
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Question 7.3: Do you 3gree that all impacts) pethways/ effects that could arise from zll stages of the
Froposed Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.8)7;

# Agres with the impacts and effects outlined in the impacts register, however, there ars
questions regarding the predstermination of ‘no likely significant effect’; however it is
acknowledged that in many instances this cannot be determined until thers are outputs from
the hydrodynamic modelling.

# This can be discussed im greater detzil in the technical advisory groups.

Question 7.4: Do you 3gree on the suitzbility of the proposed commitments to reduce or liminats
L=E relevant to marine processas?

# CoZ and Co3 mention minimising seabed disturbance, how will this be dons?
# This can be discussed im greater detzil in the technical advisory groups.

Question 7.5: Do you 3gree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable &
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

# The proposed approach should allow for & robust assessment, the Evidence Plans will help
determine the rational between no LE and LSE and the Technical Advizory Sroups will allow
for beneficial discussions on the execution of the ElA.

Question 7.6: Given the data listed in Table 7.1, &s well 3z the evidence base from other offshore
=nergy projects in the region, do youw believe that the use of numerical modelling is neceszary for the
assessment?

#  Mumerical modelling is necessary for this assessment, howsver, it needs to be used in addition
to obssrvational studies in order to validate the models. Both site specific surveying and
madelling are necessary to gain @ greater understanding of the marine processses in the
scoping ared and to eddress possible changes that may ocour.
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Chapter & Marine Water and Sadiment Quality
E.2.2 Legislation
such as the following is applicable; The Fisheries Act 2002 may also be considered and included:

5 Responsibility of Department for inlond and =eo fisheries
(1} suwbject to the provisions of this Act, the Deportment shall be responsible for —
(o) the supervision and protection of infand and sea fisheries, amd
{b] foetering the estoblishment and development of such fisheries.
(2} in the exercise of its functions under this Act, the Department shall hove regord to the
need —
{a] tp preserve notural beouty and amenity;
{b] tp conserve freshwater flora and foung and the freshwater environment;
{c) to. conserve marine flore and founa and the marine environment;
{d] tp conserve features of geological or geomorphelogical interest; ond
{e] bg protect buildings and other objects of architectural or historic interest,
s far as those matters are copable of being affected by that exercise.

E.2.3 Policy

#» Although under revision, the 'Future Fisheries: & 5-year strategy for the sustainable
development of the 1sle of Man's sea fisheries and maringe environment 2016-2021" remains
operationally valid;

& https:/fwww_gov.imysbout-the-government,/departments/environment-food-and-
ggriculture/environment-directorate/fisheries/sea-fisheries/future-fisherizs-strategy/

similarly, for contextual consideration may be;

® Long Term Management Plan for scallops: https:fwoww gov.imy/media/1376550/ ltmp-10-

260522 pdf
® Mdznagement Flan For The 0-3 M Zone of The Manx Temrmitorizl 5ea:

hittps:fwww gov.imy/mediz/1378319/gd-2019-008E-iske-0f-man-0-3-m-management-
plan.pdf

Sediment Quality
E4.1.12

# For reference and consideration please note the following reference that explored the levels
of heavy metal contamination in coastal waters off Laxey (due to former mine workings),
and also the link to scallop fisheries.

& and also & review of mine-related heavy metal contamination around the island.

#® The potential for mobilisation of sediments and contaminants is noted within the scoping
repart.

* B.D. Stewart et gl., (2021). Metal pollution as a potential threat to shell strength and
survival in maring bivalves. Sciznce of the Total Envirgnment volume 755, Part 1, 10.
https/fwww . sciencedirect comy/scisnce/article/pii/ 500480697 203654908~ text=Wak3
Destablished¥%20that¥20increasedi20levels in%20king%30scallops2 CHhz0Pecten¥20
MEximus.

# T southgate, D). Slinn, ).F. Eastham (1983}, Mine-derived metal pollution in the isle of
Mam. Marine Pollution Bulleting wolume 14, issue 4, Pp. 137-140, 155N 0025-326X,
https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-3 26X(83 |20065-E.

(https:/fwww . sciencedirect comy/science/article/pii/ 00253 26X 839006 68]
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Table 8.1: Baseline Data Sowrces for marine water and sediment quality

Moting refarence to ‘Isle of Man Government, Cypris Marine Monitaring Buoy (isle of Man
Government, 2023k}, this is obviously a very limited data set, and reference should b2 mads
to the extensive long-term monitoring data conducted by the isle of Man Sovernment, and
gvailable from the Isle of Man Government Laboratory (https:/www gov.imysbout-the-
govermment/departments/environment-food-and-agriculture/regulation-
directorate/zovernment-laboratory/] and summarised in the MMEA;

From MME& Chapter 3.1 [2018)
‘site Locations Reguiar monitoring of @ swite of warighles is undertaken ot six locgtions arownd

the lsle of ndon. The variables monitored at these stations include nutrients, salinity,
temperature, chiorophyll, phtenlenkian ond dissolved oxygen.’

Table 1. Locations of offshore monitoring stations around the Isle of Man.

Station Mame Location Latitude Longitude
CYRIIS. Port Erin (Bradda) | 54 05.50 04750.00
Targets Iurhy 54°21.50 04 38.00
Ramsay Ramseay 5472047 047 17.47
Laxey Laxay 54°12.00 04°23.00
Resa santan. 54°05.00 04 30.00

* Only Chapter 2 of the MMEA is referenced, additional relevant MMEA Chapters include;

2.1 - https:/fwanw. gov.im/mediaf1363392,/ch-21-hydrology-climatology. pdf
2.4 - hittps-/fwwnw. gov.im/media 1363395/ ch-2-4-marine-pollution. pdf
3.1 - hitps-/fwenw.gov.im/media1363396,/3-1-plankton-in-manx-waters_final-2nd-ed-

201Ev2 . pedf

Table 8.1

E43

Mot sure if & row is required for the river water guality data (10M) which can be found hers.
There is a row for Environment Agency water guality archive, but this won't include the 108
data.

The WFD iz menticned which lohd hasn't enacted, howsver ok does hawve the Water
Pollution {5tandards and Objectives) s3cheme 2020 for inland and coastal waters.

Report mentions the discharge of groudle river into the sea; might want to add River
Douglas, Port Jack Glen and summerhill Glen as they discharge into Douglas Bay.

There are more river discharges within the study ares; not sure if they should be included?
Consult DEFA EPU an this.

What would the source of bacteria be that could impact on the listed bathing waters?
The following non-designated bething waters are within the study area on the map; Port

Sgdlerick, Port Grenaygh and Darbyhaven.
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8.4.3 summary of key receptors

Maoting:

E4.4

K=y receptors for marine water and sediment guality must include the statutorily-designated
Douglas Bay Marine Mature Reserve, unless it is remowved a5 a potentisl cable routs.

Further data collection to be undertaken

E.4.4.4 4thorough desk-based review of available information will be undertaken of relevant

publichy available data.

Given the closs working relationship between the applicant and the Governmsent and other
stakeholders via the Technical advisory Groups and other processes, it's not clear why only
publicly-awzilable data should be used to inform the E147

It iz suggested that all practically-available data should be used to inform this process,
scross 3ll chapters/receptors using the warious engagement and consultation processes
cutlined im the Scoping Repaort.

It is im the interest of both regulator and applicant that this El& process is conducted as well-
informed and 2= thoroughly as possible.

Table 8.2: Relevant commitments to marine water and sediment quality.

| Col | Development of, and adherence to, 2n Invasive Mon-Mative Species (IMNS) Management Plan.

E5.2

Argusbly it doesn't matter whare this commitment is, so long as it's there, but this is
perhaps an unsxpected place toinclude INME, as it is primarily 2 biclogical and ecological
issue. While INNS may be included in other chapters [in which case specifically maks this
linkzgs to ather chapters), its emphasis should probzbly be in the following Chapters;

-

# Benthic Subtidal and intertidzl ecology
and/or

# Fish and shellfish Ecology

Thare are likely to be temporal and spatial considerastions for marine water and sediment
quzlity, especially closer inshore — whether in terms of increased likelihood of =ffect or
impact. For example increzased suspended sediment at particular times of year or location
{=_g. herring spawning, bird fzeding or resting at sea), increased likelihood of transport of
contaminants due to sessonally prevailing wind, precipitation etc.

Considerstion should therefore be given to a specific commitment, or inclusion in another
commitment, to consider spatial and temporal water quality assessments.

It could be part of COT, and informed by the TAG process,

Co7 - Who would be monitoring or regulating any off shore ail pollution or chemical spills
from the development? Would we need to rely on the LE?

BB Questions to Consultees

Question E.1: Do you agree with the Study Ares that has been identified for marine water and
sediment quality?
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# ves agree with the uss of the same study area as described in Chapter 7 and that the study
arez may be modifizd as a result of modslling and surveying ocutputs.

Question B.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adeguately
characterize the baseline?

# Mo, see comments above and;

# Anadditional data source could be the river water guality data (H2M) which can be found here.
additionally, the data provided from the Environment Agency water quality archive won't
include KOK datas, but may be applicable to the scope area cutside of Isle of Man territorial
wiaters.

# & significant missing link within this scoping report is that there is no emphasis on potential
impacts on plankton abundance and distribution, more detail will be provided in question
8.3, howewer, additionzl data scurces for plankton monitoring would be the island's
historiczl phytoplankton data (1985} and current Cypris phytoplankton and zooplankton
data.

# The Enwvironmental Protection Unit has acoess to the historic data sets and current data is
uploaded to our Marine Monitoring webpage located hers. Additionally, all historic data has
bezen uploaded to the Plankton Lifeform Extraction Tool (PLET]. The PLET is & centralised
database for all plankton monitoring programs in the UK and allows for open access to
comparzble plankton data. In addition to 1sle of Man data, data from the Continuous
Plankton Recorder (CPR) Surveys may be of uss.

Question B.3: Do you agree that 2l impacts/effzcts that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (&nnex 5.8);

# Mo Douglas Bay MKR, 35 3 statutorily-designated marine protected site should be included
25 3 receptor, and;

*  Potential impacts to plankton community structure and distribution have not been addressad.
alterations of oceanographic process, sediment/nutrisnt suspension, water column mixing,
introduction of opportunistic species, and changes in water turbulence can have a multituds
of impacts on plankton regimes.

Impacts of suspended sediment, upwelling and dowmwelling, patterns affect nutrient and
chemical cycles, particularly when the water column is stratified. Sediment resuspension can
release nutriznts that can result in abnormal phytoplankton growth or Blooms. Harmful algal
bloom events are becoming more prominent in our changing climate and an increase in
nutrient loads could lead to & bloom of phytoplankton species thet have the potential to
release toxins. These toxins can bio-3ccumulate in shellfish, resulting in various forms of
shellfizh poisoning. Monitoring phytoplankton populations could indicate if there is 3 need for
further shellfish monitoring, & harmful zlgal blooms could have 3 negative impact on the
fishing industry.

Impacts to plankton regimes can result from both the construction and operation process of
offzhore wind farm development. Certain species of phytoplankton are less resilient and
thersfore, even small anthropogenic changes im ambisnt conditions can result in significant
impacts. Several in-situ and simulated case studies have shown that the development and
operation of offshore wind farms haws resulted in changes to plankton biomass, production
and consumption.
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4 brief summary of potential impacts are the resuspension of sediment l=ading to an increass
in phytoplankton production and biomass. Hydrodynamic changes, increased turbidity, and
vertical mixing of the water column all have significant impacts on plankton communities.
sdditionally, dissolved caygen (DO} in seawster i 2n essentizl limiting factor for
phytoplankton growth, which can be affected by offshore wind farm operations. The artificial
structures provide opportunistic species with a habitat to proliferate. The metzbolic activities
of these species, induding respiration, sxcretion and digestion, consume oXySen resources
and could lead to 2 drop in DO in surrounding aress. The sustzinable growth of marins
phytoplankton reguires 2 0O level of & mg/fl or above, and therefore & decrease in DO could
lzad to a decrease in phytoplankton biomass and a reduction in primary productivity.

Additional resources:

Clark, 5., schroeder, F., & Eggchek, B. (2014). The influence of Large Offshore Wind Farms on
the Worth Sea gnd Eoitic Sea; A Comprehensive Literature Review. Gpestharht, Germany:

Helmhaltz-Zantrum Gresthasht Zantrum filg Material-und Kiistenfarsshune.

wan Berkal, )., Burchard, H., Christensen, A., Mortensan, L 0., Patersan, 0. 5., & Thomsen, F.
(2020). The effects of offshore wind farms on hydrodynamics and implications for
fizhes. Gcegnography, 33(4], 108-117.

Wang, L, Wang, B., Can, W, Xu, R, Huang, Y. Zhang, ¥, .. & Zhang, v. {2023]. Ecological
impacts of the expansion of offshore wind farms on trophic level species of marine food
chain. Journal of Environmental Sciences.

Question B.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reducs or eliminats
L=E relevant to marine water and sediment gquality?

Mo, see commeants sbove, especially in relation to spatizl and temporal effects, and;

4 commitmeant needs to b2 made for plankton monitoring and assessing potential impacts to
plankton species and the cascading effects changss in primary production could have. This
could form an aspect of Co7.

» additionally, the key receptors for this section need to be re-eveluated. Designated and non-
dzsignated beaches ars listed as key receptors. When monitoring bathing waters only
temperature, Escherichiz coli and Intestinal Enterococci are monitored. Are spikes in E.coli or
Enterococc expected? If additional monitoring was conducted using a spnde with sensars for
temperature, salinity, turbidity, dissolved oxygen, chlorophyll, and pH, this would better
assess water guality and would be 3 better receptor to identify changes. if increased bacterial
load is unlikely to be an impact of the windfarm dewelopment and cperation, then using
current bathing water monitoring as a receptor would not be appropriats.

Question B.5: Do you agree that the proposed spproach to ElA s sufficiently set out to enable &
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

# In order fior the proposed approach to the ElA to enable 3 robust assessment, impacts to
plankton regimes neesds to be zszessed and monitored. additionzlly, | beliesve using bathing
water monitoring as a8 key receptor may not be applicable and other receptors for water and
sediment guality should b investigated.
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Additional comments:

# |nsection B.4.1.11 the spplicant is correct in mentioning that the Water Framework
Directive has not been enacted on the 1sland, howsver we have the Water Pollution
{stamdards and objsctive) Scheme 2020 for inland and coastal waters, which could be
applicable. Additionzlly, in this s=ction, discharge from grogudle riverinto the sea is

menticned; River Douglas, Port Jack Glzn and Summerhill Glen dischargs into Douglas Bay

and could be edded to this section. additionally, there are verious other river discharges
within the study are if they would like to be included in the scops we can provide 3 list.

# Insection E.4.3, the following non designated bathing waters are within the study arez on

the map; Port Saderick, Port Grenaugh.and Derbyhaven.

# Insection B.5.2 for Co7 - Who would b2 monitoring or regulating any of T shore oil pollution

or chemical spills from the developmeant? Would we need to rely on the UK?

Chapter @ Offshore Omithology

2.2.2.4 Intermational legislation and agreements

# Also include the Convention on Bioloegical Diversity (CBD), from which has been developed

the Manx Biodiversity Strategy, and which provides significant policy direction;

o httpss fwww.pov.imyabout-th vermment/depariments,environment-food-

and-agriculture/'environment-directorate /'ecosystem-policy-team fwildlife-
biodiversity-and-protected-sites/biodiversity-strategy-and-delivery-

plan/#:~ text=Manzaging %2 0ourk20MNatural 20w ealth®2 C%20The lossHh20o0fi20

cpecies%Z0and¥20habitats

#  gnd which should therefore be included in section 9.2.3: Policy.

2.4.3.8 Designated sites

# |t would be helpful to 3t least indicate the Manx designated sites that are to be considered
im the process, rather than having to refier to another document. Flease provide 3 tabular list

in this s=ction including the Manx sites and their relevant receptor species.
# |t should also be noted that bird species are designation features for severs| designated

sites; for example ses; hittps:/www gov.imyfmedia/ 1378920/ /designation-of-marine-nature-

reserves-guidance-note. pdf

# |nthe Impacts register, why does the following not have a LSE or NLSE notation, but instead

imdicates 'Low'? This appears to be inconsistent.

WIC | O-07 | Array Qperation Attraction to it structures by migrating
birds.

Low - impacts are expected to be minimal, with limited evidence on the impacts of artificial light on

birds.

2.2.2 wildlife Act
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the main difference betwesn schedule 1 birds and other birds is not related to marking but
to the offence of disturbance 3t the nest or of dependent young.

2.2.2.4

Bern Conwention — note, outside of the EU, Bern-designated sites are Emerald Sites, rather
than 5743 Mote also that on the oM, 3 Bern 3ss2szment of sites has not yet been
undertaken.

The IoM is also included under the following Bonn Convention agreements relating to birds:
Agregment on the Consarvation of Albatrosses and Petrels [ACAR], Mgl on the
Conservation of Bigratory Birds of Prey in Africa and Eurasia.

5.2.4.4 'Maturzl England phass | and 1l guidance documents (Matural England, 20218; 20210)°

the references to these reports are missing, so it is not clear what these are.

24409

Figures should be reported on the numbers of identified and unidentified birds, to allow for
dizcuszion of any issues of analysis arizing from this.

2454

“We are not clear on the basis of, or methods relating to, creating 3 future baseline” and
thersfore request clarification of the use and method of development of such data.

275315

wWith regard 1o regional breeding populations, we note the standard references of Furnsss
from 2015, but we point out that Seabirds Count provides more up to date data, from which
breeding populations within mean maximum foraging range 150 can be derived and
sdjusted for immature birds in the population (though we note that many immature gulls
tend to stay close to the coastline). We therefore request discussion on the most up to date
and approprigte data, to avoid the potential to overestimate regional populations and
underestimate effects, taking the most precautionary approach to the 3sssszment. This can
helps with speciss such as great black-backed gull, for which two bioregions mest in the Irish
ses and extend to northern Scotland and the Channel, creating a problem for the reasonable
assessment of Irish Sea populations. & site-based foraging range approach resohves this.

In the apportioning of sites we expect the use of all Isle of Man seabird colony data as a full
455] assessment has not been completed and recognised key bresding sites have not besn
designated as ASSIRamsarEmerald Sites at this stage, though major sites are protected as
hdzanx Mationzal Heritage land and are covered by byslaws. We therefore expect that the
impact essessed on seabird populations will be considersd in relation to both designated key
breeding sites and 35 yet undesignated key sesbird breeding sites on the 1sle of Man.

2.7.5.8

We note the JINCC report on awvoidance rates (Qzsanlay-Harris, L., INEEL, R. & Sherlsy, B.
2023, Review of data used to calculate avoidance rates for collizion risk modelling of
seabirds. INCC Report 732, JMCC, Peterborough, 1558 0363-8091.the ‘Review of data ussed to
calculate avoidance rates for collision risk modelling of seakirds 2023

https:fhub. jncc gov.uk/3ssets/de5803fe-81c5-433 F-a50c-387cf7048244d). wWe will welcomes
& further consideration and a TAS group discussion of the most up to date and appropriate
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rates to use, noting that consideration should be given to species-specific avoidance rates
whers there is good data to support it

4.8 Scoping Document Questions

Question 5.1; Do you ggree with the Study Areg thot has been identified for affshore ornithology?

¥ias.

Ouestion 5.2; 0o you agree that the haseline dotg sources identified are sufficient to odequately
chorocterise the boseline?

Mote, since the griginal 1ok Bird Atlas was publishad, 2 second full breeding bird survey of
the izland has been undertaken. This has enabled the publishing of 1oM bird statuses in the
ol Girds of Conservation Concern, evailable from the Manx BirdLife websita.

The Isle of Man Seabird Census 2017-18 was undertaken as part of the wider Seabirds Count
project of the Sesbird Monitoring Programme (3MP)I. The latter has now been published
(Movember 2023), covering Britain and Ireland, a5 the latest 15-yearly census, bringing
together the survey work of the various regions. The Seabirds Count data [available from the
SMP website — referenced in the scoping document 25 BTO 2023 - and summarizsd in the
book just published] therefore provides the most up to date data on British and Irish
populations.

see alzo note re. 8.7.3.1.5 —we recommend that the best, up to date available evidence be
utilised for comparison populations.

Question 9.3; Do you agree that all impactsy effects thot cowld orise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the impocts Register (Annex 5.B)7

Collision risk — we recormmend adding Manx shearwster (s2e below].

Dizplacement —we recommend adding the following species, which may show some
vulnerakility: Manx shearwater (perhaps maore likely than collision, vulnsrability low but high
uncertainty). Gannet (vulnerakle), kittiwake, fulmar (vulnerakility low but high uncertainty].
Barrier effects have been included, and the @rsted scoping consideration suggests no LSE.
We will ke interested to ses the evidence to be brought foreard at 3 later date to justify this
position, but we are content to work on this basis at the present.

hdigrant collision risk has besn omitted and thersfore no migrant collision risk assessment
has been proposed. This is 2 standard consideration in offshore wind farm Ela. we
recognise, however, that this may well be unlikely to result in showing a significant effect for
mast speciss, and we note that no LSE has arisen for any migrant scenario in those
assessments that we have reviswed for developments within the Irish 523, though noting
that many assumptions have to b2 made in such models, but we remain concerned that
thers are some specific species that could warrant such an asssssment, specifically the
migrant raptors, such as hen harrier and short-sared owl, which we think may be particularly
vulnerakle and which move between the Ioh and Eritish mainland. We therefore reguest
this addition to the list of potential impacts and the consideration of a proportionate
approach.

Mote, ‘Offshore wind developments - collision and displacement in petrels and shearwaters:
Iterature review 2022" includes mitigation options for lighting. S== Scottish Government
(2022) ; hitps./fwww gov.scot/publications /review-inform-3ssessment-risk-collision-
dizplacement-pstrels-shearwaters-offshore-wind-developments-scotland/pages/ 7). Flashing
whitz light has been recommended to protect migrant birds in the Us.
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Question 8.4 00 pou agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or efiminate
LSE relevant to offshore arnithology?

Consideration can also ke given to turbine colour design (see references as follows) and
lighting (s2= reference above). Achromatic wind turbines reduce bird strike risk, a5 more
visible.

hitps:fwww euronsws. com/greenf2023/03 /01 stripy-wind-turbines-could-reduce-ssabird-
fatalities-say-svian-vision-experts

https:fwww scisncedirect.comy'scisnos/articls/pii /523519354 23000215

Riotor base height could also receive further consideration (see comments on Manx
shearwatzrs]

Question 8.5; 0o you agree thaot the proposed approach to EiA is sufficiently set out to enghie o
robust gssessment allowing likely significonce to be ascertgined?

standard approaches have been set out, but under the proportionats approach some
matters are set aside for future consideration. We agres that thers is appropriate
information 2t this stage, subject to consideration of matters raised in this consultation, and
nating that many matters will be raised for considerstion by the technical advisory groups
befors a final detailed procedure can be ascertained and zgreed between the interested
parties.

Question 8.6; 00 you agree with the proposed methodology for the CRM?

Yes, with the exception of comments made abows, in which we have raised a risk with regard
to some migrants that have not been included in the scope, but that we fzel might be at risk,
and recommended adding Manx shearwater, and subject to comments on the comparison
data to be used.

Question 8.7 Do you agree that Many sheansater are not sensitive to either collision or
displocement impocts?

Though we accept that Manx shearwater is at a relatively low vulnerability in com parison
with some notably affected specizs, there remains great uncertainty about the effects of
offzhore wind farms on this species and therefore it would be wise to include it in the
assessment of these two potential impacts. We also ask whether further research followsd
the Walney extension discussions, to elucidate the movements of shearwaters in the Irish
Se3.

We note that with a large range and some large colonies, the likslihood of 2 1% impact on
regional population may be very low, but in apportioning the likely effects on colonies it
should b noted that the nearest colonies are not large, and the closest one, on the Calf of
kdzn, is in recovery and is of significant conservation interest, with 2 rat eradication project
imits late stages. It is therefore the potential effects on specific colonies that is likely to be of
miast concern to us, rather than the wider population impact. This becomes of greater
concern if there are aggregations within the study area, drawing foraging birds to specific
areas or featurss (potentially affecting site design).

We note that their flight height, though generzlly relatively low [flight heights mostly up to
20m zbove sea level in calm conditions) can rise in shearing in high wind conditions, but the
data used for assessments has been gainad in relatively calm conditions, thersfore some
new dats may be necsssary to extend cur knowledze and model it realistically. There should
thersfore be & discussion of what will genuinely be useful in moving forward on this.

Page 109

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

# See Scottish Government (2022) © https:yfwwow. gov.soot/publications/ review-inform-
assessrment-risk-collision-displacement-petrels-shearwaters-offshore-wind-developments-
scotland/pages 7/

»  ‘current flight height dato for this species is bosed on gerial or vessel-hased at-seg sureeys,
which con only toke place during doylight ond in relatively calm weother and may not be
representotive of the behaviour of Manx Shearwaters under all conditions”.

# The data may therefore bias models towards lower risk, but better dats would be necessary

to werify realistic rizk. We therefore consider it prudent and precautionary to include them in
the assessment. Of course, if the minimurm rotor l2vel were raised, any risk would be further
reduced for low-flying Birds, a matter for commitment consideration.

# They are also liable to disorientation from lighting, which could massively increase strike risk
due to circling (an issus separste from that ass2szed under the Band model), but we note
that this has been scoped in on the Impacts Register.

Chapter 10 Benthic Subtidal and intertidal ecology

Haoting that the basis for comments are informed by the following expected works;

'3.5.1.5 Prior to the installotion of effshore infrastructure, seobed preparation may be required to
level the segbed, remove obstocles, reinforce the grownd, reduce scour or generally focilitote offshore
instoligtion. These activities will likely toke ploce separately, such o5 boulder ond debris clearance
fincluding potentiol seabed excovation), pre-sweeping, Pre-Laoy Grapnel Run (PLGR) or Unexplodsd
Ordnance (LX) clegrance. The scope for each will be defined following further site investigations af
the site.’

10,2.2 Legislation

Mational Legislation

'Fisheries Act 2012 — this provides supenvision gnd protection of inland and seg fisheries, and fosters
the estoblishment and development of swch fisheries;’

# [t should be further noted that Section 5 (2] also includes the following;

(2] In the exercise of its functions under this Act, the Department shall have regard 1o the need —
() tg preserve natural beauty and amenity;
(b} tg conserve freshwater flora and fauna and the freshwater emvironment;
i} g conserve marine flora and fauna and the marine environmant;
(d} to conserve features of gzological or geomorphological interest; and
(] tg protect buildings and other objects of architectural or historic interast,
5o, far as those matters are capable of being affected by that exercizs.’

# Az such, the remit and scopes of the Act's considerstion may extend to the environment that
supports those fisheriss.

‘Wioter Polfution Act 1953 — this enshrines in low several internotional conventions thot the i=le of
Nan is 0 signatary to: Qsle Pans Convention (O5PAR), London, Agreement on the Conservation of
Small Cetaceans of the Saltic, North Egst Atfantic, Irish and North Zegs (ASCO8ANS) ond CBO, all of

which hove prigrities that gim o reduce marine pollution’

# The incluzion of the O5PAR convention link to WRA 1203 s valid.
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= “While it is true that controlling marine pollution iz beneficial to the objectives of ASCOBANS
and CBD, WPA 1993 is not specifically linked to those agreements, at l2ast to a much lesser
extent and specificity than the Wildlifz &ct 19590 is, and which has not been specifically
linked to those agreements in the text.

#  Suggest clarification of the relative functions of 2ach Act in respect of multilateral
ggresments, and recommend remowal of the specific link of ASCOBANS to the Water
Pollution Act 1993 see Schedule 3 of Water Pollution (Standards and Objectives) Schame
2020; https:f fwnwew_gov imy/media/1 374858 water-pollution-standards-and-objectives-
scheme-2020.pdf

10.2.3 Policy

National Paolicy
Islz of Man Strategic Plan 2016
&  Moting that thiz document also contains & number of Gensral and Environment Palicies, in
particular;

o Environment Policy 4: Development will not be permitted which wouwld odwersely
affect: (o} species and hobitats of international importance: (if protected species of
international importance or their habitots; or (if] proposed or designated Rgmsgr
and Emerald Sites or ather internotionally important sites. (b} species ond habitots
af notional impartance: () protected species of national impartance or their
haobitats; 1) wildlife Sites are defined in Appendix 1 42 i) proposed or designated
Motional Noture Reserves, or Areas of Specigl Scientific interest; or [iii] Marine
Aoture Reserves;

*  See previous comments in relation to Section 4: Site Selection & Consideration of
Alternatives, and the inclusion of Douglas Bay MMR 33 3 potential cable route, but without
raference to its designated status, or The 1sle of Man Strategic plan policies.

#® Thers appears to be 3 lack of connection or continuity in content and approsch between
these sections.

Managing cur Matural Wealth — The Isle of Ban Biodiversity Strategy 2015-2025
# [t may be worth noting that this strategy is linked to the island’'s commitments under the
Convention on Biclogical Diversity (CBD), and is the primary policy delivery document for
this agreement |s== comments on 10.2.2 above).

10.3.1.5 'The Study Area for beathic subtidel and intertidal ecology encompassss the area over which
suspended sediment might disperse following disturbonce os @ result of activities ossocioted with
the Proposed Development’

# Suspended sediment dispersion does not seem like the most obvious criterion for defining
the extant of benthic and subtidal ecology impacts? Should it not relate to the most widehy
dispersible potentizl cutput from the proposed development, or is this a standard industry
method?

# =it any suspended sediment, regardless of grain size?

Designated Sites
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10.4.1.8 'Frotected Sites Assessment (o strotegy for which is presented within Transbowndary
Protected sites Assessment Strategy ond Screening (Annex F2AL

10.4.1.10 "The MNEs will be ossessed further as port of 0 Protected Sites Assessment /g strategy for
which iz presented within Tronsboundary Protected Sites Assessment Strategy ond Screening (Annex
J2.AF

# The relevant designated sites sppear to be accurately presented, but it s2ems odd to be
considering the domsastic protected sites within a transboundary assessment strategy.

# The prigrity for the Isle of Man Government in this process is the protection of its statutorily
dezignzted sites and, &= such they warrant specific assessment, not part of the
transboundary process.

# For exampls, UK waters windfarm EI& processes freguently includs Manx MMRS in
transtoundary considerations, as appropriate; it thersfore seems unusual and contradictory
to find them being similarly included as transboundary fior a3 Manx windfarm development
under a Manx ELA process.

# Suggest reconsideration of this approach, and prigritisation/separation of Manx designated
sites, which may glso facilitate external consultation processes.

Table 10.1

# There is refersnce to Mational Biodiversity Network (MEM) Biclogical records databasein
relation to Seazearch, but no specific inclusion of it 2= a source.
In addition, there is a Manx-sp=cific version of NEM, which may provide more dirsct data:
sea hittps://islecfman.nbnatlas.oref

# |nrelation to Marine Maturs Ressrves, other protected sites and benthic ecology there is
further information awvailable at;

FANR Designation features: hittps:/fwwnw gov.im/media/137E020/designation-of-maring-
nature-reserves-guidance-note. pdf

Bangor University Reports:
http:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/government-reports.php.en
See 2022: severzl Benthic Habkitat reports for MMRs within the study area.

# Douglas Bay MNR: hitp://sustainable-fisheries-
iom.banpor.ac.uk/documents/sovernment-reportsdosed-
areas/202 2/FinalDouwslash N pdf

& Laxey Bay MMR: bttp//sustainable-fisheres-iom.bangor.ac.uk/documents/government-
reports/closed-areas 2022/ FinalLaxeybA MR pdf

#  Ramssy Bay MKR: hitp:/ sustainable-fisheriss-
iom.bangor.ac.uk/documents/sovernment-reports/dosed-
areas/2022/FinalRamsey M NE. pdf

I addition: the East Douglas Experimental Ressarch Arza which is within the Study Arsa

o Baseline: hitpy/fsustainable-fisheres-iom. bangor.ac.uk/documents/govermmeni-
reports/closed-areas/201 E/EDSERABaseline®Z0Report Final. pdf

o 3year report: hitp://sustainable-fisheries-
iom.bangor.ac uk/documents/government-reports/closed-
areas/2020/EDGERAReport Fimal pdf
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o Svyear report: http:/fsustainable-fisheriss-

iom.ba r.acuk/docums rnment-reports/ chosed-
areas/ 202 2/EDGERARsport 20472021 Final.pdf

Izle of Ban territorial ses benthic habitat survey:
a hittp:/{sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac. uk/documents/Eavernment-

reports/ecosystem, 2009/ BangorFisheriesReport Noil2.pdf

and for further analysis of these data:
#  hittp:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/documenitstheses /2011 White pdf

Point of Ayre horse mussel bed sonar syreey - hitp./fsustainable-fisheries-

iom.bangor.ac.uk/document YEIMMENt-
reports/ecosystemy 2008/ BangorFisherieskeport Nod_pdf

various Bangor University theses related to benthic ecology: hitp://sustainable-fisheries-
iom.bangor.ac.ukftheses php.en

10.4.3 summary of key recaptors
10.4.3.4 'The key henthic subtidal and intertido! ecology receptars within the benthic subtidal and
intertida! ecology Study Areo are identified in Toble 10.2 below_*

Table 10.2: sSummary of Key Receptors,

The bictope list is not comprehsnsive.
# The key receptors should include all of the habitat types (classified bictopes) and

designation features for designated or protected sites identified in the various sources noted
gbaowe, in particular;

# MHNR Designation features: hitpsSwww . gow.imdmedia/ 1378920/ designation-of-marine-
nature-reserves-guidance-note. pdf
#* Douglas Bay MNR: hittp://sustainakle-fisheries-
iom.bangor.ac.uk/documen rmment-reports/dosed-
areas 2022/ FinalDouslasMNE.
*  Lawey Bay MWR: http://sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac.uk/documents/sovernment-
reports/closed-areas/ 202 2/FinalLaxeyMMNR. pdf
# Ramsey Bay MNR: hitp:/ sustainable-fisheries-
iom.bangor.ac.uk/documen rmment-reports/dosed-
areas/2022/FinalRamseyMME. pdf
* Ezst Douglas ERA:
o Baseline: hitp:/fsustainable-fizheries-iom.bangor.ac.uk/document VEMMEnT-
reports/closed-areas/ 201E/EDGERABaseline®Z0Report Final pdf
o 3 yearreport: hitp://sustainable-fisheries-
iom.bangor.acuk/docums rnment-reports/closed-
areas/ 2020/EDGERAReport Final pdf

o Svyear report: http:/fsustainable-fisheriss-

iom.ba r.acuk/docums rnment-reports/chosed-
areas/ 202 2/EDGERAReport 20472021 Final.pdf

10,5 Identification of impacts and effects
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Table 10.3: Relevant commitments to Subtidal and Intertidal Ecology

A3 glso noted at Chapter 4: Site Selection & Consideration of alternatives

Proposed Mew Commitment relevant to S&IE

] Measure Proposed Rationale

oo XX Designated protected sites will be avaoided To avoid impacts to environmental/ecological
by the careful routing of the offshore and assets of high significance.
onshore infrastructure around sensithe
locations.

Annex 58

Mool Vannin Impacts Register

Proposed Mew Impack:

Given the inclusion of 3 statutorily—protected Barine Nature Reserve within the offshore
Electrical Connection 5earch ares the Impacts Register should specifically include the
temporarylong-term or permansnt damage or lass of seabed habitat or species within

protected sites.

This should be appropriately included within the Assessment Methodology)

For exampls;

Consent 1] Project Element | Original Project | Project Activity and Impact
Phaze
RAIC BE-}X &ll offshars Construction, Temporary/long-term or permanent

Operation and

damizage or loss of seabed habitat or

CEComissigning, | species within protected sites

Moted: ‘Disturbance due to Electro-dognetic Fields coused by subsea cobles. No L5E [further

evidence ta be provided).”

10.8 Questions to Consultees
Juestion 10.1: Do you 3gree with the study Area that has been identified for benthic subtidal and

intert

idal ecology?

MO Due to proximity, sensitivity and importance the study area should include the entire
Ramsey Bay Marine Nature Reserve. The MMR was established as a zoned and ecologically
interconnected area, and the current study Ares includes only 2 portion, which appears

arbitrary.

Question 10.2: Do you agree that the baseline data souwrces identified are sufficient to adeguately

chara

cterise the baselineg?

Mo, 528 comments above.

Question 10.3: Do you 3gree that all impactsy effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.6)7

Mo, 528 comments above.
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|- Cuestion 20.1: Do you agres with the Study Area that has been identified for land use and grownd
conditionsy?,

It is unclear why there is a difference in the size of area indicated within the land use and study
areas.

= Question 20.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately
characterise the basalina?; »

From an agricultural land use perspective, broadly — good agricultural land, despite its classification
is 5till highly productive land when managed under the correct conditions. Land dassed as grade 1 or
2 is of more importance to the 1sland due to its low abundance. Grade 3 and grade 4 land is more
commaonky fownd, but under the correct conditions can be productive grassland. The loss or any
potential impact on the ability of the land to be farmed correctly can be significant for the business
which is reliant upon that parcel of land. The impact to land should not be dismissed as being
unimportant merely based on its soil classification.

Question 20.3: Do you agres that all impacts/effects that could arize from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.8)7,

From a land use perspective, an Environmental Impact Assessment should identify any issues
associated with works, where impacted land is not classified and falls within the “Urban” areas, it is
recormmended that any affected land is assessed for land use capability to ensure it is not a soil class

1 or 2. Couldn't find annex 56!7

® Question 20.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or
eliminatz L5E relevant to land use and ground conditions?,

Any ElA should recognise all impacts associated with the land and not limited to the items identified
on the impacts register. Any disturbance to agricultural land showld be minimised and where
possible restored back to its eriginal condition. The restoration may need to be monitored owver a
number of years to ensure that the land does return back to its original condition. Drainage potential
along with fertility and soil structure would be key here.

= Question 20.5: Do youw agree that the proposed approach to ELA is sufficiently s2t out to enable a
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?;

Question for Biodiversity team.

* Question 20.6: Do you agree that all relevant legizslation, policy and guidance has been identified
for the land wuse and ground conditions assessment, or are there any additional docurnents that
should be considered?; and

Impact of any agricultural schemes including the Agricultural Development Scheme and the AgTj-
Environment Scheme may need to be considered should there be an impact on agricultural land.

* Question 20.7: Can the consultees ggdyizs on any specific sources of contamination of concern to
them within the Ztudy &rez?
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Question 10.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminats
L=E relevant to benthic subtidal and intertidal ecology?

# Mo 5ee comments above.

Juestion 10.5: Do you 3gree that the proposed approach to ElA is sufficiently set out to snable a
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

# Mo S=e comments above.

Chapter 11 Marine Mammals and Megafauna

11 Marine Mammals

11.1 Introduction

11.1.1.1 'This Chopter of the Scoping Report identifies the potential impacts of relevance to marine
mammaols and megofouno .

# [fitincludes megafzuna why not inclede that in the Chapter title? There is no reguirement
to follow the standard windfarm chapter headings, and sccuracy in the title would facilitate
consultation and engagement from the appropriate stakehalders.

# A further example of inaccuracy and confusion arising oocurs at 11.1.1.2 ._Other
megafoung considered include sea turtles, howewver for ease of reading, this Chapter refers
to ‘marine mammals” heregfter.’

#  Alsg, Table 1.1 (Chapter 1) lists the topic as ‘Marine BMammals and Megafauna'.

11.2.2 Legislation
Mational legislation

#  Maoting that cetaceans and pinnipeds are alzo designation features of various MNR
designations. See: https://wwwi.gov.im/media/ 1378820 /designation-of-marine-nature-
reserves-guidance-note pdf

# This has been acknowledzed subsequently at 11.4.1.8, but should also be &t this earlier
section.

International legislation and agreements

# Az wnderstood, all multilateral agreements are extended to the 1sle of Man via the UK, which
iz the party signatory.

# This iz reflected in the Bern Convention and 2EPAR entries, but not in the Bonn convention
entry. For consistency please check and amend appropriatehy.

# |t should be noted in this section, 35 it has been elsewhere in the report, that 1ok is also
signatory (via extenszion from the UK) to ASCOBANS (Agreement on the Conservation of
=mzll Cetaceans of the Baltic, Narth East Atlantic, Irish and Morth 52as) under the auspices of
the Bonn Convention [ChAS). s stated aims are to achieve favourakble conservation status
for small cetaceans (whales and dolphins] wiz habitat conservation and management,
research and data collection. As such, inclusion is indicated here.

# Moting inclusion of the EU Dirsctive 2008,/56/EC — Marine Stratsgy Framework Directive.
While relevant, especially for Transboundary considerations, it should be specifically
gcknowledged in this section that the Directive does not apply to the lsle of Man, nor has it
ewer. The Isle of Man is not, nor has been an EU Member state, and the Directive has not
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been adopted by ather means. as such, there is no directhy supporting legislation for this
directive.

# This also applies to other EU directives.

11.2.3 Policy
National policy
The Isle of Man’s First Biodiversity Strategy 2015-2025

#  As noted elzewhere, this strategy is linked to the island’s commitments under the
Conwention on Biclogical Diversity, and is the primary policy delivery document for this
ggreement. Az such iz links with the previous International Agreements section.

# Moting reference to The Isle of Ban Strategic Plan 2016, and specifically Environment Palicy
4:' . =ets out that gdevelopment will rot be permitted which would adversely gffect species
omg hobitats of local, notional or international importence.’

&  The Palicy in full states;

o Enwvironment Policy 4° Development will not be permitted which would odversely
afffect: (o) species and habitots of internationa! importence: () protected species of
international impartance or their habitats; or (if) proposed or designated fgmsar and
Emerald Sites or other internationally impaortant sites. (B) species and hobitots of
national importance: (i} protected species of national impertance or their habitats;
(1] wildlife sites are defined in Appendix 1 41 (i} proposed or designoted National
Notures Reserves, or Areas of Speciol Scientific interest; or [iii] Morine Noture
Reserves;

®  Assuch, see glso the previous commeants in relation to Section 4: Site Selection &

Consideration of alternatives, and the inclusion of Dowglas Bay MMR 35 & potential cable
route.

11.2.4 Guidance
International guidance
®  Moting ‘Guidance on the Offence of Horassment ot Seal How-out Sites (Marine Scotiand,

2014) - section 117 of Marine Scotlond Act 2010 makes it an offence to intentionally horgss
seals of hawl-out sites in Scotfand.’

#®  This is relevant, and specifically because the wildlife Act 1920 Section 9: 4 and 44,
also make such actions an offence under Manx law, which may be worth including.

11,3 study Area

11314
# Why does the proposed site-specific study area not also include the offshore
Electrical Connection Search Area + dkm buffer? Many of the maring mammal
impacts may be relevant for this phasze of the developmeant. it appears to have done
zoin Chapter 12.
* It may be useful to show an ‘indicative ZgI’ (bassd on experience], since the current
5584 shown in Figurs 11.1 is clearly inadeguate in consideration of underwater
noize, As such, indication of @ more realistic area, however provisional, might allay
COnCerns. 4g3in, it appears to have been done in Chapter 12,
11.4 Baseline
Cetaceans
11415

® |sthe Howe [20183] reference correct for this section? It relates to Subtidal ecclogy.
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# However, recommend reference to and confirmation with Manx Whalz and Dolphin Watch
im relation to baseline data for Manx waters, noting that the cetacean chapter of the MMEA
wias onby 3 partial updats in 2008, and therefore is more likely to be out of date.
o Howe, V. L. [2013k), "Marine Mammals-Cetaceans' In Tom Eglcs, Eleanor Stone,
Lzura Hanley, Fiona Gell Manx Maring Environmental Asssssment (1.1 Edition -
partial update)'. https:/Swww gov.im/media/ 1363399/ ch-34a-cetaceans . pdf
[Bccessed: August 2023
Seals
11416
# The refzrence to seals shouldn't be Hows, V. L. [2018k) as this only relates to cetaceans. The
rAMEA se&l chapter is different:
*  Howe, V.L 2013. Marine Mammals-5ezals. In: Manxz Marine Environmentzl Assessment (2nd

Ed]. Isle of Man Government. pp. 21. https-www govim/media/ 1363400/ ch-34b-seals. pdf

11.4.2 Data Sources
Table 11.1: Baseline data sources

See comment above.
Alsa it should be Howe2018b, not 20133
Cetaceans in kdanx Waters in 2021 — Manx Whale and Dolphin watch | should be Mankey,
z021)
kdarine Mammals - 5eals. In: Mans Barine Environmental Assessment (2nd edition) (Howe,
201Eb) — should be & new reference = Hows Z018¢, not 20180,
Moting: "British & irish Marine Turtle Sirandings & Sightings Annwal Report 2020 [Penrose
and Westfield, 2023). There is a 2021 report aveilable now. contact;
o Rod Penrose,

Eritish & Irish 'TURTLE' Database Manager.

Tzl: 01239 682405

International: +44 1239 682405

Emazil: rodpenross@strandings.com
Moting: “52a Turtles in Manx Waters, In: Manx Marine Environmental Assessment [2nd Ed)
(Howe, 201Ec), do=sn't appear in the refersnce list and the potential conflict with the
FAMEA S2als chapter noted abowe, which would be Howe 2018c [see point 4.

11.5.2 Commitments

Table 11.2: Relevant commitments to marine mammals.

Moting acknowledgement of the role of MMRs in relation to marine mammal protection at
sections 11.4.1.8 and 11.4.1.9, and the potential proposal to route the offshore cable
through Douglas Bay MMR (see Saction 4], the previously proposed Mew Commitment is also
relevant to marine mammals.

Proposed Mew Commitment relevant to Marine Mammals

I Measure Proposed Rationale
Co XN Designated protected sites will be aveided To avoid impacts to envircnmental/ecological
by the careful routing of the offshore and assets of high significance.
onshore infrastructure 2round sensitive
locations.
Page 118

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Cols Application for Protected Species Licences to be mode to
DEFA in respect of works gffecting protected species
vnder the Wildlife Act 1550,

#  For clarity, perhaps refer to these as Wildlife act licences, as there iz no specific Protected
Species Licence.

11.7 Post-scoping
11714

Proposed Mew Impact:

#  As noted previously for other receptors; given the inclusion of 3 statutorily—protected
hdarine Nature Reserve within the Offshore Electrical Connection Search area, which
includes two cetacean species as designation features, the Impacts Register should
specifically include the temporary/long-term or permanent damage or loss of sesbed habitat
or species (including marine mammals} within protected sites.

This should be appropriztely included within the Assessment Methodology.

# For example;

Consent [0} Project Element | Original Project | Project Activity and Impack
Phase
MIC PR Al offshore Construction, Temporary/long-term or permanent

Operation and damage or loss of seabed habitat or

Cecomissioning | species within protected sites

# The following potential impacts are Noted

MIC | MR- | adl Jperation | Disturbance dus W& | Tertiany No | Further
05 offshars to operational as Co7 L=E | svidence to
WTE noize. no be provided
L=E. via the
Evidence
Flan process.
Disturbance dus M/& | Prima Mo | Further
to Electro- as Ca3 L=E | svidence to
mMagnstic Fields no be provided
generated by L=E. via the
subsea cables. Evidence
Flan process.

11.E Questions to Consultees
Question 11.1: Do you 3gree with the Study Area that has been identified for marine mammals?

#  Mo. See comments above in relation to Offshore Electrical Connection S=arch Area and Zgl,
for underwater noise. This issue iz batter presented in the Fish and Shellfish Ecology chaptar,
SErfom 123 [Study Area).
Question 11.2: Do you agree that the bassline data sources identified are sufficient to adeguately
characterize the baselinz?
*  Seecomments above

Question 11_3: Do you 3gree that all impactsy effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.8)7

# Mo see comments bove in relation to statutorily-designated protected sites.
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Question 11.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminats
L=E relevant to maring mamrmals?

# Mo, See comments on the inclusion of statutorily-designated sites in the commitments
register, or the avoidance of them for routing and infrastructure.

Question 11.5: 0o you agree that the proposed approach to EIA s sufficiently set out to enable a
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

* Don't know.

Question 11.6: Do you 3gree that all key marine mammal + megafauna species to be scoped into the
assezzment have been identified?

® Fes

Questions 11.7: Do you agree with the approach of defining two types of Study Arsas (i.e. Maring
rammal Study Area, and the species-specific Regional Study Areas), 33 8 more comprehensive way
to characterizs the baseline condition and assess potential impacts of activities associsted with the
Propossd Development? If the answer is no, pleass provide alternative way|s) for better definition
of Study Area(s)

# Yes once the two aress have been appropriately defined. 4s yet they are not.

Question 11.8: When are the Bicdiversity Action Plans [B&Ps) due to be published for harbour and
grey seal?

# Sesl| BAPS ars naar finalised and will be published onling shortly.

# All published BAPs are available here: hitps/fwww.gov.im/about-the-

govermment/departments/environment-food-and-agriculture /e nvironment-

directorate/ecosystem-policy-teamy/wildlife-bicdiversity-and-protected-sites/ biodiversity-
strategy-and-delivery-plan,

Chapter 12 Fish and Shellfish Ecology

» general: this chapter has a numbsr of minor and larger errors and omissions. It does not
seem to have b=sn dons to the same standard or clarity as other chapters. As such it
appears to reguire significant review and revision.

#»  Moting the various activities proposed fior the development that have the potential to impact
on fish and shellfish receptors, for example;

‘3.5.1.5 Prior to the instollotion of offshore infrastructure, seobed preporaotion may be required o
level the segbed, remove ohstocles, reinforce the grownd, reduce scour or generally focilitote offshore
instgligtion. These activities will likely take ploce separately, such os boulder and debris clegrance
fincluding potenticl seabed excovation), pre-sweeping, Pre-Lay Grapnel Run (PLGR) or Unexploded
Ordnance (LX) clearance. The scope for each will be defined follawing further site investigations of

the site. ©

‘3.5 2 Offshore Pre-Construction Activities
3.5.2.4 Pre-construction activities include pre-construction surveys ond seahed preporgtion aotivities

that are required grior to installation of infrostructure, the scopes of which are outlined in Tabls 3.4
below. *

‘Table 3.4: Maximum Design Scenario: Pre-Construction Activities’
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# Then the receptor species list needs to be appropriately inclusive, reflecting both
biodiversity and commercial interests in the study area. This is particularly relevant in the
comments made for 12.4 Bassline below.

12.2.2 Lagislation
Mational legislation

wildilfe Act 1990: _.. "It also establishes the legal protection of Aregs of special Scientific Interest
(ASEI) ond Mational Mature Resenves (NNA), a5 well o5 other site designations.’

# |t s=ems an obvious omission, given the nature of the devslopment proposal, not to
specifically include that the Act also establishes the l=gal protection of Marine Mature
Reserves, and 25 previously acknowledged in equivalent sections, e.g- 11.2 2. Pleass amend
scoordingly for consistency and relevance.

‘Fisheries Act 2012 — this provides supervision and protection of inland and seq fisheries, and fosters
the estoblishment and development of such fisheries;”

# |t should be further noted that Section 5 (2] also includes the following;

I2) In the exercise of its functions under this Act, the Department shall have regard o the need —
(8] tg preserve natural besuty and amenity;
(b} o conserve freshwater flora and fauna and the freshwater environment;
(c} tz conserve maring flors and fauna and the marine environmant;
(d} g conserve features of geological or geomorphological interest; and
(] tg protect buildings and other objects of architectural or historic interast,
5g.far as those matters are capable of being affected by that exercize.’

# Az such, the remit and scope of the Act's considerstion may extend to the environment that
supparts those fisheries.

# A5 also noted similarly for Chapter 10 (Benthic and sub-tidal Ecology);

‘Woter Pollution Act 1593 — this enshrines in low severol international conventions that the isie of
Aan is g signotory to: Oslo Poris Convention [O5FAR), London, Agreement on the Conservation of
Emaill Cetoceans of the Baltic, North East Atlantic, Irich and North Seas [ASCOBANS) and CED, ol of
wihich hawve prigrities thaot aim to reduce marine pollution.”

# The inclusion of the CSPAR convention link to WPA 12935 is valid.

# ‘While it is true that controlling marine pollution is beneficial to the objectives of ASCOBANS
and CED, WPA 1933 is not specifically linked to those agreements, at least to 3 much lesser
extent and specificity tham the wildlife Act 1980 is, and which has not been specifically
linked to those agreements in the text.

# Suggest clarification of the relative functions of 2ach Act in respect of multilateral
ggreements, and recommend remowval of the specific link of ASCOBAMS to the Water
Pollution &ct 1993, see Schedule 3 of Water Pollution [Standards and Cbjsctives) schemes
2020: https:/fwrww . gov.im/media, 1 374858 /'water-pollution-standards-and-objectives-
scheme-2020.pdf

12.2.3 Policy
Mational Policy
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As similarly noted for the eguivalent section in 10.2.3 [Policy)

Isl2 of Man Strategic Plan 2016

#  Moting that this document also contains a number of General and Environment Palicies, in
particular;

o Envirgnment Policy 4. Development will not be permitted which would odversely
affect: (o) species and habitats of international importance: (i} protected species of
international importance or their habitots; or (i} proposed or designated fgmEear
ond Emerald Sitas or ather internotionally important sites. (b species ond hobitats
of notional impartance: (i) protected species of naticnol impartonce or their
habitats; /1) wildlife Sites ore defined in Appendix 1 41 (i) proposed or designated
Motional Moture Reserves, or Areas of Special Scientific interest; or {iii] Marineg
Noture Beserves;

& S22 previous comments in relation to Section 4: Site Selection & Consideration of
Alternatives, and the inclusion of Douwglas Bay MMNR a5 3 potential cable route, but without
reference to its designated status, or The Isle of Man Strategic plan policies.

# There appears to be a lack of connection or continuity in content and approach between
thess sections.

Managing cur Natural wealth — The Isle of Man Biodiversity Strategy 2015-2025
* [t may be worth noting that this strategy is linked to the izland’s commitments under the
Convention on Biclogical Diversity, and is the primary policy delivery document for this
ggreement (see comments on 10.2.2 abowe].

# In addition, Isle of pan Fisheries policy may be relevant for this receptor:
# General link to Fisheries Legislation and Policy

hitps: w.zov.im,/about-the-povernment/departm environment-food-and-

guidance/faccordion
Fisharies Policy

#  Although undsr revision, the 'Future Fisheries: & S-year strategy for the sustainable
development of the 1zle of Man's sea fisheries and marine environmeant 2016-2021" remains
operationzlly valid;
hitps:/fwoww.gov.imy/sbout-the-government/departments/environment-food-and-
genculture/environment-directorate/fisheries/sea-fisheriesfuture-fishernes-strategy/

similarly, of relevance to this receptor may be;

#*  Long Term Managemeant Plan for scallops: https:ffwww sov.imy'media 1376550/ Itmp-10-

26052 2. pdf
#* Manzagement Plan For The 0-3 # Zone of The Manx Territorial Sea:

hittps: woww gov.imy/media/1373318/pd-2019-00588-isle-of-man-0-3-m-management-

plan.pdf
#* Crab and lobster: https:fwww sow im/media 1373823 crab-and-lobster-latency-sf-02-
2021, EI:IF

= Whelk: hitps:/fwww gov.im/media/ 1 358248 whelk-policy-sf02 201 7-v2-2 2061 8. pdf
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12.3 Study Area

# In general this section is better presented here than the equivalent in Chapter 11
Marine Mammazls. Flease note respective comments and consider 3s appropriate.

# 12316 Asnoted in Chapter 10 (Benthic Subtidzl and Intertidal Ecology] the
s=condary level impacts study ares should include the whole of Ramsey Bay MMR,
due to proximity, sensitivity and importance. The MRM was established as 3 zoned
and scologically interconnected area, and the current Study Area includes only &
portion, which appears arbitrary.

12.4 Baseline
Fish and shellfizh assemblages

# While usefully indicative, a notable absentee from the bazzline data sources is Pegten
maximus (great scallop). Subseguently noting inclusion at 12.4.3.4 in the key receptor
species, it seems odd that there is no mention of it earlier, or in the bassline data sources.

# ‘While its inclusion is warranted, due to its significant importance, it's not clear how the
baseline data has been used to determing the receptor species.

12416-8

#  velvet crob (Neging puber) should be Necorg puber

#* Inconsistent mix of scientific names and common names.

12.4.1.10-12
®  Trisopterys luscus i= pouting, poor cod is Trizppterys minutys, Cod is Sodus marhug,
#  Herring is Clugeg harengus
*  Hoddock is Melanogrammus Seaieingg
# Recommend: BJ. buys & P. Cghlstram (1582). Collins Guide to the Sea Fishes of Britain and
Merthwestern Europe, for basic species information, including spelling.
124112 Eey spawning grounds

# Figures 12.2 and 12 3: Check with AFEI as to whether the Coull et al. 1903 is still the current
understanding of herring spawning and nursery grounds.

#  Mephrops spawning grounds are not accurate/undetermined. The habitat and spawning
grounds are well established and relate to specific benthic substrates. ICES functionzl units
FU 14 and 15 are relevant in this context — see also surveys by AFEI, Marine Institute etc.

dnudidoddd
# lceland clam (4:2ica islgndicg) — should be Arclicg,
+  spiny scallop (Chlgmys, hastara) - not hagigeg, should be Mimachiamys vare.

(hittps:/fwoww.marinespecies. org/aphis.php Y p=taxdetails&id=236710)

12.4.2 Data sources
Table 12.1
# Moting inclusion of : Northern Ireland Ground Fish Survey [NIGFS) (ICES, 2005-2018)
# Please contact AFE| directly and ensure that all relevant AFBI surveys are included in the
basaling, for example, herring larval, acoustic, Ngphrops etc.
#*  Also noting:

Internztional harring | Time-series trawl data on herring Brogdscale coverage that
larvae survey [IHLS) | distribution used to characterize the includes the entire Study
Area
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herring populations throughouwt the
Marth 5ea and English Channel.

#  |If the survey covers populations in the Morth 523 and English Chanmel, then it doesn't
include the entire study area (which iz in the Irish 5ea) — pleazs clarify.
# There are notable omissions in data sources relevant to this chapter:
Bangor University - numerous reports and data sources related to scallops, whelk, and other
kdane commercial species;
o http/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.sc.uk/
= Motably: hitps/Ysustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor ac uk/rommunications
& hitp:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/docume nts/sovernment-
reports/scallop/2023/05C5urveyReport 2023 Final.pdf
& hitp:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/docume nts/sovernment-
reports/scallop/2022/5CESUrveyReport2022 Final. pdf
& hitp:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/docume nts/sovernment-
reports/CrabAndLobster/2020/AFiveYearscientificResearchPlan. pdf
=  See also the following for further information and context;
= hittp:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/commerciafisheries. php.en
= hittp:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/research-projects.php.en

o Suggest that the applicant contacts the Bangor University 1oM fisheries group and
discussed reguirements and access to data sources.

12.4,3 summary of key receptors
124354

This list reguires significant reasssssment and priontization.
Moting the absence of several important commercial species know to oocur in the ares, but
the inclusion of freshwater pearl mussels, for a marine offshore windfarm development?
# There's & strong expectztion of linkage with the Commercial Fisheries chapter, but several
species are notably abssnt from the FSE chapier, for example;
= whelk, Buccinum ungatum
o brown crab, Cancer pagurys
o lobster, Homarus ommanis,
[ =]

There are important plaice (Blgyranectes plafeseg) nursery areas on the shallow
sandbanks to the east of the development site [AFL)

#  The designation festure species for the noted Manx designated sites- surely all should be
included as potentizl receptors?

» Specifically ALL of the receptor speciss for the UK SAC have been included, regardless of how
tenucus the link with the development |2.g. 3 coastal/freshwater species in MW England];
wherzas the following designation feature species of the Manx MHNEs are noted in the taxt
but only one [aAtlantic salmon] is included in the receptor species list;

o Atlantic salmon (Salmo sgiard,

lceland clam (Arficg iglangical (sic)

masked crab [Corysies cassivelgumus),

sea trout (Salmo frutig frutta),

European eel [Anguilla gnguilial,

spiny scallop (Chigmys hasiatg) (sic)

basking shark (Celorfinys masimus)

dog whelk (Nugellg fapilius] and

blug mussel {4gtilus sdyfis)

oo oo oo oo
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# This development is in Manx waters not UK waters — how can it rezsonably exclude Mans-
relevant spacies?

# Where/what is the prioritisation/assessment process?

# The following s=ctions are taken directly from the chapter, and acknowledze both presence
and relative levels of importance for warious species in the area. However, those species
highlighted (kold] are not subsequently included as receptor species, and thers is no
assessmenty selection methodology presented to explain this.

‘Assembloges identified ocross the vorious JWF surveys were lorgely comporoble, with assembloges
lorgely consisting of phoice, dob, drogonet, whiting, grey gurnard [Eyfrigla gurngrdus), sorot,
herring, tub gurnard (Trigla lucerngl ond poor cod.”

‘Of the shellfish identified during the sxisting QWF surveys, the surveys recorded compositions

predominantly composed of Nephrops, guesn scallop, common whelk [Byccingm undatum), edible
crob (Cancer pggurys), velvet crob (Necirg puber{sic], brown shrimp {Crangon crangon), octopus
(Eledene cirthesa) and mussels (iytilys eulis).

‘Worthern irish Groundfish Surveys (NIGFS) conducted in 2022, within the surrounding aregs of the
Islz of Man recorded over 50 fish and shellfish species, with the most obundant species being
whiting, followead by herring, plaice, small spotted dogfish (Scyliorhinys caniculg) and mackerel.
Other frequently identified species included; sprot, poor cod (Trizpplerys minutys), Wephrops, dab
(Limanda limanda), drogonet (Callianymuys () and queen scallop (Aequingrtsn oagmslans)
Notoble species recorded olso included: brogdmese skate (Ggthyrajg brachyurops), rough skate
(Leucoroio ngevus), thornbock roy (Rajo clgvaig) and spotted ray.

‘12.4.1.8 The 2020 and 2021 WIGFE both predominantly identified small spotted dogfish during the
surveys. Similarly, during both years, species recorded were most consistently followed by; ploice,
whiting, herring, nephrogs, thornbaock roy, sprot ond gueen scaliog. These findings are comparzbie
to the recordings from 2022, °

“High intensity spowning grounas for ploice {Pleyronectes platessal, cod (Trisoplerys luscuslisic),
sgndeel (Ammaodytes marinusl ond sole (Soleg spleg) overlop with the Study Area. Low intensity
spowning grounds for whiting (Merlongivs merigngusl, Fng (Molvg malval, hake (Merlccius
merfuccius), mackere! (Scomber scombrus) and horse mockerel (Trgchurys trochurys] olso cverfop

with the Study Area. A discrete, historic spowning ground for herring [Herrangys herrgngus) is also
locoted within the Study Areg (Figure 12.2; with spowning occwrring between August ond
September], o= well a5 spowning grounds for sprat (Sprofius sprottus). nephrogs (Neohrops
noryegicus) and lemon sole [(Ricrosomus Kift) (Coull et ol 21958). With the exception of herring and

leman sole, the species with spowning grounds’

“High intensity nursery grounas for spyrdeg (Squalus ocanthios)(iote: which has recently opened up
for limited commerciel fishing again, including by Manx vessels), herring, whiting, cod and sale
overfop with the Study Area (Figure 12.3)°

Tepeshark (Galeerhinug aaleus), spotted ray (Rajo mentaguil, anglerfish (Lophifarmes) and sand

eel all have low intensity nursery grounds that overlap with the Study Areg (Ellis et al, 2010). Nursery

grounds for haddock [Mengnggrommus ceglefinus), lemon sole and nephrogs ore oiso present

within the study Areg (Coul et ol.,, 1958)."

# 5o why are these not included 2s receptor species, or their exclusion sxplained/justified?
# This appears to be a significant limitation of this Chapter and reguires review and revision.
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12.5.2 Commitments
Table 12.2: Relevant commitments to Fish and Shellfish Ecology.

# poting the role of BANRS in relation to fish and shellfish protection, and the potential
proposal to route the offshore cable through Douglas Bay MMR [see Section 4), the
previously proposed Mew Commitment is also relevant to Fish and Shellfish Ecology.

Proposed Mew Commitment relevant to Fish and shellfish Ecology

[ Measure Proposed Rationale

Co XX Designated protected sites will be avoided To avoid impacts to environmentzl/ecological
by the careful routing of the offshore and azzets of high significance.
onshore infrastructure around sensitive
locations.

12.7 Post-scoping
12714
Proposed Mew Impact:

# As noted previously for other receptors; given the inclusion of 3 statutorily—protected
hdarine Nature Reserve within the Offshore Electrical Connection Search Area, which
includes fish/mollusc species as designation features, the Impacts Register should
specifically include the temporanygflong-term or permanent damage or loss of seabed habitat
or species (fish and shellfish) within protected sites.

This should be appropriztely included within the Assessment Methodology.
For exampls;

Consent | 1D Project Element | Original Project Phase | Project Activity and impack

MIC F5-%¥ | all offshore Construction, Temporary/long-1erm or permanent
Jperation and damage or loss of seabed habitat or
CEComissionine, species within protected sites

# Given the potentially significant limitations in the receptor species list for this chapter, and
for example, the following;

12.7.3.10 Species sensitivities will be derived bosed on the importance of the Study Areg to specific
periods of vulnerability within o species life history taking into ocoount the following;

Spawning grounds;

Nursery grounds;

Feeding grounds; gnd

Migration routes

0o o

=]

# And the omitted species that would appear relevant, the Impact Register may be expected
to change to reflect species additions.
# The following IMPACTS Register are noted a3 MLSE, pending further evidence and discussion.

MIC | F5- | all Jperation | Effects of underwater No LSE Further evidence to be
08 | offshars noise from operational provided wia the Evidence Plan
WTES. process.
MIC | F5- | all Jperation | Disturbance due to No LSE Further evidence to be
11 | offshars Electro-hagnetic Fields provided wia the Evidence Plan
from subses cables. process.
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12.E Questions to Consultees

Question 12.1: Do you agres with the Study &res that has been identified for fish and shellfish
scology?

* Mo see comments above.

Question 12.2: Do you agree that the bassline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately
characterise the baselins?

* Mo see comments above.

= Question 12.3: Do you agres that all impacts, effects that could arise from all stages of the
Propossd Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.8)7

* Mo see comments sbove. And particularly not, given the limited number of receptor species
included.

Question 12.4: Do you 3gree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminats
L=E relevant to fish and shelifish ecology?

» Mot yet.

Question 12.5: Do you 3gree that the proposed approach to ElA s sufficiently set out to enable a
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

# Mo The process by which receptor species for this Chapter have been determined iz unclear,

and may thersfore be limiting in scope. &s such, the process (as part of the overzll E14
process is not sufficiently set out.
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Chapter 13 Commercial Fisheries

# Moting the various activities proposed fior the development that have the potential to impact
on Commerciz| Fisheries, for example;

‘3.5.1.5 Prior to the instollotion of affshore infrastructure, seabed prepargtion may be required fo
leve! the seqbed, remove obstacles, reinforce the ground, reduce scour or generally focilitate offshore
instoilgtion. These activities will likely toke ploce separately, such os boulder and debris clearonce
fincluding potentiol seabed excovation), pre-sweeping, Fre-Laoy Srapnel Run (PLGR) or Unexploded
Ordnance (Ux0) cleorance. The scope for egch will be defined following further site investigations of
the site. *

3.5.2 Offshore Pre-Construction Activities

3.3.2.4 "PFre-construiction activities include pre-construction surveys and seched preparation octivities
that are required prior to instellotion of infrostructure, the scopes of which gre outlined in Toble 3.4
below.

and

Toble 3.4: Moximumm Design Scengrio; Fre-Construction Activities’

# The following comments are provided;

13.1.1.3
# Az noted for Chapter 12, Fish and shellfish Ecology, the linkages betwesn Chapter 12 and 13
nz=d to be strengthened and more explicit, to ensure/demonstrate that adeguats
consideration has been mads,

13.2.2 Legislation
National legislation

# Az noted elsewhere, the Fisheries Act 2012 Section 5 (2] also includes the following;

(2] Im the exercise of its functions under this Act, the Department shall have regard to the need —
(@) tg preserve natural beauty and amenity;
(b} tg conserve freshwater flora and fauna and the freshwater environment;
(c} bz, conserve maring flora and fawna and the marine environment;
(d} tg conserve features of geological or geomorphological interest; and
(2] tg, protect buildings and other objects of architectural or historic interast,
5g.far as those matters are capable of being affected by that exercize.”

#  Assuch, the remit and scope of the Act's consideration may extend to the environment that
supports those fisheries.

13.2.3 Policy
National policy

# All DEFA Fisheries Division policies can be found hers: hittps:/fwww.gov.im/about-the-
overnment;/departments/environment-food-and-agriculture/environment-
directorate/fisheries/sea-fisheries/legislation-policy-guidance/faccordion
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# Recognising that the Isle of Man Fisheries Stetement (DEFA, 2023] repressnts the most
current policy, it is not yet formally adopted. As such, it should also be read in conjunction
with the ‘Future Fisheries: & S-year strategy for the sustsinable development of the isle of
hizn's sea fisheries amd marine environment 2016-2021" which provides more detail and
context for current policy, including the Fisheries Statement

*  httpsfwoww gov.imy'about-the-government,/de partments/environment-food-and-
agrculture/envirenment-directorate/fisheries/sea-fisheres/future-fisheries-strategy/

Similarly, of relevance may be;
# Manzgement Plan For The 0-3 M Zone of The Manx Territorizl 5ea:
hittps:fwww sov.imy/media/137389310/gd-2019-005E-iske-0f-man-0-3-m-man3agement-
plan.pdf

13,3 study Area
13314

#*  Moting the underying reasonablensss of the proposed extent of the local study arsa, the
potential for inclusion of 36E5 should be consulted upon with relevant stakeholders before
finalization, to ensure that local fishery areas/fleets are not artificially s=parated with
respect to data or activity.

# Forexample, 13.4.1.5, indicates that ‘Local Study Areo hod an annual average londings value
of opproximately £11_4 million ocross the yeors 2018 to 2021 (Morine Manggement
argonisgtion (MMD), 2023a) — this may artificially split the value of grounds, sectors and
even individuzal fishermen, thereby underestimating fisheries extent or nature for the Manx
fleet. Given that this development is an izle Man territorial sea project, it makes little s=nse
to not include the entire local fishing industry in the local considerations.

o The varizbility of fishery landings is acknowledged throughout this chapter, and this
variability also extends between grounds from year to year within the Manx
territorial sea. 5o exclusion of 36E5 could artificially bizs individual year's data.

o Pelagic herring fishing by UK-registersd vessel data may also be artificzlly split by

the exclusion of 36ES.
o The Local study area should rezsonably sttempt to capture 25 much of the territorial

523 &5 possible.
# Inthe absence of definitive indications either way, it is suggested that 36E5 is included as a
precautionary approach to better including the scope of Manx fisheries.

13.4.1.9 ' _gnawal isle of Mon Queenie Festival’
#  Thizs festival hasn't actually run for several years, although it's acknowledged that the
cubtural significance point is valid.

13.4.1.10 ... Englizh wessels moke up the remainder af the londings, ocross o range of species

including gephrans, lobster, brown crab ond sole (Egleg soleg).”
# Moting & point made for Chapter 12 (Fish and Shelifish Ecology) — only ¥ species listed

here are considered as receptor species in that chapter, which suggest these two
chapters are not appropriately linked.

124111

#  For clarity and consistency please note that gueen scallop are predominanthy net cauzght
in kanx waters, rather than dredge. This is correctly indicated in 13.4.1.0.
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13.4.1.13 “_._where king scollop are g relevant torget species, anglysis of londings ocross o ssven fo
ten-yegr period is proposed to coptwre the cyclical notwre of their productivity ond gssocigted

fishery)

# Would not dispute the cyclic nature of fisheries, including king scallop, but it s thought
that its gueen scallop that hawe the 7-10 cycle. The wording might imply it was king
scallop. That's not to contest the overall point, which is walid, just perhaps the species
ernphasis/exam ple —and that this approach should also be taken for queen scallops.

13.4.2 Data sources
Table 13.1: Baseline data sources

Nating both;

L% Vessel Maonitoring System [WIMS) datg (R0, 2020 (M0, 20236))
EL! VB doto [ICES, 2016 to 2020 (ICES, 2022))

= |sle of Bian Fizheries manzgement requires use of WS for all scallop fishing vesszels, and
since this is 3 Manx territorial sea development, this higher level of data should be applied.

= |ohd DEFA Fisheries Division will be able to provids relevant data — perhaps that the
reference in the table: ‘isle of Man fishing octivity mepging’?

= Moting the reference to Bangor University reports, the following links are provided for
completeness;

= Bangor University - numerous reports and data sources related to scallops, whelk, and
other Manx commercial species;
o hitpy/fsustainablefisheries-iom.bangor.ac.uky
= Notably: hitp://sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac.uk/communications
= hitp://sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac.uk/documents/government-
reports/scallop/2023,/05C5urveyReport 2023 Final.pdf
= hitp://sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac.uk/documents/government-
reports/scallop/ 2022/ 5CESurveyReport2022  Final.pdf
= hitp://sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac.uk/documents/government-
reports/CrabandLuobster/2020/ AFiveYearscientificRessarchPlan. pdf
= Ez2 glso the following for further information and conbext;
= hitp:/fsustainable-fisheries-iom._bangor.ac uk/commercial-

fisheries.php.en
= hitp:/isustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/ressarch-projects.php.en

o Suggest that the zpplicant contacts the Bangor University 1oh fisheries group (via
the DEFA Fisheries Division] and discusses reguirements and access to deta sources.

= Inaddition, AFEl also undertaks numerous annual sureeys in Manx waters, including
scallops, ground fish, herring larval and acoustic, Yephrops etc.
Please contact AFSI directly and ensurs that all relevant AFBI surveys are included in the
baselinz.

13.4.3 summary of key receptors

Moting '13.4.3.4 Egeh identified fishing fleet that is active across the Loosl gndy or Regional Study
Areos is defined o= o separote receptor for the purpose of ossessing potential impocts.”
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#  This provides further support for expanding the Local Study Ares to include 36E5, sothat a
reasonakle attempt it made to include the Manx fleet activity a5 a whole (ig, all of the east
coast at least) rather than potentially being split northy/south by excluding part of the
Territarial Sea.

134354
Moting: ‘Isle of Man scollop dredgers targeting king scallop and queen scollop’...

#  |zle of Mzan scellop dredgers only targst king scallops (not gquesn scallops) in Mans waters -
this may includes in UK waters, so provide clarification.

# For completensss, it is possible for UK vessels to fish queen scallops in Man waters via

dredge under specific conditions, but this has not coourred for several years, although it

remzins & possibility.

UK-registered vessels also target queen scallop with otter trawl in Manx waters.

Theare are mo Irish-registered vessels targeting scallops by dredze in Manx waters

Thare are no Belgian - registered trawl vessels operating in Manx waters.

Cormmercial exploitation of bass in Many waters iz prohibited — in relation to hand-lining by

UK vessels.

# Also note that thers is now & quota allocation fior herring for Manx-registered vesssls using
p=lagic trawls, which was exploited for the first time in 2023, and increasingly annually for
thres years (up to 400%).

#  Also note that thers is now & quota allocation for Nephrpps for Manx-registered vessels
using mobile and static gears to start in 2024, and increzsing annually for three years. {yp to

400t
#  There iz also some finfish quota availzable to Manx veszels that is fished using static and
mahbile nats.

= Maorthern Ireland fish up to 4000t of herring in Manx waters, including the east coast which
may not be apparent from log book data.

Figures 13.3 and 13.4

'13.4.1.11 Spgtigl activity mapgping is gvailabie for the ficheries in the region and will be anaglysed as
port of the commercial fisheries evidence base. Of porticwlor note is the notionally important scollop
dregyge fishery targeting gueen and king scolfog, as shown in Figure 13.5 ond Figure 13.4.

# &z noted, gueen scallop are not targeted with dredge in Mane waters (with noted limited
potential exception above),

# And both graphics relate to only king scallop, but not queen scallop - s indicated in the text.
13.4.4 Further data collection to be undertaken

=  Suggest also Bangor University Fisheries and Conservation Grouwp {Isle of Man tzam) as the
fizheries science advisors to lohM Government.

13.5.2 Commitments

= pdany of the now-Karing Naturs Bessrves were originally established as Fishery Closad or
Protected aress to gain various bensfits for commercial fishing, including Couglas Bay
Fishery Closed Arsa:
hitps:/egislation.gov.imfoms/images/LEGISLATHON/ SUEORDIMATE 201 7/2017-
0266/ 52aFisheriesClosedAreasResulations2 01 7. pdf)
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»  Thess areas maintained these functions, objectives and restrictions following designation as
BAMRS (522 glso Meill et 3l 2008 for scallop source/sinks:
hitp://sustainable-fisheries-iom.bangor.ac uk/documents/ government-
reports/scallop/200E/BangorfFisheriesReport No3.pdf

= Az such, and as noted elsewhere, the proposed commitment related to statutorily-
designated area is also relevant to Commercial fisheries.

Proposed Mew Commitment relevant to Commercial Fisheries

0] Measure Proposed Rationale

Co XX Designated protected sites will be avoided To avoid impacts to environmental/ecological
by the careful routing of the offshore and asszets of high significance.
onshore infrastructure around sensithve
locations.

13.7 Post-scoping

Proposed Mew Impack:
# Az noted previously for other receptors; given the inclusion of 3 statutorily—protected
Marine Nature Reserve (protected sites) within the Offshore Electriczl Connection Search
area, which includes commercial fisheries benefit objectives, the Impacts Register should

specifically include the temporaryJong-term ar permanent damage or less of sezbed habitat
ar species (fish and shellfish] within protected sites.

This should ke appropriztely included within the Assessment Methodology.

For exampls;
Consent 1] Project Element | Original Project | Project Sctivity and Impact
Phase
hAIC CF-XX Al offshaors Construction, Temparary/long-term or permanent

Operation and damage or loss of seabed habitat or

Cecomissigning | species within protectad sites

See glso CF-05 and additional consideration;

MIC CF-05 Al offshars [Construction, additional steaming to alternative fishing
Operartipn and  |grounds dus to presence of
Decomissigning  |infrastructure + steaming back to landing
port.

13.7.3.4 & range of studies are being undertaken across the Proposed Development which will
inform commercial fisheries assessment, including:
* \arine traffic survey (A5

= Plzaze note that Manx-registered vessel appear not to use 415 as commonly &5 UK vessels.
as such it should not be relied on to fully characterize the Manx flest.

13.7.3.5 '2f poramount importance to the commerciol fisheries assessment is the findings of the

fish ond shellfish ecology ossessment [scoping information for which is provided in Chapter 12, Fish
E =helffish Ecology), which will identify and 3ss=3s the impacts on the fish and shellfish resource. The
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fish and zhellfish ecology assessment will specifically consider the resulting effects on commercially
important species across a range of impacts, including noise, electro-magnetic fields, suspendsd
sediment and habitat loss and crestion”

= A5 such, please note comments made in relation to Chapter 12, and its apparently limited
connectivity with Chapter 13.

13.E Questions to Consultees
Question 13.1: Do you 3gree with the study Areas that has been identified for commercial fisheries?

#  Possibly not for the local study area. Suggest consideration (with consultation) regarding

imclusion of 35E5 to reduce the possibility of artificial splitting of Manx fisheriss
circumstances.

# The Regional Study Area appears appropriate.

Question 13.2: Do you agree that the bassline data souwrces identified are sufficient to adeguately
characterise the baseline?

= Mot yel 52 Comments

JQuestion 13_3: Do you 3gree that all impacts) effects that could arize from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.8)7

= Mot yel 52 Comments

Question 13.4: Do you 3gree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminats
L=E relevant to commercial fisheries?

= Mot yel 52 Comments

Juestion 13.5: Do you 3gree that the proposed approach to ElA is sufficiently set out to 2nable &
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

= Mot yet. S=e Comments, especially in relation to the linkage with Chapter 12 (and receptor
species], and the lack of wider context for the proposal to route cables through a statutoriby-
protected Marina Mature Reserve, which has fundamental commercial fisheries bensfit
purposes.

JQuestion 13.6: Do you 3gree that all receptors related to commercial fisheries have been identifisd?
= Mot yet. 52e Comments
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1% Onshore Ecology

In Chapter 4: Site Selection and Consideration of Alternatives;

# Table 4.1 indicates & commitment to avoid heritage assets, by careful routing to avoid
impacts. Why is 2 similar commitment not made in relation to environmental or ecological
assets of high significance?

# This should extend to both offshore and onshore sites, including PMMRS and 45515, and
should be reflected in Table 19.2: ‘Relevant Commitments to onshore ecology’.

# |ngensral Chapter 19 seems to completely miss out on any scoping in relation to rivers,
freshwater fish populations, invertebrates etc. There does not appear to any evidence of
data relating to freshwater/diadromous fish populations and potential impsacts. If the
intention is to wse river corridors, or works are to take place in closs proximity then the
Fisheries Act becomes relevant again and should ke included in section 18.2.2 which lists the
relevant legislation, and included as a key receptor in 519.4.3.

# Consultation will be reguired with the DEFA Inland Fisheries Team.

19.2 & 15.4:

# |t has been correctly identified that the oM is 8 UNESCO Biosphere [Biosphers 1sle of Man).
This means that sustainzbility is a very clear objective and the island is looking to be an
exemplarin this area, as it moves forward, as well s providing opportunities to do things
differenthy (if this improves the situation), and to showcase the results.

18.2.3

# There is no reference to specific policies in the izle of Man Strategic Flan relating to the
protection of designated sites, wildlife etc. Though other sections of the report (e_g. Chapter
20 Land-use) have specific policies referenced.

10242 & 10737

# Good o see use of the ‘Guidslines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland”
Terrastrial, Freshwater, Coastal and Marine version 1.2 [CIEEM 201E)

18.3.1.1 ‘Na coble connection from Groudie Eay to the potential grid connection lacations at
Douglos is considered o= part of this scoping report”.

# I5it being considered separately? Groudle Glen has rare plant species, Invasive Non-Mative
species {IMNS) (knotweed definitzly, but others possibly).

18.3.1 2 ‘MMoving inland that hobitat is more urbon, predominantly roods houses ond commercial
buildings'.

# This staterment doesn’'t correctly reflect the habitats present within the study Ares which
include the river corridor, Douglas Head ASSl, Marine Drive 4551, The Munnery Estate
(registered tree area, Wildlife Site, Nature Recovery Metwork wildlife Registration), 35 well
as many ather many other Registered Tree arezs and Wildlife sites. The river corridor needs

& mention too.
18313

# Meeds a mention of rare plants at Groudle Glen. The Ozk/Hazel woodlands of the 1OM
report 2011 highlights the interest at Groudls Glen. Invasive Mon Mative Spacies is an issus
a5 knotweed is present at this site.
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18413

# Az well 35 Douglas Head &551 this section needs to mention Marine Drive AS51. The
boundzry of both ASS15 are shown on Figure 19.2.

10.4.1.4

#  [tstates that the Biodiversity Strategy contoins Biodiversity Action Plans. 1t would be more
gpproprigte to state that their creation i part of an action in the Strategy.

®  Artion 100 Prioritize ond improve hiodiversity knowledge through ressarch and survey,
especigily the stotus ond abundonce of key species and priority haobitots (o5 port of
development of Biodiversity Action Plans).

184156

# There is a significant omission in relation o non-statutory wildlife sites within the Dowglas
study ares — Douglas Head and Maring Drive, The Munnery and Lower Douglas River,
Douglas River Confluence and Middle River wildlife Sites, although they are shown on Figure
13.2_This should be addressad in the text.

1841317

# This section mentions the riparian habitat but doesn't adequately recognize that there are

important habitats present at the Nunnery Estate (river and trees, wet meadow) — Douglas
Hezad A551—fungi grazsland; Marine Drive 4551 — coastzl habitats and associated breeding
birds.

19.4.1.17

* ‘Why have only these bird species been picked out?

# There is no reference to schadule 1 species, red-listed species, MMNE, designation featurs
species; i.e. cormorant and shag. The reasons for the designation of the wildlife sites is also
very relevant and should be fully taken inte sccount.

10.4.1.12

# This section mentions knotweed, but not the other spacies on section 14, Once desk study
carried out they will be aware of knotwesd at Groud|s.

18,435

#* Refersnce to badgers should be removed.
# There iz no reference gt all to protected common frog or freshwater fish species.

1044

#* There iz no mention of bat surveys; but bats could be dirsctly impacted by onshors elements

such as removal of trees, wegetation or buildings to place cables, artificial lighting, lgss of
foraging habitat such as sesaweed covered beaches etc.

+ szme for lizards, as the groudle study area contzins southerly facing scrub habitat where we
have definite lizard records, and common frog — both of which are protected species.

18445

* Why Just wintering and passage surveys in Douglas? Are birds In Grpudle not relevant?
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#  Also why only wintering and passage, should breeding kirds not be 3 consideration? There is
lots of potentizl breeding habitat within the Groudle study area.

18.5.1 5°The permanent construction carridor will be up to 45 m and the temporary construction
corridor will ke up to 60 m depending on the presence of constraints”

# That iz 2 wide arez and does not match what is indicated in Table 3.3 — additionally the
landfall site is even wider than this.
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# Following on from this in Chapter 3, Section 3.3.9;

‘3.3.9 Qpergtion & Maintenonce [0& M) Facilities 3.3.9.4 The O&M facilities wsed to support the
Proposed Development will form part of the Mogir Vanmin Offshere Wind Farm [the ‘Whaole Project’]
and onshore focilities will be subject to o seporgte Isie of Mon consent application. Whilst the
physical Q& facilities gre thersfors not part of the Progossd Development or part of the
infrastructure in which g Scoping Gpinion is being sought, the gotivities gssocioted with the
opergtions, maintengnce and decommissioning phase of the Proposed Development gre gng will
thersfore be gssessed in the ElA. An gverview of these octivities is provided seporotely in section 3.5,
to distinguish the infrostructure from the activities where g Scoping Opinion is being sought.

‘3.8.1.4 The Opergtions and idaintenance (&) phase will commence once the Proposed
Development has completed construction and is fully commissioned. As previously stated, o Scoping
Opinion is being sowght for the octivities associoted with operotions, maintenance and
decommissioning, not for the physical focilities, which are subject to o seporgte sl of Man consent
undar the relevant planning legisiotion ond reguiations (if an exizting focility is not utilised).”

#  This iz not clear; g can you assess the operations, maintenzance and decommissioning of
physical 08w facilities, if you don't know where they are going to be located. Since this is
fundamental to the project surely it should be scoped in.

# \What if the marine aspect is approved and then the 0B M facilities are rejected through
Planning, or something comeas up during the consideration for the D&M facilities which
means it has to be moved and then this impacts vpon the cabling etc.?

# This should be scoped in, or &t the very least the applicants should commit to a concurrent
but s=parate ElA exsrcise.

# This will also impact on the reguirements for survey 25 depending on where the intend=d
facilities are; there may then be a reguirement for bat surveys, fungi surveys, lizard surveys,
nane of which are currently listed in section 19.4.4, especially as the facilities are project to
b= large.
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# In addition, all of the activities sbove LAT (lowest astronomical tide) will be subject to

Planning fegislation and therafore also will reguire Planning Consent. Would it not alse make
mare sense 10 do separate ElAs for the onshore and offshore sspects, o that Planning only
have to conzider relevant aspects of the whole project?

Table 10.1 Baseline data sources. Include 1OM Fungi Group? In relation to fungi rich grassland at
Couglas Head and perhaps the NMunnery.

Table 10.2 Cois should include avoidonce as well 35 commitment, compensation and

enhancemeant.
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#  Should read: To PREVENT the introduction and/or spread.
Col6

# There is no system on the isle of Man for wildlife act 1290 licencing in relation o
developments. Technicalby any impacts resulting from a consented development would
thersfore fall under ‘the incidental result of a fowfwi opergstion’. However it is thersfore
expected that the issues, methodology, avoidance/mitigation measures would be fully
considersd with DEFA beforehand, and then included as conditions within the planning
consent itself.

18.7.3.8 Impacs magniude shoukd alzo be determined by whather an impact would affect a
designated site, such a3 an AS51, Registerad Tres Ares or Wildlife Site.

19.E Questions to Consultees
Question 19.1: Do you 3gree with the study Ares that has been identified for onshore ecology?

® Wes |with covedt): the sxtent of the Study Area seems reasonable as 3 starting point for
compiling information on habitats 2nd spacies. | presume the Qnss will be sited within this
area and the cable will come ashore in this 3rea. P'm presuming that there is no intention for
the cable to come ashore via the tall cliffs forming part of Marine Orive ASEL
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# Cgveat: though this depends on the location of the reguired onshore facilities and it being
within the study area.

Question 19.2: Do you 3gree that the bassline datz sources identified are sufficient to adequately
characterize the baseling?

# Mo, DEFA Fisheries Division should be consulted in respect of freshwater and disdromous
fishes.

Question 19.3: Do you 3gree that sll impacts) effects that could arize from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (&nnex 5.8)

# Mo, a5 thers is no mention of 45515 in the table, is this bacause the rowte options are
gwaiding going through an AsS1 and will instead come through the MHA?

#  Also no mention of the varigus Wildlife Sites within the study areas. Mo mention of invasive
non-native species, or freshwater fish, lizards, frogs etc. 1T also mentions species disturbance
but mot the killing of species or damags to their places of shelter or protection, or
destruction of nests.

Question 19.4: Do you 3gree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce ar eliminats
L=E relevant to onshore ecology?

# Yes. Provided that detailed habitat and speciss surveys are conducted 3t the most
approprigte time of year to obtain up to date information.

Question 19.5: Do you 3gree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to enable &
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

# fes Itwould appear so, provided the IEEM guidance is followed, as stated.

Question 19.58: 15 there additional ecclogical data that any consultes would be willing to share with
the project?
# Ozk/Hazel Woodland Report 2011 can be provided by DEFA or MWT. This is useful for
information sbout Groudle Slam.

Chapter 20: Land Use and Ground Conditions

# Arzas designated as ASSls, or other protected status, within the study area are related to
land use, and should be included.

# [Designated sites are not mentioned amywhere in this section.

#  Also, again there is no reference to rivers as a land use in this saction.

20.2.2.5
#  The wildlife Act 1320 is relevant herg, 25 legally-designated sites ars 2 land-uss.
20.2.3.4

# This section i quoting the policies in the Isle of Man Strategic Plan 2016 that are of
relevance to land use and ground conditions. | suggest it should also include the following:
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Environment
Polcy 4= Dewelopment will not be pesmitted which would adversely affect:
(@) :’odummdmhm

ol 2 of Lional o o Whalr
o
(i)  propesed or designatod Ramsar and Emerald Sites o
other iIMamationaily important sites,

() species and habitats of national importance:
(1) peotetted species of nationdl Importance or thelr

TWRSSe S e Gofledd 0 ApOendn L

(<) specias and habd of locsl lmp wech as Widide Sites,

® Strategic Objective 3.3
{b} To protect, maintain and enhance the built and rural environment (including
biodiversity}
{i) To protect the countryside and coastal arsas for their own sake.

® Strategic Policy 4:
Proposals for development must:
(B} prgiecs or enhance the fandscape quality and nature conservation valus of urban as well
asrural areas

* General Policy 2: Development which is in accordance with the land-use zoning and
proposals in the appropriate Area Plan and with other policies of this Strategic Plan will
normally be permitted, provided that the development:

(d} dggs not adversely affect the protected wildlife or locaily important hazbitats on the site
or adjacent land, including water courses;

* Environment Policy 7:
Development which would cause demonstrable harm to a watercourse, wetland, pond or
dub, and which could not be overcome by mitigation measures will not be permitted. Where
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development is propossed which would affect 3 watercourse, planning applicetions must
comphy with the following criteria:

(4} dayelopmant will not normatly ba allowed within 8 metras of any watarcourss in order to
protect the aqustic and bankside habitats and species.

20.2.3.5 Thiz, section covers additional policy that is relevant to land use and ground conditions. |
suggsst it showld also refer to;

# Biodiversity Strategy 2015-25. Many of the actions are relevant incfuding:
Action 15: From 2048, when assessing gevelopments on or odigrent o protected sites, there

will be increased considgeration of bicdiversity and enviranmentsl swstainobility.

# Climate Change Act
The Climats Change act creates & legal framewark fior action in the Isle of Man. Part of the

framewark are the climate change duties for public bodies (of which Manx Utilities is 3
public body, and as possible applicant for the onshore work, they have a duty} which ars
d=signated to have 3 common goal spproach across the public ssctor in relstion to climate
change. One of the fowr duties is protecting and enhancing biodieersity, ecosystems and

ecosystem services. hitps:fwww netzerc.im/our-programmey dimate-change-duties)

GLIMATE CHANGE ACT 2021

# Owrlsland Plan: Building a Securs, Wibrant and Sustzinable Future
The Plan includes the action:

Environmental decisions are embedded ooross Govermnment decisions and infrostructure
sugporting a natural and built emvironment which respects our rich culture, biodiversity and
sense of place.

20414 20415 30416820417

#  Other tourism assets throughout the Study Area should be expanded from just “such as
MUEEUMs o sCenic views' to include the beach, the sunken gardens and the promenzde
walkway, the Morth Quay, Douglas Head, {the start of ] Marine Drive, the hany Electric
Railway, Horse tramway, Villa Marina and Saisty Theatre, Sea Terminzl.

20.4.1.7

# There is no mention of groudls Slan, 3 very popular walking area, as a community land use.
The PROW is mentionad but not the glen.
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20.4.1.8 'South of Dowglas Bay there ore smoll areos of ogricuitural lond within the Study Area,

however, it is noted thot geria! imagery shows thot few of these ore serving agricuiturgl purposes
(DEFA_ 2023a) "

# There is a lot of land south of Dowglas Bay in 2griculturzl use, including land within Dousglas
Bay and Marine Drive ASS1s. It is not clear how the Applicant has concfuded this from aerial

photographs and | wiould suggest they use other data, such as from DEFA Agricuiture
Divizion to make this assessment.

20.4.1.8 re. agricultural Land Holdings it states:

Agricultural Lond Holdings

20406 Southof Douglos Bay thore ore smoll oreas of ogriculiurol lond within the Study drea,
houwsresr, It 5 noted that oetdol mogery shous that feer of these are sorving
agriculturol purposes {DEFA, 203 3al. The quality of this ogricultural Land ronges Erom
Chosa 3 in the west to Closs 3 in the oost (Horris of of, 20010, which are not
contdered o be importont ord versotile agriculturol land (Clodses 1 ond 7] o1 por
Envirgnrmgnt Policy 14 of the e of Mon Strotegc Plon (The Cobinet Ciffice, 200461

# There needs to be mention in this paragraph that part of the sgricufturzl land within the

Study Area is within the Douglas Head ASS1 and is waxcap fungi-rich grassland and managed
by grazing.

# Mot zn ecology comment but they have also missed out the Carnang telecoms area from
their assessment.

20.4.1.9

#  Re. groudle agricultural land - the land to the north-west of the bay within the Study Area is
agriculturally improved/arable. it may or may not be relevant to mention this, as up to date
dask study/sureey will be mors relevant?

Table 20.1 Ezseline data sources

#  Thsa report notes the use of Island Environment Viewsr but has not stated that they have
viewsd the Phase 1 & 2 Habitat Surveys — perhaps accessing these is part of the nest stags,
glong with biological record collection with emphasis on protected species and INNS?

20.4.5.4

#  Suggestad that tourism assets are receptors, in addition to what is listed which is:

045 Summmary of key recepton
2434 The lollowing are corgidecsd Lo be the key lond use and ghound conditioni receglon
&  Development lond and businesses;
s Wiobiens, cpclistd and Horse-Ricers DaACHY
o Ceology,
= Soals ond

¢ Confeminated lond

20.5.1 & _papt of it states:
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o Orshore Subatoton [OnS%) housing the slectricol infrostructure requived for the
Terreitrial Electical Connuictinn Coble 1o cornect 1o the pent of connection ta
the Mo grid. Tha wdlll coune parmanent halbitat Lo Be Lol i the loetatich that &
decided Tha OnSS will consist of one maain buillding, with o mox peernonent ond
terpedery ated of 6,700 mY. Mo demeniisnd will be 45 mox B0 mowith @ s

Pt of 25 m

# [tstates that therz will be ‘permanent habitat lost in the location that is decided”.

# A5 such that requires acknowledgement that the site chosen for the Qpsg will avoid, where
logistically possible/Teaszible, sites with semi-natural habitat and any unaveidakle loss of
semi natural habitat will be compensated via the principles of Biodiversity Net Gain.

Table 20.2 gelsvant commitments to lznd use and ground conditions
Co20 states:
{18 Heosure proposed How this measure will Rationole
bo secured
Coz0 Avoidance, whan possible, of Consent conditons) To ménimise the impocts of the
identified oregs of contomingted enshong infrostructune on onreos
land, sensitive areas, carban-fich sensitive to the hsdhalagical
land and designoted oreas onshore. | | emironment.

# What iz meant by ‘sensitive areas’ — thiz should be defined.

# [t should 3lso include “avoidance, where possible of semi-natural habitat’; especially for the
siting of the Ons3 in particular, but also in the route selected for the cable to the QRSS.

# The rationale paragraph is a bit wvague/do=ssn't make sense. it doe:sn't give all the reasons for
gwoidance of, for instance, designated areas.

® |tz suggesting that they are doing the measure proposed in order to minimise the onshore
infrastructurs on areas sensitive to the movement, distribution and management of
water. Perhaps it should say:

# "Toavoid where possible or minimise the adverss impacts of siting onshore infrastructure on
land that is of high ecological value [semi-natural habitat, carbon-rich and/or subject to
statutory designation (A551])."

# To svoid disturbance to contaminated land as this mey result in additional environmental
risks and pose additional site preparation costs’

20.7.5.4

# This secticn needs to state that, s part of the desk-based study, biclogical records and
hakitat information will be obtained from the Manx Biclogical Recording Partnership?

20,6 Questions to Consultees
Question 20.1: Do you agree with the study Area that has been identified for land vse and ground
conditions?

# Yes though this depends on the location of the reguired onshore facilities

Question 20.2: Oc you agree that the bassline dats sources identifisd are sufficient to adequatsly
characteriz= the baselins?

# Mo, has missed out A3515, public glen and rivers.
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Question 20.3: Do you 2gree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (4nnex 5.8)7

# Mo, temporary or permanent boss of A551 lznd, Groudle Slen and watsroourses are not
included.

Question 20.4: Do you 2gree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminats
LEE relevant to land use and ground conditions?

# Yes though section 20.6 should be updated to reference impacts in relation to ASSIs,
watercourses and Groudle Slen.

Question 20.5: Do you 3gree that the proposed approach to Ela is sufficiently set out to enable &
robust assessmeant allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

#* Yes but impact register needs updating so that the Ela tzkes acoount of additional
constraints.

Question 20.6: Do you 2gree that all relevant legislation, policy and guidance has been identified for
the land us= and ground conditions assessment, or are thers any additional documents that should
be considered?

# The wildlife act 1550 is relevant and should be included.

Question 20.7: Can the consultees ggyjse on any specific sources of contamination of concern to
them within the Study ares?

# Consult with DEF& EPU on this issus.
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Chapter 27: Climate Change

» DEFA iz satisfied that from 2 greenhouse gas emissions perspective the scoping report covers
the essential information to be contained within the El4 to enzble an asssssment of the
development from both a local and global perspective of emissions impacts.

Question 27.1: Do you 3gree with the Study Arez that has been identified for climats change?
# Yes, we are happy with the two study areas defined in the scoping report

Question 27.2: Do you agree that the bassline dats sources identified are sufficient to adegquately
characterise the baselinz?

# Yes, these are sufficient data sources

Question 27.3: Do you 3gree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (&nnex 5.8)7

* Yeswe are satisfied with the impacts listed

Question 27.4: Do you 3gree on the suitsbility of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminats
L=E relevant to climate changs?

LI -1

Question 27.5: Do you 3gree that the proposed approach to ElA is sufficiently set out to enablz a
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

*  Yes
Question 27.6: 15 there any other legislation, policy, or guidancs that should be considered?
= Mo

Question 27.7: Do you sgree with the climate change projections used [IPCC, 2023)7
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Chapter 32: Protected Sites Assessment Strategy (PS4,

32.2 Isle of Man Protected Sites
32214
'DEFA is responsible for ensuring the protection of important species and hobitats, o5 designated

through the Wildlife Act 1580, This Act prowides for the protection of species ond hakitats including
through the establishment of moring nature reserves fo; et

# For completensss and accuracy and, given the purpose included, the text should specify
Mmaring nature ressnves, 25 the wildlife act 1990 also has provision for the designation of
Mational Mature Reserves, which have similar objectives on land.

#  However, it is worth noting that the ayres Mationzl Nature Ressrve (currently the only such
dzzignation) is actually a coastal site with significant interaction with the adjacent marine
environment. 4z such, it may be useful to include this site in the assessment considerations.
Moting that Mational Nature Ressrves have been included in 32.2.1.5
32.2.1.5 — noting, whilz the text is not inaccurats, MNRs do extend to HAT, and so also cover
the intertidal zone.

® 52.2.1.5 Mote MNRS also cover intsrtidal areas and may cross over with 45515, which extend
down to LAT.

# 32.2.1.6 Mote 3 UKOTCF report has listed a number of further Eamsar sites which fit the
criteria and will be considered in future, when resources sllow. These include key seabird
colonies.

® 32.2.1.10appears not to have included the Convention on Biglogical Diversity (CED], which
is also extended to the Isle of Man.

# Under the Bonn Convention [CKS), the 1zle of Ban is also signed ASCOBANS |via extension

from the UK)[ Agreement on the Conservation of 3mall Cetaceans of the Baltic, Morth East
Atlantic, irizh and Morth Seas).

# poting 32.4 (Isle of Ban Consent Process) and 32.5 (Proposed Approach to Considering
Impacts on Protected Wildlife Sites} and, as noted elsewhers in the Scoping report, the I1sle
of Man Government's Strategic Plan 2016° should be included in Chapter 32 as there are
several development policies with particular relevance to Protected Sites Asssszment.

In particular;

P ::- Environment Policy 4- Development will not be permitted which would odversely
affect: (g) species aond hobitots of internationa! importance: i) protected specias of
interngtional importance or their hobitats; or (i) proposed or designated Rgmaar and
Emerald Sites or other internationally important sites. [b) species and hobitots of
rational importance: (i} protected species of national importence or their habitats;
1) Wildlife sites ore defined in Appendix 1 41 (i) proposed or designated Wationol
Nature Reserves, or Areas of Speciol Scientific interest; ar [iii] Moring Noture
Resernves;

32.4.1.5 'The consent application will, therefore, need to hove due considergtion of ikely impocts on
isie of Man protected noture conservation sites, Ramagr sites and other tronsboundory protected
sites.”
# Due and equivalent consideration. The objectives of the Manx protected sites are the same
as those in the UK under the Habitats Directive applied to current and former EU member

! hittpes/ fweew. pow.imy/media 1350906/ the-sle-of-man-strategic-plan-201 G-approved-plan-15_03_ 16 pdf

Page 145

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

states —i.e. meeting the consernvation objsctives of the jurisdiction and with regard to the
zpplicable multilateral agreements.

# &z such, and giwen that the project ccowrs entirehy within kManx jurisdiction, thers should be
no lesser consideration given than would be the case in UK waters.

Protected Sites Assessment
'32.4.1.5 !t is proposed thot o PsA will accompany the supporting environmentol infarmation (5Ei) in
suppart of gny consent or permit applications to isle of Man Soverament DEFA. This is in fine with

DEFAs guidonce to developers’
#  Please note that the guide to developers i a 0| document, not DEFA.

'32.4.1.13 all protected sites will be 'scoped into' the PSA screening exercise unless there iz &
robust evidence-based case for excluding 3 site, and such a decision is supported by statutory

consultees.
'32.4.1.14 Foy those sites screened in for P5A, assessment will follow o similar approach to the £14

regarding the steps to avoid ungcceptable adverse impacts on protected sites. Accordingly, the
Proposed Development will odopt an Avoid-Reduce-Mitigote approoch to the iterotive gssessment
process, wherehy efforts are made from the outset to avoid any intersctions with protected sites that
cowld reswit in significont impocts.”

#  Plzass note thess statements with respect to the site/route selection process detailed in
Chapter 4 Site Selection & Consideration of Alternatives, where there is no mention of
Douglas Bay 35 & Marine Nature Reserve, and therefore falling under the PE& process.

# Clarification of this omission is requested.

32.4.1.15 The lsle of Maon is g signatory to sik wildlife ond conservation related conventions (a5 listed
in section 33 2.
# Probably 8.
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CABINET OFFICE — PLANNING POLICY:

Cabinet Office (Planning Policy) response to the scoping Report on
Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm

The following response reflects the views of the Cabinet Office (Planning Policy) regarding the
information contained within the submitted Scoping Report (Orsted) dated October 2023,

It is noted that Cabinet Office is listed as a "priority consultee’ on page 106.

The primary legislation relevant to the planning functions of both DEFA and Cabinet Office is
the Town and Country Planning Act 1999,

The fct extends to the whole of the Island?, which means in this context Mean Low Water
(MLW). When the Marine Infrastructure Managemeant Act is brought into operation the extent
af the Act will "step back” to Mean High Water (MHW), except in the case of designated
Harbour Areas, where there will be no change.

The Scoping Report at para 1.5.2.1 shows an understanding of the extent of the Act but does
not appear to recognise the impact of the Harbour Areas on the extent of the Act. It would
be helpful to clarify the impact or otherwise of the Harbour Areas on the extent of each Act
so there is a clear understanding for all stakeholders.

Para 1.5.2.6 refers to “transitional provisions’ until MIM& Regulations are in force, and refers
to the powers of DOI under section 61. The applicant seeks assurance that the Scoping Report
can be relied upon for the whole project (including onshore) but some clarity on this point is
needed. DEFA has the power under the TCPA to seek additional information as required so
the role of DOI on this particular aspect should be further explored.

Para 3.3.9.4 it stabes:

"Onshore fadilities will be subject to a separate Isle of Man consent application.”™ By "consent’
does this mean via a planning application? If so, can this be s=t out in clear terms? It is
apparent that uncertainties abound in respect of both the landfall of cables and the substation
location. This does present challenges in honing a response from a planning perspective.
What is clear is that the onshore elements are inextricably linked with the offshore elements
and so the challenges and requirements of an onshore planning application should not be
underestimated.

The timeline at page 30 omits a clear reference to a planning application stage but the report
recognises that a decision on the "consenting process’ for the onshore infrastructure remains
outstanding. This presents difficulties when drafting comments from a planning policy
perspective. It is critical that the consenting process — and what this will entail in respect of a
planning application — is clarified at an =arly stage.

15,47, Town and Country Planning Act 1999
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It is stated that "refinement of the final design will be undertaken based on consultation with
stakeholders and further data collection’. Flanning policy is kesn to support this refinement
process alongside DEFA colleagues who would be responsible for determining any future
application. It should be noted that Cabinet Office would be likely to respond to the planning
application once submitted and advertized and it is a key consultee on larger, more complex
applications.

Development Plan

The Island Development Plan i made up of a strategic plan, a number of area plans and a
series of local plans:

The Isle of Man Strategic Plan 2016,

The Area Plan for the East (2020),

The Area Plan for the South (2012),

A series of Local Plans in the north and west;

The 1982 Development Plan for all those remaining areas not covered within a local
plan boundary. The 1982 Plan has the effect of an area plan.

There are no references in the Strategic Plan or the &rea Plan for the East about the landing
of cables or erection of substations and other infrastructure associated with an offshore wind
development.

However, supporting policy text at para 12.1.5 states "Thers is growing interest in using
naturally sustainable resources, and in particular wind., The development of such resources
iz likely to have local environmental effects. Accordingly, the Department will nesd to balance
the positive aspects of using renewable ensrgy resources against the impacts on the local
environment.”

At 12.2.9 of the Strategic Plan states "The Department remains of the view that the
environmental impact of any proposals for alternative or renewable energy sources must be
given similar scruting to other development proposals and not a lower test on the grounds
that they are more environmentally friendly in energy terms.”

Planning Policy’s understanding of the onshore elements of the proposed scheme

It is understood that cabling will come onshore (location currently uncertain but possibly
Groudle - para 4.1.2.5) and there will be an onshore substation in Douglas; possibly Lord
Streset or Middle River. It will be DEFAs responsibility to determine the environmental
information and other evidence required but Planning Policy would expect to sse detailed
evaluation and impact assessment of:

s  The scale of the onshore infrastructure including any construction corridors (route,
width, impact on other uses etc.)
The location where cables are to come ashore and development extent
The location of the substation and development extent

s All matters of design and other ancillary elements — temporary or otherwise.

Considering the current and imminent planning proposals/applications in lower Douglas in the
area of Lord Street, Parade Street and Middlemarch, there needs to be =arly appredation of

2
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the constraints in place. Many were highlighted on the Area Plan for the East. There is some
discussion of altermative sites in the Report but there is very litde detail and it is difficult to
gauge whether thers is a full appredation of the characteristics of the locations referred to.
Differences in approach depending on whether a cable landing area is Groudle or Douglas
need to be explained better,

The construction corridor as described is extensive and the substation building will be large
relative to any existing buildings in the areas mentioned. It would be helpful to understand
the site selection criteria for shortlisted sites and cable landing areas. It is understood other
areas of Government have been involved in the site selection - how was this exercise
conducted? The Scoping Report is weak in explaining the assessment criteria in this respect
i.e. identifying cable landfall locations and siting of the on shore substation.

Planning Policy acknowledges at para 4.1.3 Transmission Options’ that Orsted recognises the
process oould result in landfall and cable route refinement, alteration or fundamental
reconsideration of altermatives options.” Planning Policy suppaorts this.

Fara 4.3.1.4 — "The scoping boundary presented in this Scoping Report is a composite of the
search areas adopted at this stage in early development, design and RPSS to identify the
potential location of the landfall, permanent cable arsa and temporary works comridor, and
within which any infrastruchure may be moved or deviated in response to the Scoping Opinion
and continued stakeholder feedback.” What is meant by "continued stakeholder feedback?

Para 6.1.1.3 states “there are no specific consultation requirements under the TCPA, and
therefore the Applicant will follow the requirements as set out in MIMA (see section 6.3) for
the offshore components and voluntarily adopt these for the onshore components of the
Proposed Development.” Cabinet Office seeks to highlight that DEFA will likely have a view on
this approach.

DOther Points

Reference is made to the Landscape Character Assessment (Chris Blandfod Associates 2008).
The intention is to update this survey in Q102 2024. Characterisation of the offshore
seascape character of the Isle of Man may be in the project specification.

Baseline data sources — should include the &rea Plan for the East - Landscape Chapter., Also
the Draft Area Plan for the Morth and West 2022 (a Public Inquiry is set for Q2 2024).

Fara 15.4.3.4 — Residential receptors — should include Baldrine and Onchan. Ballasalla is
referred to but not Castletown; why is that?

At Table 15.2, the representative viewpoints are not extensive enough — Onchan Head, Laxey
Headland should be included.

Para 15.2.2 AHLVCSS is no longer applicable in the East and the South.

Fara 20.4.1.4 — MU Proposals Area — this should be attributed to Cabinet Office not DEFA.
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Para 26.10.3.7 refers to the possibility of 2 more detailed coastal character assessment?
Cabinet Office is interested in being a part of such discussions; it is not just relevant to DOL

Other matters Cabinet Office is not on the Acronyms Table in the Glossary? Is thers a dear
understanding of the function split betwesn CO and DEFA?

Cabinet Office
20" December 2023
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CABINET OFFICE - EXTERNAL RELATIONS:
Hi Laura
Many thanks for your email, and for the opportunity to comment on the @rsted Scoping Report.

As you might imagine, we have only relatively few comments to make on the report (and | would add that
we have identified, and therefore only read Chapters 1-4 as being relevant to CABO).

On this basis, therefore, we would make the following comments -

- at section 2.4.1.1 we would suggest that as the Isle of Man is not a signatory in its own right to the
international agreements referenced, that it might better say that we are a signatory "via the UK
Government" as it does elsewhere in the report.

- in relation to the Ramsar convention, we are not sure that this is relevant to this report.

- we would suggest that the Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and
Other Matter (1972) and the 1996 Protocol to that Convention might be relevant

- And we can confirm that the UK's ratification of the Espoo Convention does extend to cover the Isle of Man
Our only other observation, and it is one that we are in discussions with @rsted about, is that we are looking
to engage with the UK Government (in conjunction with colleagues in DEFA) concerning the Contracts for
Difference (CfD) legislation in the UK, which may afford them a more profitable route to the UK market.

| hope that this is helpful,

With best wishes

David
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DEPARTMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE — HARBOURS:

npinicn — I0M Harbouwrs response for

Chapter 39 — Major Accidents & Disasters

The Isla of Man, through the Department of Infrastructure (DOI), Department of Enterprise
[DfE) and Departmant of Focd, Environment and Agriculture [DEFA) have Intarnational
Maritime Crganization (IMO) Flag, Port & Coastal State obligetions. IMO instruments
included in thess cbligations include:

# Safeby of Life akt Sea (SOLAS 1974 and its 1978 & 1988 Protocols, as amended);
Prevention of Pollution from Ships (MARPOL 1973 and Protocols 1978 & 1997, as
amended):

# Standards of Training, Certification and Watshkesping for Seafarers (STOW 1578, as
amended );

Load Lines (LL 56 and its 1988 Protocol];
Tonnage Measurements of Ships (Tonnags 1969];
# Regulstions for Preventing Collisions at Sea [COLREG 1972).

Department of Infrastructure (DOI), through the Harbours Division assumes responsibility
for the Coastal State obligations, including responsibility for Search & Rescue, Pollution,
Salvage, and Safe Mavigation in Manex Territorial Water. Harbours Division expects all
relevant International Obligations to which the Island is 2 signatory and which are applicable
to Man territorial waters to be acknowledged and considered as part of the EIA.

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the DOI, DFE and the Maritime and
Coastguard Agency (MCA), UK Governmient in respect of The Conduct of SAR, Marine
Pallution and Salvage Incidents and the Exchange of Maritime Safety Information &
Meteorological Information in Manx Territorial Sea and Airspace was signed in 2023, The
MU sets out areas of understanding regarding certain operational aspects relating to SAR,
marine pollutiocn and salvage incdents to the seaward limits of its territorial sea. This also
includes Maritime accident and disaster response, This MOU can be made available if

required.

In addition, I0M Harbours and Coastguard have has initial discussions with HM Coastguard
Governance, Policy, Standards and International Section regarding assassing and
commenting on new marne developments from a SAR and pollution aspect. Thes=
discussions has resulted in the I0OM Harbours and Coastguard being invited to future
Offshore Renewable Energy Emergency Forum (OREEF) Environmeantal Subgroup.

If regards to the guestions laid cut in Chapter 29:
Q 29.1 Harbours agres.
Q 29.2 Harbours agre=.

329.3 Harbours agres - Although ground collapse is covered in MARD — 04, reference
cannot be seen regarding collapse of any offshore turbine or substation(s), during
construction, operation (either through mechanical failure or impact) or decommissioning,.
This should be included in the Impacts Register unless it covered in other chaptars.,

7 29.4 Harbours agre=.
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) 29.5 Harbours agres - noting that much of this will be carried out through the Key
Receptors Chapters Risk Assessment which will form part of the EIA which will accompany
the future application, all of which will b2 subject to Examination.

Q) 29.6 Harbours agres.

i 29.7 Harbours agres — the above listad IMO obligations, MARPOL and SOLAS should be
added.

) 29.% Harbours agres - but reassurances are sought as to how any future receptors or
users who become identified or have pertinent information, such as OREEF 2= mention
abowve, can be included as or receptor or can feedback any information.

DO response to Section 29 — Kopirn Yanpinscoping report 11/12/2023
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Report opinion — I0OM Harbours response

* JQuestion 14.1: Do you agres with the Study Area that has been identified for shipping and
navigation;

¥es
* Question 14.2: Do you agres that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to

adeguately characterise the baseline?;

14.4.1.7 — Noting Mererons daily transit befwesen Ramsay and Glasson Dock bisects the
proposed array this would be seen as having a significant impact fo their operations leading
to time delays and increased costs fon shipping of materials carred by their wvessal,

I4.4.1.8 — L ¥aline Senvices Technical Advisory Group ([ TAGL In fight of comment above we
would expect that Mezeron are part of this conversalion as a key risk.

+ Question 14.3: Do you agres that all impacts) effedts that could arise from all stages of
the Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (&nnex 567,
¥es from 2 shipoing and Navigation perspechive

* JQuestion 14.4: Do you agres on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or
eliminate LSE relevant to shipping and navigation?;

¥es but note - The cumulabive impact - The gap at the Southern end of the array fo the
Northern sechion of the Morgan array. 14.7.2.1.4 STATES 1.4Nm. Measurement fram Gig
14.3 is 3.6Nm while 2.50Nim iz refarances in Mongan’s May Haz workshop.

+ Question 14.5: Do you agres that the proposad approach to assessment is sufficently ==t
out to enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertainad;
Yes as much of this will be carried ouf wis the Mavigabional Risk Assessment

* Question 14.6: Do you agres that the application can be asssssed with the submission of
an MRA in line with MGN 6547;

Yes an the basis that the TOM doas nof have an eguivalent publication. therefore &his
remains best prachice that should be followed,

* Question 14.7: Do you agres with tha further data collection outlined in section 14.7 for
informing the NRAZ;,
¥es

* Question 14.8: Do you agres that all receptors (users) related to shipping and navigation
have been identified?; and

¥es

* JQuestion 14.9: Does the Isle of Man have a mechanism for the establishment of offshore
safety zones?

Fage 1of2 Dol response to Section 14 — Mopir Vannin, scoping report 11/12/2023
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The DOT understands there are fegislative requirements in respect of safefy zones gfy and
the DOT is currently pursuing external assistance in arder fo understand what they are and
how we consider and address,

-
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THE TREASURY:

e

The Treasury

= Yn Tashtey

Isle of Man Caldric Randall

Govern Chief Financial Officer

Ve Whras Vadatba ThETI'EESLir‘"
3rd Floor, Government Office;
Bucks Road, Douglas,
Isle of Man.
IM1 3P

[l

FAOQ Mark Syme, Mooir Vannin Development Project Team
Department of Infrastructure

Sea Terminal

Douglas

Isle of Man

IM1 2RF Date: 15 Decemnber 2023

Dear Mark,

This letter sets out the response from Officers of The Treasury (Economic Advisory Function, Financial
Governance Division) to Chapter 28 (Socioeconomics, Tourism & Recreation) of the Mooir Yannin
scoping report.

Overview

Chapter 28 covers the scoping of Socieeconomic, Tourism & Recreation impact assessments. While specific
guestions posed by the Appiicant are addressed below, we will address broad themes here,

Socioeconomics can conceivably cover a very broad range of impacts, many of which may be intangible
or difficult to link to the development in question. The Applicant has defined the impacts in Chapter 28 to
be largely limited to the varous population impacts of workers constructing the development, tourism
impacts from changes in the ssascape, and economic effects from construction and operation. Impacts
on commercial fisheries and s2a services are dealt with in chapters 13 and 14 respectively and will be
responded to separately. In wider economic terms, these impacts are potentially greater than the
economic impacts on tourism and through limited construction activities set out In the socioeconomics
saction.

The Isle of Man Government has various public ambitions around the addressing of Climate Change and
the decarbonisation of the economy, most notably in commitments in the Economic Strategy (2022),
subsequently incorporated into the Island Plan (see gov.im/economicstrateqy). This indudes an ambition
to "substantially decarbonise the services parts of our economy by 2030 [...]", motivated by a recognition
that available green power is becoming a key requirement for businesses and residents in location
decisions. While the timeframes for the Mooir Vannin development would fall outside this timeframe, there
rermains a possibility that should any energy be brought on-1sland, this could help contribute to new
economic opportunities. Given the uncertaintias around this, we would not propose that the Applicant seek
to quantify such impacts.
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In terms of more immediate impacts, the Applicant has identified the following key themes in the impact
register:

Migrant workers

« The Applicant Identifies the impact on the economy and potential impacts on service (e.g.
healthcare) demand due to an influx of migrant workers. Some of these impacts are listed as no
LSE, however we cannot agree that there is no LSE without further detail being provided.

Tourism impacts

= The Applicant identifies tourism impact from constraints on bedspaces (due to being taken up by
migrant workers) and restrictions to offshore tourist/leisure activities. While the number of
temporary workers Is unknown there is the potential for impacts on tourism capacity and therefore
it appears sensible to consider this.

Economy/GDP impacts

« GDP impacts from export activity are identified as being LSE - this will likely be dependent on the
nature of operations and the ultimate commercial regime set up around the development. For
example, if the Development is solely for export power to another furisdiction there may be little
need for on-Island activity. There may still be potential impacts from royalties, leases, taxation,
ete, though these are yet to be defined.

= Further impacts are identified in terms of the on-Island workforce and job growth during the
construction phase. Again, the scale of this activity is yet to be defined.

Overall, the proposed scoping seems reasonable subject to further detail being required on the scoping of
service impacts (see () 28.4 below). It should be noted that potentially major sodoeconomic impacts could
be generated should there be a failure to properly mitigate risks in other areas such as commercial shipping
and aviation and these areas will be of interest from an economic perspective going forward.

Question 28.1: Do you agree with the Study Areas that has been identified for
socioeconomics, tourism and recreation?

The study areas identified appear to be appropriate for capturing the relevant impacts. We anticipate that
the "Wider Study Area’ referred to in 28.3.4 will be particularly relevant for capturing the general impacts
on the Island.

Question 28.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to
adequately characterise the baseline?

Some of the Baseline data sources are due to be updated soon, or will be updated by the time the
assessment takes place. OF particular relevance are:

- National Income accounts: 2021/22 data should be available imminently

- Quarterly Statistical Report: now available up to Q3, but Q4 may be available at time of assessment

- Isle of Man Economic Dashboard: is updated regularly. For information on source data or other
guestions please contact economicadvisony@aow.im
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In addition to the potential for updated data sources as per the above, the following may be of use:

= Visit Isle of Man passenger survey 2023, interim results may be available on request and full results
will be available in 2024
- CACT socio-demographic report, available on request from Business Isle of Man

We note the reference to Gross Value Added (GVA) In the Applicant’s Scoping Report. GVA is not currently
produced offidally for the Isle of Man (please see National Income Report). While we do not object to the
Applicant using methodologies around GVA, the Applicant will need to create this in a suitable manner.
Otherwise it may be more appropriate to use a different measure such as GDP, GNP, GNI, etc.

Question 28.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the
Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?

The impacts / effects identified in Annex 5.8 appear to be appropriate. We note that impacts to shipping
(including economic lifeline services) and commercial fisheries are covered elsewhere and these may have
major impacts on soco-economics.

Question 28.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or
eliminate LSE relevant to socioeconomics, tourism and recreation?

While the Commitments (Col8, 32, 23) listed against socoeconomic factors are positive steps, we do not
agree that they will eliminate or substantially mitigate LSE.

For example, there does not appear to be mitigation around a potential large influx of migrant workers
(either regarding local services or impact on tourism capacity). It is noted that the Scoping Report lists
impacts relating to migrant workers as "No LSE” however we cannot assess whether this is appropriate
without greater understanding of the numbers/phasing. Theoretically, a large number of migrant workers
could take up a significant proportion of the Island’s hotel stock, which could have knock-on impacts on
inbound tourism. We therefore do not believe that this can be listed as "No LSE".

Related to the above, we similarly do not believe that 1Ds SE-03, SE-08, SE-09, SE-16 can be considered
"Mo LSE” in the absence of further evaluation.

Question 28.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to
enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

The proposed EIA approach seems sufficlent, however will require suitable assessment criterda for
economic aspects (such as what level of job / GVA impact would warrant classification as “significant’). It
should be noted that in this regard the Isle of Man context would differ from UK methodologies and
therefore a bespoke approach that takes into account this context will be required. For example, the
following are factors that may be relevant to consider:

- Trade boundaries

- Existencefimportance of lifeline services

- Economic sector makeup

- Business sizes (e.g. generally higher prevalence of smaller businesses vs UK)
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Question 28.6: Do you have any specific requirements for the economic medelling
methodology?

We would request that economic modelling adheres to current UK best practice (such as that approved
for use in UK planning applications / business cases) but otherwise have no specific requirements. Please
note that Isle of Man context will need to be acoounted for as per Q28.5.

Question 28.7: Are local economic multipliers available at the level of the Isle of Man?

While same local multipliers have been publicised in the Isle of Man, these are not based on robust
methodologies or are out of date, and we would therefore not recommend their use in this context. We
would not object to the Applicant preducing their own multipliers provided the methodology is suffidently
robust.

Question 28.8: Are there examples of measures adopted for similar developments in the Isle
of Man which have sought to enhance economic benefits? If so, could you provide details?

We are not aware of relevant examples.

Question 28.9: Given the uncertainty around the level of local sourcing within the Isle of Man;
would you agree that the economic benefits (jobs and GVA) should be represented as a range,
but with the lowest likely scenario representing a “worst case” assessment of benefits?

We agree that providing a range of impacts would be appropriate in this context. Please note previous
comments around calculation of GVA.

Question 28.10: Do you agree that decommissioning is an activity too distant in the future to
conduct a meaningful assessment of socio-economic impacts, especially in regarding to
economic modelling of jobs and GVA?

We agree that decommissioning Is too distant to conduct a meaningful assessment.

Yours sincerely,

”Kr : -

Caldric Randali
Chief Financial Officer
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MANX NATIONAL HERITAGE:

Hi Steve, Emma (and Ken in Steve's absence)
Herewith our response to the scoping opinion: no major issues, thankfully!

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the @rsted / Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Scoping
Report. We understand that this is a preliminary part of the process leading towards the submission of the
scheme.

Our comments are strictly limited to those aspects of the Scoping Report where we have a statutory
responsibility under the terms of the Manx Museum and National Trust Act. We have therefore considered
Chapters 15 (Seascape, Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment), 16 (Offshore Archaeology & Cultural
Heritage), 22 (Onshore Archaeology & Cultural Heritage) and 26 (Landscape & Visual Impact

Assessment). We confirm that we have also consulted the Impacts Register where relevant to these
chapters.

Whilst we take a detailed interest in ecological matters, these are primarily dealt with by the Department of
Environment, Food and Agriculture through its statutory responsibilities under the Wildlife Act, and we shall
support the Department’s responses in this area.

Chapter 15 Seascape, Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

We are pleased to see reference to the Isle of Man Landscape Character Assessment at the outset of this
chapter, together with the Isle of Man Strategic Plan (2016) and acknowledgement of the status of the
island’s National Glens. We would also point out however that there are substantial landholdings under the
care of the Manx Museum and National Trust for their cultural and natural heritage value, and also that
DEFA holds even more extensive lands which are areas of public ramblage, from which the public will gain
views of the proposed scheme, thus forming a substantial and extensive visual receptor. This type of
landholding might usefully be listed within Table 15.1, and acknowledged under the key receptors listed in
Section 15.4.3.4. It is welcome that, from amongst our landholdings on the east coast of the island,
Maughold Head, Marine Drive and St Michael’s Isle are included in the list of proposed receptors detailed in
Table 15.2. Additionally we would like to take the opportunity to record that we also have landholdings at
the Dhoon, and at Laxey Head, and that the former shares characteristics with the nearby coastal road and
Manx Electric Railway, both of which will have clear views of the development site, and might usefully serve
as an additional receptor. In general, we are pleased to see that the proposed receptors provide a good
range of locations and varied altitudes AOD from which to assess visual impact.

Lastly, we note that the detailed digital survey that forms the basis for mapping information covering the
Isle of Man, maintained by the Department of Infrastructure’s Cartographic Office, is missing from the list of
sources provided in Table 15.1. We would remark that this offers a clear opportunity to use GIS to model
visual impact effectively across the whole of the Isle of Man.

We foresee no problems with the questions raised in Section 15.8.

Chapter 16 Offshore Archaeology & Cultural Heritage
We note a typographic error on line 3, page 258: ‘disbursed’ should read ‘dispersed’.

We have seen that various references are made within this chapter to wreck information in Manx waters
derived from several sources, particularly MHER (Isle of Man Historic Environment Record), and ‘Adrian
Corkill’s shipwreck database obtained directly from Mr Corkill or via his book (Corkill, 2001)’. For the
avoidance of doubt we would like to clarify that Mr Corkill’s database is now wholly incorporated within the

Page 160

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Isle of Man Historic Environment Record, and the latter database should be regarded as the ‘source of truth’
for all wreck data both within the offshore development site and the proposed landfall site — whether
Douglas or Groudle — and that there are considerably more wreck sites in the vicinity of the landfall sites
than currently indicated on Figure 16.1.

We note that the research covering this particular subject is ongoing and that therefore the outcomes and
assessment of impact is necessarily provisional: overall however we are confident that the approach is well-
established and have confidence that the issues raised under Section 16.8 will be properly addressed.

Chapter 22 Onshore Archaeology & Cultural Heritage

We note that there appear to be typographic errors in paragraphs 22.4.1.4 and 22.4.1.5 which obscure their
meaning.

22.4.4.5 This should be the Manx National Heritage Library and Archive.

As with Chapter 16, we note that the research covering this particular subject is ongoing and that therefore
the outcomes and assessment of impact is necessarily provisional: overall however we are confident that
the approach is well-established and have confidence that the issues raised under Section 22.8 will be
properly addressed. In respect of Question 22.7, we are working towards a solution to providing a dataset
of designated monuments in GIS / shapefile format. The other datasets should be obtained from DEFA.

Chapter 26 Landscape & Visual Impact Assessment

Our previously-expressed comments made in response to Chapter 15 are again relevant, though with the
acknowledgement that as these are much more developed urban areas, visual impacts are going to be for
the most part limited and mostly transient during construction. We are content with the issues raised by
the questions in Section 26.11.

I shall be attending the presentations on Tuesday 19'" December as the representative of Manx National
Heritage and note my inclusion in the relevant TAG groups. Dr Erica Spencer is away from the office this
week but will in due course represent MNH on the Environment TAG.

Regards

Andy
Andrew Johnson BA MSc FSA
Curator — Field Archaeology / Inspector of Ancient Monuments

t: +44 (0) 1624 648025
e: andrew.johnson@mnh.im

Manx National Heritage, Eiraght Ashoonagh Vannin
Manx Museum, Douglas, Isle of Man, IM1 3LY

Isle of Man Registered Charity No 603  www.manxnationalheritage.im
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SHIP REGISTRY:

Hi Mark,

Apologies for the late response.

I have looked through the below and relevant chapter for shipping: 14.2.2 Legislation — International Legislation
T think MARPOL should be added to this list as it is relevant to major incidents and disasters.

In Shipping terms: Very Serious Marine Casualties (IMO Casualty Investigation Code) includes incidents that cause severe environmental impact such as from Oil, Dangerous goods, Noxious Liquid substances
efc (MARPOL)

https: //www.imo.org/en/OurWork/I115/Pages/Casualty.aspx

https://www.imo.org/en/about/Conventions/Pages/International-Convention-for-the-Prevention-of-Pollution-from-Ships-(MARPOL).aspx# -~ :text=The%20International%20Convention%20for%20the, from%
200perational%?200r%20accidental%20causes.

Thanks
Kind regardy
Cameron

Cameron Mitchell
Director, Isle of Man Ship Registry

Tel : +44(0)1624 688500] Direct : +44 (0)1624 682370| Mabile +44 (0)7365 805422

E-mail : Cameron.Mitchell@gov.im | Website : www.iomshipregistry.com | Linkedin : www.linkedin.com/in/cameronmitchell01 | Twitter: https://twitter.com/CamMitchell01
Address: 1%t Floor, St Georges Court, Upper Church Street, Douglas, Isle of Man, IM1 1EX, British Isles

ISLE OF MAN AIRPORT:

Good afternoon Emma,
Please see below the response from Isle of Man Airport.
We believe the Scoping Report has adequately captured the impacts upon Isle of Man Airport, but we have the following comments or observations:

1. 10MA Secondary Surveillance Radar (SSR). IOMA uses a Wide Area Multilateration (MLAT) system (WAM) for secondary surveillance data. Whilst CAP764 states that impacts on SR are typically only seen when turbines are located in close
proximity (i.e. within 10km), the Scoping Report incorrectly states at para 17.7.2.4 that the nearest S5R to the offshore array is over 80km away inferring that the IOMA’s WAM has not been considered. Whilst most of the WAM sensors
would still be outside of the 10km, MLAT systems can suffer from multipath interference from windfarm developments and we therefore request that the IOMA’s WAM is scoped in.

2. |OMA Instrument Flight Procedures (IFPs). The Scoping report does specifically include IOMA IFPs in the report at paras 17.4.2.7 as well as in the summary of key receptors at para 17.4.4.4. However, neither the Impacts Register nor the
Commitments Register include them. I0MA would therefore request that the IFPs are included within the Impacts register designated as a Likely Significant Effect (LSE).

Best regards,
Geoff

Geoffrey Pugh
Head of Air Traffic Services
Department of Infrastructure

IMob: 07624 280229
Tel:01624 821629

Fax: 01624 821722
Email: geoffrey.ough@gov.im

Isle of Man Airpart
Ballasalla
Isle of Man

DEPARTMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE — HIGHWAYS DIVISION:

Hello Mark,

Apologies for not getting back sooner. | was waiting to attend the TAG introductory meeting last week to get
an overview of the project, before replying.
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These are my initial thoughts.

Questions to Consultees

e Question 21.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for
traffic and transport?;

No.

The study area should cover both Douglas and Onchan for the proposed Douglas connection as would more
robust. Especially as there is no information on cable routing through Douglas. Is it wholly within the
highway or will the route traverse 3™ party land?

Also the study area of the Groudle Glen needs to encompass the A2, A11, A2/A11 junction and
A2/Avondale/Royal Ave Junction.

e Question 21.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are
sufficient to adequately characterise the baseline?;

The Transport Assessment must use the Departments micro simulation model (Paramics Discovery) for
Douglas and Onchan.

The Department can also provide additional historic ATC data.
e Question 21.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all

stages of the Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts
Register (Annex 5.B)?;

No.

Impact on concurrent planned commercial development in Douglas, particularly in Lower Douglas. Parade
St, Lord St, Middlemarch and Villiers sites

e Question 21.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to
reduce or eliminate LSE relevant to traffic and transport?;

Partially.

Does not include reference to onshore cable route on highway infrastructure.

Also commitments will need reviewing once final location of onshore infrastructure is provided.
® Question 21.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set

out to enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be
ascertained?; and

Yes.

e Question 21.6: Are features such as designated cycle ways available as GIS files
to be mapped?

Yes.
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Adopted highways, prow etc. But also pedestrian routes.
Regards,

Kevin

Kevin Almond | Network Planning Manager

Highway Services | Department of Infrastructure
Sea Terminal Building, Douglas, Isle of Man, IM1 2RF

@ Phone: (01624) 686672
‘B Email: Kevin.AlImond@gov.im
@

Website: www.gov.im/infrastructure

DEPARTMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE — FLOOD MANAGEMENT DIVISION:

Dear Laura,

Apologies for the delay in response we have no comment at present however we like to be included in the ongoing consultation. For information we have
commissioned new tidal and fluvial flood maps for the Island which should be available in February. We are also currently reviewing flood planning Strategy
and Policy for the Island which will be available later in the year.

if you have any questions please contact me.
Kind regards,

Malcolm

Malcolm Cowin BEng MSc GMICE MCIWEM)| Senior Engineer| Flood Management Division
Department of Infrastructure | Sea Terminal Building | Douglas | Isle of Man | IM1 2RF

Tel: 01624 693512

Mob: 07624 431157

Email: malcolm.cowin2@gov.im
Website: www.iomfloodhub.im

http://www.twitter.com/iominfra
http://www.facebook.com/iominfrastructure

> - IOM

infrastructure FLOOD
tc.\lm troggalys HUB
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DEPARTMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE — WASTE MANAGEMENT:

Mark
We have reviewed the waste section of the Scoping Report. The Department is content that the proposed baseline and assessment
methodology are valid and will offer a robust assessment of waste within the EIA.

Section 31.2.3 will need to be updated to include reference to the Waste Strategy (Core Strategy) published in July 2018.

A new Waste Strategy is being developed and is due to be published in 2025. It is likely the EIA will need to consider this document rather that
the 2012-22 strategy.

At this stage there is little definition of what the likely waste streams will be, however the island has routes for most waste forms.

Regards
Gary

Gary Saunders IEng, IMIStructE, MICE, FIHE, MaPS, NECReg
NEC4 Accredited Project Manager

Head of Project Delivery/Acting Head of Waste Management
Highway Services Division

Department of Infrastructure

Ellerslie Depot

Crosby

Isle of Man, IM4 2HA

Tel: 01624 850048
Mob: 07624 453493

email: gary.saunders@gov.im

From: Svme. Mark <Mark.Svme@cov.im:
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Manx Utilities
Isle of Man Business Park

Croil
Isle of Man
M2 202

257 Ochober 2023

Mooir Vannin Offshore Windfarm Scoping Opinion

To whom this may concem,

I write on behalf of Manx Utilities to formally state cur opinion with regards to the proposed Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) scoping report for Mogin Vannin: Manx Utilities is only able to comment on the
aspects of this project which may impact our existing and future planned infrastructure both onshore and
offshore, We reserve commentary on both the viability of this project from an owverall deliverability

perspective and make no commitmments within this response to future trading mechanisms or routes to
market.

Manx Utilities are unable to comment on other aspects of the Environmental Impact Assessment which we
are mot experts in.

Having reviewed the scoping report, Manx Utilities has specific comments on the following areas:

Ownership and consenting

Manx Utilities" preference is to both ocwn and consent any asset which is downstream of any proposaed fiscal
meter within the sub-station for the offshore windfarm, where there is 3 connection to the Manx Utlities
network. This is consistent with the approach we have taken with other private onshore generators.

Manx Utilities will work with @rsted to ensure the deliverables of any required surveys align with their
project milestones.

Future Security of Supply and Strategic Assets

It is yet to be determined how any cable between the offshore windfarm and the Isle of Man, may
contribute to the Island's security of supply. Should this asset be a strategic asset, it would need to be
protected from damage following a similar approach to the Isle of Man's existing HVAC interconnector. This
may include sub-sea burial to a depth of 2m or alternative physical protection where burial is not possible.
As such, the Envirenmental Impact Assessment may need to include this additional provision and the
requirements for network modalling may need to be tighter.

Manzx Utilities would also prefer a Douglas cable landing was aveidad due to the prosximity to the existing
interconnector, From a network perspective a landfall north of the existing interconnector may be
preferable to maintain saparation and ensure there ara no single point failures. This is likely to safeguard
the resilience of the I=sle of Man power system.

Manx Utilities « PO Box 177 » Douglas « Isle of Man « IM39 1PS
& enquiries@manutilities.im « & 01624 687687 » www.manutilities.im
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However, should the cabling to the Isle of Man nofbe designated as strategic, synergy with the requisite
surveys for Manx Utilibes" planned second interconnector will be critical to aveid competition bebween
contractors, vessels, routes and network copstraints, Both aspects should be considered as socic-economic
impacts within the EIA.

A strategic asset services level agreement may also be required betwean Manx Uilities and Grsted.
Additional information on the requirements for protecting our Strateqgic Assets has been provided in
Appendix 1.

Onshore consenting process and wayleaves

Considaration and allowances should be made within the EIA for Marx Utilities” Statutory Powers under the
Electricity Act, 1996, particularly with regards to any benefits these powers may bring to the enshore
connection and any nacessary wayleaves,

Metwork Studies

Any connaction to the Isle of Man power system will require consideration of both existing and planned
connections which may be in service prior to the offshore windfarm. This will include intermittent
renewabla generation, on-demand generation and additional interconnection or other natwork
micdifications.

To support this work, Manx Utilities would require additional resources within the network design team to

carry out the in-house modelling to work alongside Srstad grid modelling team to ensure there is no risk to
security of supply on the Island in all scenaries including credible fault conditions. Consideration for the

burden to Manx Utilities and any opportunity to support this resource gap should be includad.

This resource reguirement maybe greater depending on the complexity of the connection and any
additional connections to other jurisdictions. The potential proposal for a connection with EipGrid. is not
clear from the scoping report.

Capacity of existing sub-stations

The proposed window for connections to the Isle of Man appears to assume a connection to one of the
sub-stations in Douglas. The spatial requirements of any andillary infrastructure reguired to support an
offshore windfarm connection would need to be understood.

While there is sufficient capacity in the network to accommodate some additional generation in Douglas,
there may not be sufficient space available within the existing sub-stations to accommodate the
connection. This does not currently appear to be part of the assessment.

Onshore Utilities

It is not clear from the scoping report what constitutes the potential proposal for 2 connection with EirGrid
and whether or not there is any proposed onshore corridor for this connection. If this cable route is passing
across the Isle of Man, then considaration for Mane: WMilities” services (e.g. electricity, water, sewerage, gas
and telecoms] will nead to be given. In addition, the potential impact to our wider utilities may be greater
and more resource may be required from Manx Utilities to facilitate the connaction.

Manx Utiliies « PO Box 177 « Douglas » Isle of Man « IM93 1P%
e enquiries@mamotilities.im « t 01624 687687 » www.mancoutilities.im
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Additional Information Required

There does not currently appear to be sufficient information available for Mane: Utilities to fully consider the

impact on all of owr infrastructure, particularly with regards to any plannad onshora infrastructure. We
recommend that this is induded and all potential cross-Island routes are included.

Manx Utilities is 100% committed to the delivery of the Island’s 2030 electricity decarbonisation target and
the Isle of Man Government's Island Plan. We support schemes that contribute to the wider Isle of Man
Government's journey to net zero in 2050; however, we also have a duty to ensure the Island’s electricity
supply remains reliable and affordable. In particular, Manx Utilities has identified a connection betwesn the
Isle of Man and an offshore windfarm being the mest viable means of providing greater energy
independence with increased use of renswables after 2030 without compromising the Island’s electricity
balancing position or the stability of the Island's power system.

Yours sinceraly

Lizzie

Lizzie Riley

Energy Transition Lead & Transition Programme Mamager
Manx UtiSties Transition Programm.e
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Background Information

The Manx Cable Company (MCC) own and operates, on behalf of the Manx Utilities Authoriby, a submarine
power cable, referred to as the Isle of Man interconnector [Manx 1], which runs between Douglas Head in
the Isle of Man and Bispham, Blackpool. With an undersea section of approximately 104km (65 mi), it is one
the longest AC undersea cables in the world and s an essential means of maintaining efficient and secure
supplies of electricity to the residents of the Isle of Man.

Sub-sea ables are vulnerable to third-party damaage from marine activities and thess risks are constantly
being mionitored and assessed, as the impact from third-party damage can result in significant repair and
business interruption costs to the Authority.

In addition to third-party damage the introduction of fixed structures and associated export, collector and/or
array cables on or buriad in the seabed, can through their proximity present an ongoing operational risk to
maintenance and repair works over the life of the asset.

With this in mind and considering the interconnector's asset value and strategic importance to our business
and the wider Manx economy MCC welcomes the opportunity to engage in the consultation process,

Interpretation of Wind Farm proximity to the Interconnector and associated export cables

The proposad Offshore Array is sited inside IOM territorial waters bebween the Isle of Man and west coast
of GB and to the north of Douglas.

Mone of the IOM interconnector is positionad inside the boundary of the proposed @rsted offshore wind
farm.

Howewver, approcdmately 13km of the IOM Interconnector is situated in the proposed area for the cable
corridor between the Offshore Array and Isle of Man. Proximity and/or oressing agreements maybe
relevant depending on the exact route of the cables,
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In respect to the export cables [Route to Market Transmission Asseks] running from the eastern boundary
for the Offshore Array; these will likely impact on our existing assets in the future and regukar
communication and co-crdination between the relevant parties will be essential 2= plans become clearer.

Comments and Feedback below relate to Socio-economics & Major Accidents in relation to the project
znd tha I0M Interconnector,

Item Risk Potential Increase in Risk | Level of | Comments
Category Concern
i Third Party | Vessels angaged in the Medium | Reguest developer ensures robust
Damage | construction and maintznance protocols are in place to highlight
utilise Douglas Harbour the existence and pesitioning of
increasing the potential for the interconnector to all vessal
vessels anchoring in the vicinity engaged in the supply chain,
of Douglas Bay.
2 Third Party | Displacement of fishing ackivity Low The impact of displaced fishing
Damage increases fishing interacton, activiby may present an increase in
from present levels, over the risk considering the collective
cable route. impact of Eastern Irish Sea in the
future,
3 Third-Party | Survey works [Geotechnical] High Request developer engages as
Damage which are invasive and so0n as it i prachcable with MCC
interacts with the sea bad in to review any survey with 1K8M and
dloze proximity to the IOM zssess the risk presented by tha
interconnactor proposed survey works due to it
nature and proximity.
4 Third-Party | Cable installation [export and High Request developer engages as
Damage inter-array cables] so0n as it is practicable with MCC

to review any cable installation
activitias with 1NM and assess the
risk presented by the proposed
works due ko it nature and
procamity.
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5 Third-Party | Fixed Structure installation High Request developer engages as
Damage [wind turbines and offshore soon as it is practicable with MCC
sub-stations] to review any offshore construction

activities with 1NM and assess the
risk presented by the proposed
works due to it nature and

prozimiby.
[ Operational | Close proximity of fixed Medium | Reguest developer engages as
Risk skructures such as turbines and soon as it is practicable with MCC
offshiore substations to open dialogue on determining a

suitable proximity limit where the
planned proximity of any fixed
structure is within 1MM of the IOM

interconneckor
7 Operational | Third-party cable orossings Medium | Request developer avoids,
Risk wherever possible, multiple

crossings of the TOM
interconnector by export, collector
and/or array cables.

Wheara multiple cable crossings are
necessary, the crossing of cables
should be spaced and agreed so
that, timely and economical repairs
to both the crossing and crossed
cables can be undertaken.

In addition to the above, and for the purpose of transparency, it is appropriate to share an outline of Manx
Utilities plans relating to a second interconnector for the Isle of Man.

Several options for future interconnection, via a second sub-sea interconnector cable, are currently being
considered with one potential off-shore cable route)/corridor from a site north of the esxisting
interconnector, running to the south of the proposed Wind farm towards the west coast of GB.

Plans and co-ordinates of the route being considered are awailable on request.

At presaent these plans and options are stll in the high-level feasibility stage but it is considered appropriate
to highlight and share our plans for information purposes at this stage.

For further information or darification in respect to the above please feel free to contact:

Stephen MoGhee
Interconnectors Manager for Manx Utilities

Stephan MoGhee [(Steve.MoGhes@mancutilities.im)

DEPARTMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE — FLOOD MANAGEMENT DIVISION:
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Dear Laura,

Apologres for the delay in response we have no comment at present however we like to be induded in the ongeing o . For we have o i 1 new tidal and fluvial flood maps for the island which should be
availzble in February, We are slso currently reviewing Hlocd planning Strategy and Policy for the Island which will be available later in the year,

If you have any questions please contact me.
Kind ragards,

Malcolm

Malcolm Cowin BEng MSc GMICE MCTWEM| Senior Engineer | Flood Management Division
i of Infrastructhure | Sea Terminal Bulding | Douglas | Iske of Man | 1M1 2RF

Ml t 4
Email: malcolm.cowin2@gov.im
Website: www,omfloodhubim
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Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Public Health (Cabinet Office) response to Orsted's scoping report on the Mogoir
Vannin Offshore Wind Farm (the “scoping report”).

The full:-whE response refiscts the wiews of officers in Public Health [Eul:-l'n:l: |:|11‘|'-:|:] re_;-u.rdinE e
infarmigtion comntaimed with the suomitted 5-:|:-:|inE Repaort |:I:Ir:|:-=-c|:| dated Ootooer 2023.

1. Contents

B I | ] 5 < 1
2. Bassfor Public Heakh's response to the SCoping report. .. 1
Owerview of Public Health's consideration of the Scoping report...... .o 2
4.  Impact on human health and WelbEing ... et e 3
3. Impect on human heafth and welbeing - Consulakion QUesEIBnS ... ... 7
Ou=stion 30.1: Do you agres With the Stuchy Area that has been identified fior humian health ard
LTS S 7
Oue=stion 30.2: Do you agres that the baseline data sowrces ideptitisd are sufoisnt to sdequately
L BV o T T OO z
Que=stion 0.3 Do you agres that ulll'mpu.q:u."eﬂ:m that could arise from all stazes of the Froposed
Development have besn identified within the impacts Register [Annex 3.B)T . .o z
Que=stion 30.4: Do you agree on the sljtul:ﬁtlll of the proposed committmants to reduce or eliminate
LSE relevant to humian heaith and weBeing? ...t z
Que=stion 0.9 Do you agree that the proposed approach to ELA is sl.rrrf-:i:ntlll et oub to enable s
robust assessment allowing lkely significance to be ascertained? z
g T E}
6. Legisiative concerns arising from the Scoping report’s ontent ... .o ]
Commencement of the Marine Infrastructure Management Act 2016 and assocated secondary
L S S ]
Possible incomplets assessment of legsl oblEatons ... oo g

2. Basis for Public Health's response to the scoping report

Tha :|rimz|.r'|r H:Einul:iun rzlu‘h'n_;t-:thz fumctions of Public H=slth on the Island are |:|r|:-'|.'|'-:|:|: J':.'EEI.‘I:I-I:IH 1ot

the Local Govarpmant A28 1553 Notanly, section 142) of that Act requires the Director of Public Health to
|:|n:-'.|1'-:|= the Caminet OfMfice with such assistance as the Department may COMnSidar necessan to fulfil s
ul:-i'E;-:.'I:il:-ns under anmy enactment.

Further to its statutory powers, Puizlic H=slth slso orovide fmp-a.rl:iul sdvios BOTOSs Governmient and non-
Gowermment bodias to promote and co-ordinste imoroyements to health and wzlll:-:inE sOonoss thee Island.

1ofid
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Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

A-:n:un:i'ngr:.'_. Pualic Health comtribute towards many of the r-equirzm:n'ls-:rr'ﬂ'-e Islared Plar®, inclu-:|inE the
soal of “An lslard of health and '.'.'ell::inE;". This gosl re:-:;nipu the link batassn hanith places, actir=
lifestyles and owerall welbeing in policy chaices along with the clear benefit of taking a long term Pubdic
Health view in Sovermment :|I:I|iq|' mukinE;. Pubdic Health thus has & key role in hel:inE Eu'-:l: Departments,
and other, through the consideration of their oo i'q.- mub:inE for the bempefit of the widsr population.

It i= on this basis of the sbows that Public Health arerup-:-n:i'n;tclthe p:-:-:inE repart.

3. Overview of Public Health's consideration of the scoping report

In FrepurinE; this response it was noted that the sco :|ir|.5 repaort represents the marfmst stames of thiz
proposed |:r-:ljn|:|:|:. THis resoonse is Ili:l:l:lrI:IiI'EI‘f'il'l‘b:nl:li:dtl:l |:|r1:--.'|'-:||: Tesdback to Crsted on how this si:|:||:-'l15
r=|:|-:lr|:_. mnd FJI:IEEI:'IJEH': Ervironmental Irn|:|m:t Asceosment, ma.'lrb-e refimed and dt‘i‘thptd.

Thizs feedback also identifies possibde Tsuss or concems for the Isle of Man Sovermmant thet may also
ruqu're ul:ll:ressirﬁ it respect to the izsues rais=d by thes 5|:-:-|:|in5 nenort.

It is recognised that there are clear links between energy consumption and wellbeing that improve with the
r:liul:lil'rl.':.'-:rrmcrE'll supply. Giyern the r:qur:ments-:-‘rthc Climat= Change Act 2021, and the hiEh lgals af
sreenhouse pas e TisSHInS 85 & oonsaquence of curment enengy Eenuru‘h'-:ln on the Isknd, substankial
chianges to the [sland's energy supply are nequirzl:I. The development of energy 5'encr-u.1:i-:-|1 from offshore
wind has been recognised as making an important contribution to the Island's future energy seneration

mix, ared on this basis this |:r-:lj=|:|: hias the F-ut:n'l:l'-ul to Fr-:l'-.'il:lc =|'E;|1i1'ii:unt benefits to the Iskand [:.E.
reductions im air F-clllutinn|.

Hosewer, it is moted that the 5|:-:I|:-|'|15 report and assocrated prl:-j:l:t are im thie earty stages of development
wiithi 1*thl1crin'r|:|rmur.i|:|n'|rett|:| oe defined in @ rumaer of areas, in |:|urti|:uh|.r—

®  The oversll dc.':'En rationale for the :|r|:|_in=ct. in pa.rl:in:ulurthc ru.-n-:n'n; sehind the proposed landfadl
site im Srowdle; the arransements for cnshore infrastructure; and Crsted’s plarned re dicnshio

with the Menx Ltilites Aul'.h-:-n'tr' |:I.'I LI.!.:| =5 the ooerstor of the sland™s EIEEI:I"I-Ei'I.'r' retweork.

*  The regulatony rzquir:m ents for this :rujcct _sl'.ren the most up-to-date I:Eislutiun.:i.c.'ﬂ'uz Kisrina
Infrastructure Manapgement Act ll:l:I.E-] is not Tuilly imalemiented.

] r-l-:rl:inEthc limirb=d m:m:it'll of the Island's energy infrastructure, the bepefits this :|r|:|_in=ct may :|rinE
to the island’s economy and enersy .':::ur'rl.'lrin thie short, masdium and long term.

* The possible health benefits [ any| this project may bring to the island.

With respect to the last bullet ogint, Public Heakth ars :|r|:p=|'rtr:.'un|:|-=rtul:|'|15 &5 loink 51:"-:.1:-=E;|'-: Hesds
Aszessment of the Island™s health and wellbeing. Public Heslth would b= hapoy to discuss with Orsted how
this work mey inform the scoping report and the subsequent preparation of the environmental impact
BIDESTITIERL

anulr:.'l'tis noted by Punlic Haamh that any ma._i:r |:|r-:-_i=|:|: of this mature will nead to carefuilly consider its
Enwironmental imaact, F-url:l'i:ulurllll with resoect to bhe Lsisnd’s UNESCO hi-:-.':|:|l1=r: stakus and the Marine
Hature Reseres that may be moscted oy this Fll"l:lel.‘t.

' Qur isand Flan: l'll:I:Ill'.Il:l"Htl-I'E the -:Ieli'-.'lu'r' of th= Eomiomic stratamy. Huil:inE @ securs, vibrant and sustsinabl
Tuture fior our 15kt hrl.nrf' 2023, :'GD 202249037, as .'.'I'.':I'I?Ebd_i.
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Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

4. Impact on human health and wellbeing

W I||:|-:inE. although & 'n'l'-:|:I!|I wsed teren, 15 not eefired im the Ishand plan. For the purposes of Ehis response

ressrd has been 5il.~=n to bk UE M=zsures of Mytioral 'r'.l':lln-::'n;"_.a.s developed and measured oy the UK

Gowernment's Offics of Mytoral Statistics .:I:lHEH since 2014,

The UE Messures of Hn‘l:l'-:lmi':l'.l‘:llhcmg |_El:l.13:|:s s frameEwcei of 10 domains, and &0 assocated messures,
of national welloeing. # is this framework that has been uzed as the basis of this quaitative rezbonse to

thi= mpinE repart ,Ehich has aiso besn informed by research on 'Llnn.'.'i'.':'.*-:m:'.i?._:_' the impocts of Offshore
Wind Rarms on 'p't'nll-:a-.r.ﬂ'."ln_..-"ur'-d the Fukdc Heslth chapter from the 2022 Enl.'ir-:lnm:n'.zt:lmpa.q:t

AssescmeEnt for thie Swel !.'j.'l-ﬁr OrMshare 'Wind Farm®

Wellbeing Oibserretion

Vizsusl impact in certain areas may be

greater than others

soise imoect vy De I'-e'Ehzr on island,
Personal
wellbeing

notably gven aroximity off wind farm to
Lsinnd (Enm st Maushold heid| and low
DaciEround noise.

Resdentiad areas in prosimity to onshore
frastmucians

The scoging report notes & number of
"statitory” and “non-statutory”
consufess have DEEn dendited with
respect to the application.

Hpwear mee'ni.l'lai'r' #ails to consider
ather misrested oarbes on the Island,
such s —

® rcprﬂm‘la-ﬁu::: ol locnl busiresses

|:t__|'. 1084 ChememiDer of Cosmimisroe,
Izi= o Bian I.'-unsh'u:tiun|'.

Our
relztionships
*  local businesses or orgaRrisatians
that may be affected by any
cevelopment (e.p. Groudie Village,
busirssses and organisations in
Marth Quay andfor Middle Biwer
Inschurstriod Estate];
s  professionsl bodies (2.5 1OM Law
soqety)

Supggested action

Orsted imvited 1o cons=der this imp-ul:t

Orsted is encourazed to give consigerstion
to Droacening the kst of nor-statutory
consultees having regard to tne isie of Man
Government’s consultation principées and
puidance”.

1o s faewne. o= mo. Uk peoaepopUl sGonsndoom munihyy e loeine

¥ Hattam, ., , 7.and Fa
'|||'-=|I-E=I:i1¥. The Crowen Estate, 77 pages, [SBN: S72-1-508210-50-0

1 E.M.'Uﬁh:wkgﬂlnﬁpmmm:whdmm

'.ﬂ.‘.hﬂlrhl:'rrll‘t!'ﬁ-tmt'ﬂ.l‘hﬂ?m Catezory E: Erveirceremeerisl Siaberment. Wolsmie 3, Ohapter 13 Putiic Hesith .April

L E Revizion 3. BWE Renesmbizs LK.

. Puh-li:r-uwﬂmt snd consJfedion |:|nrl'r'q:|'.|:4-=:. Cownal of Minishers, Ocboioer 2017 S0 S0LRR0e .
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Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

wellbeing

Health

What we do

DbEserraison

Corraction af t'llp-ugrupl'icul ErToer in the
report with respect to percentage of
particpants in survey who heve low
phyzical activity.

The hesith and wellbaing Daseline data is
too broad ko be linked snd mieasured
mgminst the risk register.

Thie baselire dats sources identified are
not sufficent to adequately characterise
ihe baseline.

The Impact Register (Annex 3.B) sets out

the FH:IFIZIEEH pssEssment of poterbal

=ffects om hurmian hestbdh and wzllhcfn;
=ssociabed with the Prooos=d
Development, yet encludes reference to

the baseline gate.

The likely proposed landing locations both
ikely impact on residential
accommadation. Howeswer, it i not
possibie at this stams to fully scope the
potential impact of this infrastructure.

Depending on the type and location of
onshore infrastructure there are possible
health risks that may arize from this
develooment.

Some of these may be associabed with the
:|U|'I|:i'|15 of the infrastructure [E.E. dhust,
noise |:|-:-Ir.|1:i-un and r.run.'::nr't] and some
may arise due to ks operation e risks of

=Eposure to I'i'E;h voltags |:I|:|:h"|'-:i1.'|r and
the p-:ssil:-b: heakh rizks from the
=ssociabed & l=ckro muEnetl'c 'I'feb:l:].

It is noted the 5|:|:||:-'l15 report has Ei'l.':n
soimiE considemtion to 5|:-:|rtinE EVERTS On
the Island ':tﬁ' = Trru:uj. e

Suggesied action

Indite Oirsted o cormect para. 30.4.13 to
show that 35.6% of Fmin’:unts ]
chssified as hu-.ll'nE low |:I1:.'5i|:u.luq:t'r.|1't'|l.

The bassline date sources idenkified should
b= updated to focus mone on specific
hezalth risks rather than zenersl populstion
cats such as alcokal and tobacos usa.

A chaser alignment should be made
betwaen dats rezarding risks and data
r-aEun:i'ng hea=kh and wcll:-zinE.

Orsted to work with the FIUA o upl:h.te
tha 5|:-:-|:|in5 report with respect to onshore

imfra srscture rl:-:|uircrn|:nu mnid b
F-utuntiul sites for r-equired orshore
imfra strscture.

This informistion will assist imberested
parties in providing relevant and
constructive input as to the requirements
of the scoping report.

Thie 5|:-:I|:-|'|15 repq:rt showld s=t ouk |:|Iuns Tioir
B proper hiestth imoact assessmant &5 well
as hiealth and sur:'l.':.-n'sl assEs=ments.

It is also sugmested that consideration by
given to following the model set out in the
2022 Ervironmiental Impact Assessmenk
for the Awel y Mor Offshore Wind Farm®.

orsted is imvited to work with the
D=osrtment fior Enturpr'im.{l:le]t-:l i-:|=n1:'1'!|'
wWhat rnujnr SFI:'I"ﬁr'E or ouftural events may

'ﬁ.'u'l:l'llh'lﬁ'l:h'rs-hurc'.l'.l"l'l-:l Farm Cetesory 6 Errsirormimeantsl Stabameent. olume 3, (rapker 12: Puniic Heaith. Sl
2012 Reyvizion 5. BWE Renesables UK.
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Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Wellbeing
damain

Where we

linwe

Perzonal

finance

Educ=tion

aind skills

DEserrateon

there i A corcarn tht there isno
referan oz ©o obther evenks that m my i
an impact on the project |a.g. the annusl
Festival of Motorsport in September and &
possibie isiand Sames in 2029). (ee
parograpit 21.4.4.6 of tha smpl'n-ﬁl raport]
It is noted the report has a threshodd for
when surveys need to be undertake &
transport assessment for assessing the
potentisl impacts on traffic and transport.
e E;F'.lcn the relatres size of the
Isisni there iz @ corcarn et these
thresholds are too high. [Sea porcgroph
21.7.37 arnd tabig 21.3: l11£l‘|:ll1'.i1'l..'|'.‘|ﬂ I:l_i"
impact of the smlul'n-g report]

It is noted the scoping report plans to
assess the impact of the visual aspect of
the proposed development on tourist
sccommaodstion. I':-nn Fi:mgrnp.':l 2E 345
of the .-:n:-,:ling ragart]

It would seam ressonabls to sess this
potential impact on the property prices

Moz EEHEﬁllll.

Puru_;ruph ZB.3 of thex il:l:ll:lir'E FEpOrt et
out the assumptions that will be taken
imto consideration for the sociseoonomic,
tourizm and recreation scoping
msseEssmeEnt.

Given the specislist nature of the
windiarms constrsction and their boation,
when set azsinst the island’s limited
imdustrisl e, it sssms unlike by that

si_;niﬁcunt amounts of the offshore asoect
of the Frnl'rtl:t wiill b sl.lppiel:l from
DErsons or busineasses on the ksland

Paragraph 30.1.1.4 of the scoping report
states “The Froposed Development is also

exgected to grovide empkopmart
opportunities ond econcmic benajfts that

Suggested action

b= impacted oy, or im pact upon, the
propased development.

Irvaite Orsted o review this threshold, and
oihiers im the 5-|:-:I|:||'n5r-=|:|-:-rt. I1:|-.1'|15 resard
to the possible impact of the proposed
actiwrties on a smiall Islard.

Irviite Crsted to assess how the visual
irn|:|u|:t af thie |:|r|:-l'r=|:|: mu','fmpact upon the
walus of :r-:lp-erﬁcs within the wider study
mrem.

Orsted iz imvited to clarify in its
aczescments what acoromic benafits will
likely be derived by persons and businesses
on the Islandas a ComIsguEnD: of this
project during the commissioning,
cperational and decommissioning stages of
thiz project. This willl aid the
understanding of the economic benefits
thiz project will bring to the island.

Orsted is imvited to ensure that any
arzesomant of this matter takes into
scoount the hizalth and safeby nsks thak
My arise 25 B CORSEqUEncE ot such

may moke positive contribuhions to kuman employment.
hpaith ong '.'.-m':'um'n?."
Sofid
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Wellbeing
damain

Econaomy

Governanoe

Enviromnment

DEservation

Howewer, if the employment
Opportunities are hazardous or dangerous
they may well have & net negative impact
on human Beaith and wellbeing due to
injuries or long-term Sickness arsing &5 8
O SR qUenDE of such work.

The scoping report presently provides &
ack of information on the aconomic basis
of this |:|r|:-li:|:t. arid the associst=d costs
and benefits of the project for the island.
T :un.lr'l15 these, such as wia the ‘n'-.-n-
r.'l..','.'l.i'l'.'.'ll.'.'lll:lﬂ-."ﬂl:h'_"l.'-". haee Dean Bnked to
population wellbeing.

The Isiand operates a .-:iE;ni'I'fn:untllll
different legal framework to the UK with
k=y legisiation relating to this potemtial
application sither out of date or not yet in
Operation.

[sae also para. & below]

Potential impacts on the environment
difficult to assess piven size of scoping
ares and kack of clarity as to retionale [e.g.

why & h.nl:i'n_; lcation at GI'I:II.II:IIE] snd
location of onskore infrastructure.

Mo considaration of broader F-usn':l:
infrastruchuns developmients ':E'E' UK —
Eire fnt:rmnn:l:h:-r] ar«d p-l:-t-:nl:iul

replacement of the u:i:.'l:inE IO — UK
imtErconmechor.

The impact of the project on the |siand's
net sreephouse PAs &Missions is undear.
For s phke, the Fl'ﬂjl!l:til"dil:ltﬁ the

windfarm will have the capacity to meet

the Ere=TEy meeds off the sland. [See pora.
13.4.3 of the scoping raport]

fEas

o 1 1. of Hattam, C,

r. T.ard Fa

Suggested action

Orsted is imvited to set ot hiow the |:|n:-l'r=|:t
will imoect upon the Istand's sconomy
n.lrinE each stage of the :|r|:|lin=ct.

The Department of Infrastructure |DOI] to
publizh its intended plans for
implementing MIMA and =ngaging with all
interested parties a5 8 matter of urgency
o the required secaondary bEj.':Iu'I:l'-:ln_.
guidance and operational reguirements.

Orsted to work with the MUA to up-mte
the scoping report with respect to anshore
infrastrscture requirements and the
potential sites for required onshore
infrastrscture.

This informistion will 85sist imberested
parties in providing relevant and
constructive input as to the requinements
of the scoping report.

Orsted and the MUA to identify the likely
impact of the proposed development on
the island’s energy needs over the lifetime
of the project.

Orsted to undertake 2n aspessment of the
Istand's ikely presnhouse sas &missions
associsbed with the project’s instaliation
and de-commissioning set against the

ras amiissions thet

|=iand"s EFIEEHHI:ILEE 5

1 E.Iuﬁ.'ummmdi'ﬁﬂulmur

Offshone Wind Farms on '.I‘.I'-HI-BI!'I'E'. Thee Crown Estate, 77 papes, |28 57E-1-508410-60-0
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Wellbeing
(b ] 1 g

Db serratian

Howewer, the cument Energy Etruttgr‘
oniy has & target of receiving 30MW of
poweer from rerswsble ENETEY, zuch
offshore wird power. it is understood this
£ 8 consequence af Borad enensy
infrastructune Bnd losd balancns
requirements.

Thare is A CaT8 on the afens of the
existing impect of Pulrose Power Station
an iz health mnd 'HEIIb-tinB of the |1siand's
population.

Possibla peed for further corsidems$ion of
the definition of srtificed land noting the
fand recismation work in Dousias
promensde and Battery Fier. fraa parm,
20.4.1 12 of the scoping report]

It iz noted thet & decommissioning péan i
yet to oe fully developed, eXhough there
is an assumiption thet some infrastrscture
will e JEft in situ. [soo porogroph 3.8.2.6
af the scoping report]

Given the potential environmentad impact
of the Frl:-jcl:t. ared the associeted casts of
these decommissioning arrangements at a
firmie wik=n Eha _arnj-zcta'i no longer
E;enml:ins revenue, £ would s==m
reasonabie bo ensure sregter
consideration iz given o the project’s
dz:urnml'ssi-unirrE_, mrd 'I'unl:l'mE thereof, a1
e marfiest |:-',1|:|-:|rt'.1-nil.'lll.

Suggested sction

I'Fl-h':"'I:IE resuced o5 a EDT‘;".-E?.IEME of thiz

project

Ipite Cirsted b work wrth MUA ard DEFA
to establish & dats hasedne,

Orsted is imwied to assess that the scoping
report has given sdeguate consderation to
the possible impact of the onshare
infrastricture aspects of the project on
reclsimad isnd in Dougias promenace and
Eatiery Fier

Drsted iz mvted to sat out i maore oeteil
khe Ekedy cecommmissoning erransements
ard how Bhess will b= funded.

5. Impact on human health and wellbeing - Consultation guestions
Ceestion 30.1: Do you agres with the Study Area that has been identified for human hesith
znd welloeing?

The Study Ares defined sopeass 1o encomipass the areas of proposed IunniﬂE sitms. Oipe of the propossd
hismen hen Bk mnd '.unlb-einE imoacts is that of = quulil.','. :F-acil'!'culllll. disst |:|-urti|:|u: and miFeust srissnns.

* EDgrey Siratesy 2003, Deonrtment of Ensironment, Food ang Aeriodbue,
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The Study Ares for Chapter 24, Air QUui'tlll. iz b enl:ir:'r:.' of the Iske of Man's lsnd surtsos ares. [Lis
difficult to understand whiy these two study sress, as one example, differ 5o targely, when I:hel'mpucts
sssascad in Chapter 24 are in -:|:-nj|.l1|:|:i|:-|1 with Chapter 30.

Clariffication ais to the mtionsle behind the Study Area of Chapter 30 would be needed to sscErtain
sljtul:-ii"tlll of the Study Area ich=nkifiad.

Question 30.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to
agdeguately characterize the baseline?
Whilst thie data sources idantified sre, in themsskes, robust ard reprzszntul:i‘-'e oi the Ishnd's :|u|:-u|u|:i|:|n,.

it is difficult to determine whether or not these are sdequate without further clarification as to the
rabonals behind the descrised sasebne daka in Chapter 30.

It b5 urclear as o thie purpose of the bassline duts E;l"l.l:nl'n Chaoter 30, when resd in DJnIiJnEIZI-IJn withi e
imoacis si_?1|:-ust:d o, within Chapter 30.

For example, az Chapter 24, Air Qmi'tlll. hes bean idenbfied s n:-nl'uinir'E fmpacu related to hiuman health
and wellbeing, it would be expectad that baseline dats would include specific reference to ardiovascular
snid FtEFI-I'HI:I:'I"'r' cukoomes, either i the idembfied Study Ares, or Isie of Man in its :n‘l:l'rl:tlll. as ks besn
causally inked within contemporaneous scientific literature !

Soeciic effects from both roize pollution, ard EH:l:h"-:lma.E;n:I:il: fizlds should also be assessed from both
sout=, and chronic =xposure, due to the &fects of these on human haaih !

Ciuestion 30.3: Do you agree that all impacts/effects that could arise from all stages of the
Progosed Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.8)7
Ko it would be reasonable to expect a Health Impact Asszmmtn:H IA.]'I:-:I hatve Deen scoped andfar

comaleted at this stage to detarmine s|:|-|:1:'r|'i|: Hurmiar hestth ard w:llh-zfn; fmpucts.l'eﬂ::lz to messure, and
monitior.

FHI'HEI'HFﬂ 30242 referemoes Health |'11FIEL'|: Ascescment in spatisl :||HI1Fl-I15 a5 one of 8 numioer off

_5uiml1|:-= documents used, aithcugh it is wnck=ar 25 0 how this has mformed the impul:r.';,n':'rre:ts. and
subsequently, the basaine dats within Chagter 30.

Question 30.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or
eliminata LSE relevant to human health and wellbeing?

As described above, more clanfication as to the suil:ul:-l'il:lll of the imoacts determined is nesded Sefore
|:|=1:|:rrnin|'n_5 described commitments to r1:-:|u-:inE_. or =imiratne, LSE's relevant o Human health ard
w:llh-zfn_;.

Question 30.5: Do you agree that the propased approach to EIA is sufficiently set out to
enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertainad?

Az mbowve, with sp-b:il‘i-: regard to Humen heatth and wellh-zir'E_.a. 414 wouwld sllow for comoreh=nzive
sssascment of im pacts to human heafth and w:ll:-einE, and subsequent asrartainment of i'tel'r' =|'E;|1i1'i|:un|::.
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6. Legislative concerns arising from the scoping report's content

commencement of the Maring Infrastructure ki3 NageEme it Act 2016 and essociates
secondary legislation
It is notsd that the sco :|inE repart miakes & critical assum |:I:i|:|n that the Marirs Infrastruchure Management

Act 2046 |l.'lll.'l.|!l.| wiill be fully commenced, along with all neceszany secondany H:E'islul:iun. by the time e
uFF-i'cuI:innl's susmitted in earty.

As of fanuary 2024, MIMA has only been Jurh'a.ll'r' comimenc=d ard no substankiee secondary |EE‘i5|ﬂ|:il:ll1 has
pesn made to imph"n:ntthe rzqu'remenr_': of that Act.

Thiz waould indicats & olsmned dru'rtir'E_. consuiation and Tyrwald aporoval of the necessary secondary
Igislul:iunt-:l hl'inE;MIl.'I.Al'nt-:l effact, ul\:lr'E;sil:I: the= development ard introduction :-'rEul'dunl:z snd
up-erutl'-:lna.l changes within Govermment |:m:r|:.hll|| oo I] to implzmzn‘t such Igi:lul:iun.

While this may be feasible in the next 11 months, to bring forward the implementetion of such legisistion
8t such a pace, im the context of an snticpeted u|:-|:|lim.1:i|:-n I:|-=|'|1_5 made unider B thet s i't:l'r'l:u akiract
siEnFI'il:unt subilic aktenticn and possible iezal challenges, Eil.lu rise to & numiber of risks -

A The secondary E_;'ulut'r:ln'lsnul: geveloped with suﬂ‘i-:izntl'npl.rt from key stakehodders, Withim and
witthout Gowerniment, 'i'n.'|'|15 rise ko COmCErms over its sdequacy and :uﬁihili‘l','fl:rl:-l'a.s.

8. The secondary E;EIuti:n'lsnut devatoped in time fior the anticost=d u|:-:||i|:|'.|1:i|:-|1 date by Orsted,
r-:ln:|'|1_5 5l partizs to coerate on the com plex, and argusbly in|:|:|rn|:-|t1:-=_. |:|r|:l.ri|:|us resulatory model.

. Pr-:_;ressin_; the secondary E;istul:iun through Tynwald is sul:-l're:t to hei_;hl:znel:l chalienge, and rizk
of Taibure, by HEI:I-I15 a5 8 prowy debate on the ments of the antiopet=d Srsted up:imﬁnn.
Passible incomplete assessment of legal obligations

In addition to the concerns over the implzm:nn.til:-n of" BN A, it is moted that some pussil:-h lepal
nl:-i'Ela.til:-ns were referenced, but the conssquences of thess legal -:II:-EEutil:-m waz rot fully considered.
Hotaaly -

The requirements of the WiIlgis 223 1590 with respect to —
= PFrot=ction of certain wikd animals |5=|:Ii|:-|1 El:| — notanly subsection [dui.| Eil.lzn thes impned sonar
sreeps;
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Marine Nature reserves [section 32] and the legal status of Dowskas Marine Nature Reserve [MNR]
under the assodated secandary hE;l'slu'E-:ln";

& Duty to hiwe ressrd to cn-.ll'rl:hnmznt[sectl'-:ln :-I-E|.

The possible application of the requirements of the Hargourz Sct 2010 (= p. section 26 — works detrimental
to reveigation or use of wessels) and the Fishernss Act 2042 [=.5. section 11 —removal of obstructions,
section 17 —use stc. of deleterious matter and section 125 — remaoyel of material from river-bed| with
respect to any mctraities im the harbowr of =nd rivers, r-e.-::lect'r.rerr'_. that may be affected by the onshore
infrastructure developments of this project

Thie possible up:llim.tim of the CoasHire MenaFement Act 20079 niontably the requ'rt ments far the

rquluti-:-n pf deyelooment in a8 coastins manazement zone |:=-:|:|:'-:ln 4]

The possible up:llil:u.ﬁ-m pf the Electricity Act 1956, in pa.rh'n:ulur—
# Caonstruction of 5Ener-:.1:in5 stations [:e-:tic!n -5|,' amnd

= Regulations as to safety and supply [Fection 7 and regulstions made thersunder].

* Wisrs Parine Mature B ssares |I:Iﬂ-iE;ru1:im:| Orger 2012 [50 301 5/018%] mnd mscociatsd A bdanne: kakurs
[ gt 2] E:llehws[ﬂ:lll:d.ﬂ,.'niaﬂ.
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9. Appendix 2: External Responses to Scoping Consultation and Copies of Replies
Marine and Fisheries Division Response

Scoping Opinion Transboundary Consultation

Marine Conservation

DAERA Marine and Fisheries Division welcomes the opportunity to comment on this
consultation. We have the following comments to make:

+ Regarding Table 1.7 in the scoping report (pg. 692) for The North Channel
SAC (Harbour Porpoise) we are content that for Underwater noise Harbour
porpoise from this SAC have been screened in. However, under Changes to
prey, and Habitat loss/disturbance, the North Channel SAC Harbour porpoise
have been screened out; this is a winter SAC based on high densities of
Harbour porpoise being present in that season. There is potential for the
proposed wind farm area to be used by Harbour porpoise from the North
Channel SAC in the summer. Therefore, screening these out based on
distance from the site may not be accurate. The data from SCANS [V may be

helpful in considering the significance of Mooir Vannin scoping area.

# Strangford Lough SAC — the site selection feature is listed as Harbour
Porpoise, but it should be Harbour Seal.

¢ The Maidens SAC (Grey Seal) — This may be a similar case as the point
made for Harbour Porpoise, however, if screening rules out any significant
adverse impacts to Morth Channel Harbour Porpoise, then other marnne
mammals (e.g. Grey Seals in the Maidens) should be sufficiently covered.

Marine Licensing

DAERA Marine Licensing have no comment to make at this stage but we would like
to request sight of the application once it is received by the Department of
Infrastructure.

UK Chamber of Shipping:
Dear Orsted,

The UK Chamber of Shipping welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Scoping Report for Mooir Vannin
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Offshore Wind Farm located in Isle of Man waters.

The Chamber has singularly read and reviewed the Shipping and Navigation section and offers the following
responses to the set questions:

Question 14.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for shipping and navigation?

e Yes 10nm is industry standard for study area. The Chamber further agrees with the stated
50nm search area for cumulative impact which is consistent with other large scale projects. The
Chamber expects, at least, that all projects that have submitted a scoping report, to be
considered within the cumulative study.

Question 14.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to adequately
characterise the baseline?;

e Yes as a baseline for the Scoping report to be built upon for the NRA.

Question 14.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of the Proposed
Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex 5.B)?;

e The Chamber asserts that it is incorrect to state that reduced port access is singularly due to increased
vessel traffic. Reduced access is due to development location, orientation and proximity to the port and
should be considered. Site selection was proposed in 2015, prior to other developments in the Irish Sea
and the AfL may not be appropriate for an OWF development due to the cumulative picture.

e The Chamber does not agree that SN-06 to SN-09 should exclude construction/decommissioning phases

e The Chamber wishes to see SE-18 “Economic impact due to disruptions to shipping lanes” — broadened
to include socio-economic and environmental impacts and not just economic noting the essential lifeline
ferry services impacted and the degraded environmental performance of the shipping industry from
increased deviation and cancellations.

Question 14.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE
relevant to shipping and navigation?;

e Compliance with MGN 654 is standard, however it is of the Chamber’s initial view that amendments to
the red line boundary will be required to result in navigational safety being tolerable if ALARP

Question 14.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to assessment is sufficiently set out to enable a
robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained,;

e With the widening of the impacts scoped in as suggested above, likely yes.

Question 14.6: Do you agree that the application can be assessed with the submission of an NRA in line with
MGN 6547?;

e Yes the Chamber agrees with an NRA in compliance with MGN 654.

Question 14.7: Do you agree with the further data collection outlined in section 14.7 for informing the
NRA?;

e Section 14.4.4 details further data collection to be undertaken not 14.7. The Chamber supports a full 12-
months of high fidelity AIS data used to validate. The Chamber would further wish to see 20 years of
MAIB, RNLI & IOM equivalent accident analysed rather than 10 as stated.

Question 14.8: Do you agree that all receptors (users) related to shipping and navigation have been
identified?; and

e Yes

Question 14.9: Does the Isle of Man have a mechanism for the establishment of offshore safety zones?

e The Chamber is unaware whether the Isle of Man has such a mechanism. The Chamber
supports the approach taken in the UK REZ which enables 500m safety zones during
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construction, major maintenance and decommissioning. The Chamber does not see the need
for Co31 and would question the developers rationale for application.

In addition to the above, the Chamber provides the following general comments.

The Chamber has significant navigational safety concerns for commercial traffic with regard to the proposed
development when taken into consideration with the existing cumulative developments of Walney and
Walney Extension, along with intended developments of Morgan, Mona and Morecambe which have
undergone S42 consultation under PINS.

The Chamber has significant navigational safety concerns regarding the desire to achieve a generating
capacity of up to 1.4GW in a scoping boundary of only 253km2 for this high density and complex sea areas.
This equates to a generating density in excess of 5.5MW per km2 before any necessary boundary changes or
mitigations are incorporated for receptors. The original Scoping Report from 2015 which proposed a
generating capacity of up to 700MW provides for a more flexible and balanced position.

The Chamber trusts these comments are of good use looks forward to future consultation and engagement
with the developer.

Yours faithfully,

Robert

Robert Merrylees

Policy Manager (Safety & Nautical) & Analyst

UK Chamber of Shipping
30 Park Street, London, SE1 9EQ

DD +44 (0) 20 7417 2843

Mob +44 (0) 7425 863 719
rmerrylees@ukchamberofshipping.com
www.ukchamberofshipping.com
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Environment
W Agency

creating a better place
for people and wildlife

Mrs Emily Curphey Our ref: XA/2024/100066/01-L01

Isle of Man Government Your ref: 240129/BD06

Department of Infrastructure -97F 4
Sea Terminal Building Riie: 21 Febray 200

Douglas
Isle of Man
IM1 2RF

[via email: OffshoreDevelopments.DOI@gov.im]

Dear Mrs Curphey
Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm, Isle of Man

Environment Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping Opinion — Transboundary
Consultation

Thank you for consulting the Environment Agency on the above, in our capacity as
transboundary consultee.

The Environment Agency operates across England and has a responsibility for
protecting and improving the environment, as well as managing flood risk and
contributing towards sustainable development.

We have reviewed the details submitted, insofar as it relates to our remit, and we
wish to make the following comments:

The proposed development sits wholly within the Scoping Boundary, which is located
outside of English waters and the Environment Agency's 12nm limit of seaward
operations from the English coastline. We note that a precautionary 12km study area
buffer has been applied to Scoping Boundary for the certain marine process, water
quality and ecology topics. While this buffer encroaches into our operational extent,
we have no comments to make in this regard.

customer service line 03708 506 506
gov.uk/environment-agency
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We therefore have no comments to make on the proposed scope for the
Environmental Impact Assessment, and we do not need to be engaged in the
consenting process if / when an application is received for consideration.

We note that the applicant is exploring options for Route to Market Assets to North
West England, which would require a Development Consent Order (DCO) under the
Planning Act 2008. We recommend that the developer engages us early on any
proposed development that falls within this scope and our operation extent, given we
are a statutory consultee in the DCO process.

The developer can contact us at NITeam@environment-agency.gov.uk (Environment
Agency Mational Infrastructure Team) for further details on our engagement
processes and planning advice services. Information on how developers can get
advice on Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects is also available on GOV _UK:
Developers: get environmental advice on your planning proposals - GOV.UK

[www.gov.uk).

If you have any quenes about the above, please contact using the details provided.

Yours sincerely

Mr Alex Hazel
Planning Specialist — National Infrastructure Team
Email: NITeam@environment-agency.gov.uk
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Caurion: This email is from an external sender. Please take care before opening any sttachments ar fallowing any finks.
Dear Mr Brooks,

Thank you for your EIA scoping opinion request for any comments for the proposed development of Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm off the coast of Maughald Head, Isle of Man,
= HSE's response is limited to our role in the land use planning system for the control of major industrial hazards involing hazardous substances.
+  HSE is not responding in our rogulatory rele in the health and safsty systam

Due to the paints balow, there appears to be no need to consult HSE:

1. The proposed develapmant, being a offshore wind farm with associsted enshore infrastructure, does not appear to be of & type that would store ar process hazardous substances in quantities relevant to the patential for
Industrial major accidents with respect to The Planning (Hazardous Substances) Regulations 2015,

2 The proposed develapment would not lead to @ material increase in the number of peapte at the development, therefare, they will not be at risk fram any existing major hazard sites or major hazard pipelines.

Howewver, if the locations anshore in UK Walas could impact major hazard plpeiines or major accldent hazard sites or licensed explosive sites, then the applicant showld consult the operstors of thase major hazard sites or major
hazard pipelines,

HSE reaflses that Environmantal Rick Assessments are not expected to include general health and safety at work however we take this opportunity o point out that it maey be beneficial for employeris) to undertake a risk
assessment as early as possible to satisfy themselves that their design and operation will meet requirements of relevant health and safety legislation s the project progresses.

sind regards,

Berdine Clews

HSE's Land Use Planning Support Team
Chemicals, Explesives and Microbiclogical Division 5
HSE. Harpur Hill, Buxton, Derbyshire, SK17 $IN

Find out how HSE is Helping Great Britain wock well
For HSE's Land Use Planning Advice Terms and Conditions, please click on the fllowing link HSE's Planning Advice Web App - Login (hsl sov uk) snd thea click on 'terms and conditions’.
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-“"é Commissioners of M.,I.s.....lf :iorl::'nussqlnneﬂ:;uf Irshifg_hls
ovwd Mivihimp ArDoLr moa un LaxEnaire
4F IRISH LIGHTS | S ro Dbtk

T *35% 175400
F +353.1.2715566

E infoiirishlights e
W wwwirishlights.le

01 February 2024

Department of Infrastructure,
Sea Terminal Building,
Douglas,

Isle of Man,

M1 2RF

To Whom it Concemns,

Irish Lights has reviewed the scoping report and understand that there will be further studies
reguired for the route to market options. Should these options include Ireland or Northern
Ireland, irish Lights request to be kept informed of project developments. As noted in the scoping
report Northern Lighthouse Board is the General Lighthouse Authority for the Isle of Man under
the LK Merchant Shipping Act 1995. Also, as the site appears to be outside the 12nm limit for [oM
it is likely to come under the England and Wales consenting arrangements, so Trinity House should

also be notified.

Yours sincerety,

A

=

/

Capt. Catriona Schmegner Tosco
Navigation Services Manager

Registered Charity No. 20000724
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Imverdes House, Barer Sirest

0 Aberdeen, AB11 00A, United Kingdom
Email: OlAEnce.gon.uk

Jaint Mature Conservation Committes J:: ﬁ Eg:: :ﬁ ;gﬁg

jnco.gon.uk

Mrs Emily Curphey JHCC Reference: QIA-J0956
Chief Officer Date: 09 February 2024
Department of Infrastructure

Sea Temminal Building

Douglas

Izle of Man

IM1 ZRF

Dear Mrs. Curphey,

Request by @rsted (Isle of Man) for Mooir Vannin Offshore Windfarm, Isle of Man

Thank you for consulting JNCC on information to be provided in the Environmental Statement
for the Mooir Vannin Offishore Wind Farm ElA (Scoping Opinion), and endguiry on our future
engagement in this process if and when an application is received. This consultation was
received on 18 January 2024.

The JNCC advice contained within this minute is provided as part of our advisory role relating to
nature conservation in UK offshore waters (beyond the territonial limit). We have subssquently
concentrated our comments on aspects of the documents that we believe relate to offshore UK
waters. For aspects relating to temitonal UK waters, we defer to the relevant SNCE of the
Devolved Administrations.

The advice below relates to marine omithology, marine mammals and benthic ecology
transhoundary aspects presented within the Mooir Vannin Offshore Windfarm Scoping Report
(hitpsfforsted imfmoocindannin/document-library, accessed 09 February 2024) and the
consultation questions provided within.

Marine Ornithology Advice

Cluestion 9.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for offshore
armithology?

Yes

T i abre Cormermtion Conmiies | DG b e staivinny sdviser 1 Sovermrment o6 U ared isterroll onal SO Buppeit Co. Ragwieesd B Englard
Fanre  cemmavaien, on behal of e Cousel for hahe Corseraiion and e Coundreside and  Wakes, Compary Mo CEEHI0E
Mbal Fsbouross Wales, Matars] England and NatoeSonl. B werk conbiares e mainlsning amd sfeiching Fagixierad Offoa. 90T, Monkainne St
kel P Eiy (AN Qecioghial M ines and SUsIRENnG nalil sy Cly Rl Palesioorscgh, PES 10, UK
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Cluestion 9.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to
adequately characterise the baseline?

Yes

Guestion 9.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of
the Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex
5.B)?

Impact ID O-01 The maximum design scenario is “Vessel traffic associated with construction,
operational and decommissioning activities”, yet the phases of impact are listed as only
construction and decommissioning. We advise that vessel disturbance during operation is
considered.

Impact ID 0-03 We advise that a displacement assessment is also camied out for puffin, black-
legged kittiwake and Manx shearwater.

Impact ID O-04 We advise that a displacement assessment is also camed out for fulmar.

Impact ID O-05 Barrier effects due to WTG presence is concluded to have no LSE, with a note
to say that barrier effects are considered within the disturbancefdisplacement assessment. It
is not clear whether this is suggesting that there is no LSE due to bamier effects, or that there
is LSE but it is assessed through the disturbance/displacement assessment therefore does
not need to be a separate impact pathway. We would suggest that the more appropriate
approach would be to conclude that there is LSE due to hamier effects in its own right, but it is
assessed through the disturbance/displacement assessment.

Impact ID 0-0F There is a lack of evidence around the potential interaction between Manx
shearwaters and offshore wind farms, particularty through nocturnal attraction caused by lights
on turbines. It has been suggested that Manx shearwaters show weak avoidance of OWFs as
they are rarely seen within the footprints, although shearwaters have been observed within
wind farms in the Celtic Sea, but this is based on limited evidence (Dierschke ef af. 2016). Itis
widely understood that Manx shearwaters can be aftracted to light at night, both on structures
such as boats, and on land, which can cause collision or the birds to become disorientated
and grounded (Merkel 2011; Ryan 1991). Attraction is most likely to occur in the late summer
(AugustiSeptember) when young binds are fledging, particularly in adverse weather conditions
when visibility is poor, such as fog (Montevecchi 2006). For the integrity of the Irish Sea Front
SPA to be maintained it is essential that birds from linked colonies are able to access the site.
Given the location of the proposal and that the Ifsh Sea Front SPA is designated as a foraging
location within the breeding season, it is unlikely that the integrity of this SPA will be affected.
Manx shearwaters forage almost entirely during daylight hours therefore any potential
attraction fo turbines lit up at light is unlikely to be a concemn for birds which will be foraging
within the SPA during the day {Dean et al. 2013). However, given the lack of data around the
hehaviour of fledglings leaving their colonies we would recommend consideration of the
potential impact of attraction and subsequent disorientation/collision at a colony level. Known
linked colonies including Skomer, Skokholm, Bardsey, Copeland, Rum and Lundy (sse
Conservation Advice here). Research has recommended that to reduce any potential impacts
of ight on shearwaters lights of lower intensity, of red colour and shaorter duration of “light-on”
periods should be used (Syposz et all 2021). Additionally, given the lack of evidence on the
interactions between this species and OWF, the density of birds in this region and the
imporiance of this species in terms of global conservation concem we would recommend
monitoring at this site to ensure any potential impacts are fully understood and mitigated for.

Thits Jovinit Waiure Corderabion Conmmibles [JHCC] i the Salinofy adviser io Govemment oh L and isbermalional JNCC Bupport Co. Regsisred i Englard

afufe conservaton on behall of e Counedl fr Mabwe Corsenation and the Countreside and  Walss, Company Mo 0S3S00E

Pabural Fesounoss Wakss, Matural England and MatureSo. b work coniribubes 0o mainiaening and enviching Fegmiersd Cffos: B0, Monkaions Hives,

bl dwarminy, oofeserdng Qe oical deanines and susiaenng raiunal syabenns Ciy Road, Peieborough, PET 10, LK
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Cluestion 9.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce
or eliminate LSE relevant to offshore ornithology?

There are relatively limited commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE listed.

Cluestion 9.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to ElA is sufficiently set out to
enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

Yes

Question 9.6: Do you agree with the proposed methodology for the CRM?
‘We largely agree with the proposed methodology for the CEM, however note our advice bhelow.
4.4 3.5 We advise that a collision assessment is also carried out for fulmar.

9.4 4.6 Note that for a collision risk assessment, densities of birds within the array area alone
are used to calculate the number of collisions.

49.7.3.8 We can provide avoidance rates and other parameters for use within a CRM which are
updates to the SNCE 2014 advice.

Question 9.7: Do you agree that Manx shearwater are not sensitive to either collision or
displacement impacts?

Mo, we advise that Manx shearwater are assessed for displacemant using the displacement
matrix approach.

Additional comments

9.4.1.5 note that analysis of the full 24 months of data collected (August 2021 to July 2023)
will need to be included in the ElA and HRA. Section 9.7.3.4 implies it will be, but it nesds
stating clearly.

Table 52 Clarty is required on whether the full 10% coverage from HiDef DAS has been
analysed and used for density estimates.

9.4 .35 What is the criteria used for assessing ‘numbers sufficient for potential LSE™?

9.4 3.6 We advise that a displacement assessment is also camied out for puffin, black-legged
kittiwake, and Manx shearwater.

9.4 3.7 We advise that a displacement assessment is camied out for Manx shearwater.

9446 It may be worth considering a model-based method to generate distribution maps for
key species. This may help identify if there are any hotspots of higher density of species which
may indicate whether particular mitigation measures could he considered.

9.7.3.10 We recommend that the survival rates from Horswill & Robinson (2015) are used to
calculate haseline mortality.

Annex 32.A Transhoundary Protected Sites Assessment Screening

Table 1.1 For the omithological receptors, there is nothing in the “Criteria and Definition”™ and
“Relevant distance! range to determine connectivity with qualifying features” rows on non-
hreeding season features.

Tt Jvird Blabune Conmervabion Commibioes [JMCC) & e sbabiony adviser i Sovemment on LI and inbernalional JHCE Buppart Co. Fagsiened i England

malire conserdation on behal of e Coused for Mabre Corssnation and te Couningside and  Walss, Company Moo O538I00E

Pabaral Reboroes Wiles, Matural England and MaloreBSom. B werk onirbubes 0o mainksining and enriching Regiiered Ofics: JNCT, Monksions Hisiss,
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Table 1.2 We welcome the use of Woodward et al 2019 mean max plus 1 standard deviation
foraging ranges. Mote that we advise that breeding season foraging ranges for razorbill and
quillemot are those within appendix 1 of Woodward et al 2019 which excludes data from Fair
lsle where foraging range may have been unusually high as a result of reduced prey availahility
during the study year. Therefore, the foraging range to use for razorbill is 73.8km + 48 4km
and for guillemot is 55.5km + 39.7km. Note that we advise specific SPA foraging ranges as
follows:

Gannet at Forth Islands SPA 590km (max)

Gannet at Grassholm SPA 516.7km {man)

Gannet at St Kilda SPA 709%m (max)

Common guillemot at all Northemn Isle SPAs 73.2 £ 80.5km = 153.7km {mean max
+130)

+ Razorhill at all Northemn Isle SPAs 88.7 + 75.9%km = 164 6km (mean max +15D)

Table 1.5 We would advise that the Insh Sea Front SPA is screened in for for barmier effects
and potentially indirect effects on prey. The Seas off St Kilda SPA can be screened out due to
its designation as a marine SPA, not a colony SPA, therefore there is no need to apply a
foraging range. The colony associated with Seas off 5t Kilda SPA is 5t Kilda SPA, sothis alone
should have a foraging range applied to it

Table 1.6 hists only collision and disturbance and displacement as effects screened in for
specific SPAs and features yet table 1.3 lists direct disturbance and displacement, collision
risk, barrier effects, indirect effects, and in-combination as potential effects to offshore
omithology. Mo rationale is given for not screening in barrier effects and indirect effects in tahle
1.6. This is particularly relevant for The Irish Sea Front SPA.

1.6.6.1 The Irish Sea Front SPA and St Kilda SPA should both be included in this list for
omithological receptors, but the Seas off St Kilda SPA can be removed.

Marine Mammal Advice

Cluestion 11.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for marine
mammals ?

As the study area allows for transhoundary impacts to be assessed, JNCC agrees with the
area identified.

Cluestion 11.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are sufficient to
adequately characterise the baseline?

The majority of the cetacean data sources provide coverage of the full Marine Mammal Study
Area. This allows transboundary impacts o be assessed, and we therefore agree with these
data sources (JNCC defers to the relevant SNCE for seal data sources).

Cluestion 11.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all stages of
the Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts Register (Annex
5.B)?

This Jovin Wature Conssnaiion Commilies [JHNCC) & e staiutony adviser io Covamment on /LI and intermalional JHCC Buppot Co. Regsiered in England

malire oomervabon on behall of the Councl for Mabuee Corseration and e Couninyside and  Wales, Company B 05380008

Pabral Fasouross Wabkss, Mabural Ergland and MatsreSol B work coniribubes b mainimining and enviching Fagiiered Offos” JWICC, Monkeions Houmse,

syl dwerminy, oofderdng geiogical feal e and SUening raiunal sywlems Ciy Road, Peisrdorough, PET 1J¥, UK
Page 193

Department of Infrastructure May 2024



Scoping Opinion for the Proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Project

Whilst we agree that all impactsfeffects have been identified, we would like to see mare
detail provided for the cumulative and transhoundary effects, as it is currently unclear which
impacts are relevant to these. We are also unsure why operational noise has been scoped
out and until we see more detail, we cannot agree to this. Whilst, operational noise is of less
concemn than consiruction noise, the wind farms will add nearly constant noise to a fixed area
over the course of two or more decades. The sounds generated have the potential for
causing displacement, physiological stress, barrier effects, the masking of biological
important sounds and temporary thresheld shifts (TTS onset) in sound sensitive animals,
particularly if they are attracted to the wind farm and chronically exposad to the sound. There
is very limited evidence (modelled or obsenved) on the effects of wind farm operational noise
on maring mammals and fish and the few existing measurements of sound emissions have
heen taken from relatively small wind farms with smaller turbines, and in shallower depths
than the ones planned to be built over the next decade and beyond in the Irish and Celtic
Seas.

CGuestion 11.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce
or eliminate LSE relevant to marine mammals?

We note that commitments towards reducing LSE of piling noise (i.e. noise abatement such
as bubble curtains) are not mentioned here. There is commitment to develop and implement
a Project Impact Monitoring and Mitigation Programme (Table 8.2, pg. 136), which we
welcome, but currently there is no detail on what this will entail.

Guestion 11.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently set out
to enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be ascertained?

JMCC i1s happy with the proposed approach.

Guestion 11.6: Do you agree that all key marine mammal species to be scoped into the
assessment have been identified?

Yes, although we would like to know which are the five species that have been recorded in
Isle of Man waters, but not an a regular basis (and have therefore not been scoped in).

Questions 11.7: Do you agree with the approach of defining two types of Study Areas
(i.e. Marine Mammal Study Area, and the species-specific Regional Study Areas), as a
more comprehensive way to characterise the baseline condition and assess potential
impacts of activities associated with the Proposed Development? If the answer is no,
please provide alternative way(s) for better definition of Study Area(s).

JMCC s happy for this approach to be used. As well as a focus on the immediate area
surmounding the development, it also considers the fact that marne mammals are mobile and
wide-ranging by acknowledaging the maring mammal management units.

Question 11.8: When are the Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPs) due to be published for
harbour and grey seal?

JWCC defers to the relevant SWNCB for this question.

Tt Suvired blabure Conmensaition Commiles [JRCC) B e sbabinny adviser io Sovermement on LK and inlernlional JHICE Bupport Co. Fegsiered i Englara

maline cofmervaten on behall of e Couned far Mabwe Corsenabion and e Couninesile el Walss, Company Me 3
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Benthic Ecology Advice

We agree with the conclusions presented in Annex 5.0 Transhoundary Screening that effects
may occur an benthic subtidal ecological receptors and that benthic ecology should be
considered further within the ElA. Priority should be given to avoiding impacts, and where this
is not possible, reducing impacts to an acceptahle level. Survey data should provide adeguate
evidence that habitats and species of nature conservation concem (including Annex | habitats)
are or are not presant.

We agres with the screening conclusions presented in Annex 32 4 Transhoundarny Protected
Sites Assessment Screening, which screens in both West of Walney MCZ and West of
Copeland MCZ.

We recommend that information on UK Offshore Marine Protected Areas (West of Walney
MCZ and West of Copeland MCZ) and associated conservation advice is accessed here and
the JNCC mapper here. This information should be used to fully consider the potential
transhoundary effects of the Proposed Development on these protected sites.

The Advice on Operations for these sites notes that the following pressures should be
considered within the assessment:

Changes in suspended solids (water clanty)

Infroduction or spread of invasive non-indigenous species (INIS)

Smothering and siltation rate changes (heavy)

Smothering and siltation rate changes (light)

Water flow (tidal cument) changes, including sediment transport considerations

We welcome further engagement on the transhoundary aspects of the Mooir Vannin offshore
windfarm if and when an application is received for consideration.

Please contact me with any questions regarding the above comments.

Yours sincerely,
Emma Thorpe
Offshore Industries Advice Manager

Email: Emma.Thorpe@jncc. gov.uk

T Juvirvd Maiuee Corssrabion Commilles [JHCC) B e stabutony edwiser i Sovemiment of U and inbermalional JHGE Buppot Co. Regeieied i Emgland
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Maritime &
Coastguard
Agency

pS

i

Dr Julian Carolan

Consent Project Manager

Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Ltd
By email to : mooirvannin@orsted.com

Dear Dr Carolan

Mick Salter

Maritime and Coastguard Agency
UK Technical Services — Navigation
105 Commercial Road
Southampton

SO151EG

www.gov.uk/mca

27 November 2023

Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm - Scoping Report Consultation

Thank you for your letter dated 18 October 2023 requesting comments on the scoping report
provided by Mooir Vannin Cffshore Wind Farm Ltd. The MCA welcomes the opportunity fo provide
comments under the above Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, and we would

comment as follows:

The development area camies a significant amount of through traffic with a number of shipping
routes, particularly femes, in close proximity. Attention needs to be paid to routing, particularly in
heavy weather ensuring shipping can continue to make safe passage without large-scale deviations.
The likely cumulative and in combination effects on shipping routes should be considered which will
be an important issue to assess for this project. It should consider the proximity to other windfarm
developments, other infrastructure and the impact on safe navigable sea room.

It is noted that a Navigational Risk Assessment will be submitted in accordance with MCA guidance
MGN 654 which is welcomed. The proximity to other offshore windfarms and loss of sea room will
need to be fully considered, with an appropnate assessment of the distances between ORE|
boundanes and shipping routes. The cumulative impacts of other windfarms, such as the proposed
Morgan offshore wind farm, will change routing and attention must be paid for ensuring the
established shipping routes in the Insh sea, particularly ferry routes and adverse weather routes,

can continue without unacceptable safety risks and deviations.

The MCA provides a Search and Rescue (SAR) service in Isle of Man waters and particular
consideration will need to be given to the implications of the site size and location on SAR resources
and Emergency Response Co-operation Plans (ERCoP). The report must recognise the level of
radar surveillance, AlS and shore-based VHF radio coverage and give due consideration for
appropnate mitigation such as radar, AlS receivers and in-field, Marine Band VHF radio
communications aenal(s) (VHF voice with Digital Selective Calling (DSC)) that can cover the entire
wind farm sites and their surrounding areas. A SAR checklist and an ERCoP will need to be
completed in consultation with MCA, as per MGN 654 Annex 5 SAR requirements. The turbine
layout design will require MCA approval prior to construction to minimise the nsks to SAR aircraft
and rescue boats operating within the site. Any additional SAR requirements, as per MGN 654
Annex 5, will be agreed at the approval stage.

Department of Infrastructure
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On the understanding that the shipping and SAR aspects are undertaken in accordance with MGN
654 and its annexes, MCA will be content with the approach and looks forward fo engaging with
Orsted as the project develops.

Yours sincerely,
bbbt —

Mick Salter
Offshore Renewables Lead
UK Technical Services - Navigation
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Diear Mrs Curphey,

Thank you for your recent letter dated 13 lanuary 2024 welcoming MCA comments an the scoping report for the propased Moaoir Yannin offshare wind farm in fsle of Man waters

Thie MCA has statubery responsibilittes in the UK in relation to our international obligations for vessel routing, safety of navigation and emergency responss, in regards to offs le energy i ilities are for ensuring

that the future of shipping is able to continue to operate safely in UK wabers. MCA provides a Search end Rescue [SAR) service in Isle of Man waters ard we also therefore have a respongibiity to ensure SAR resources and emergency fesponse is able
0 cantinue effectively

‘W hawe reviewed the scoping repart provided by Qrsted and | can confirm we would expect a Risk (MRA) ta be conducted a5 part of th This will includa elemants of both navigation and emergency
raspONse i it assessment. MCA prwdes gukdance to developers in condurting NAAS In MGNES4 Safety af Gffshore. Energy foRETs) an LK Proctice, Safety and Respanse
{availabde from hitps:y) vk faffshs W energy-ndEllanonsampact-on-shipping) and we would expect the Mooir Vannin NRA to contain the required elements to this standard, | can mﬁrrn we would lie 1o remain
engaged in the ES process and we would welcome the onnclrtunlt\r 1o review the MRA and ES for camment.

For your Informataan, we were consulted by Drsted on the scoping report last year and | have sttached our respanse.

Please do not hesitate to contact me f you would like to discuss any of the above, We look forward to engaging with yourselves and Drsted as the project develops.

Host regards,

Hick

Mick Salter +44 |0) 20 38LT 2554
oOffshore Renewables Lead +44 [0) 7786 922630

UK Technical Servh i sov.uk

Maritine 8 Coastguard Agency
Maritime & Spring Placs
=" |Coastquard 105 Commerrial fioad,
Agercy southampton, S015 166G

E ﬂ u E m Safer Lives, Safer Ships, Cleaner Seas

WWWLEDY UE MCE

NatureScot

Caution: This email ks from an external sender. Please take care before opening any sttachments or following any links.
| am writing in response to the recent scoping consultation regarding the above proposed offshare wind farm,
We have no comment to make in respect of the provision of scoping adwice.
W wish ter be consulted, if the application and accompanying information including the EIA and HRA, there are predicted impacts to Scottish designated sites [/ features.
Future correspondence should continue to be sent to ! manneenergy @rature.seot where it will b2 picked up and acted upon.

With best wishes

Erica
Erica Knott | Marine i Manager | Coasts and Seas| | Battieby, Redgortan, Perth PH1 IEW | 01738 458574
nature.seot | @nature scol | Scothend’s Moture Agency | Buidheann Nedair no b-Alba
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Northern

Lighthouse Bkt
Board Tel: 0131 473 3100

Fanc: 0131 2202053

Website: www_nlb_org.uk
Email: enguiriesi@nib.org.uk

Your Ref: Miooir Vannin OWF - Scoping Report
Our Ref: AL/OPS/ML/WIND_008_24

Wrs Emilly Curphey

Chief Officer — Department of Infrastructure

Sea Terminal Building

Douglas

Isle of Man

IM1 2RF 19 January 2024

Thank you for your e-mail correspondence dated 18™ January 2024 relating to the Scoping Report submitted
by Moaoir Vannin Offshore Windfarm Ltd, providing Northern Lighthouse Board the opportunity to comment
on the proposed Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm development in our role as the General Lighthouse
Authority (GLA) for the Isle of Man. NLE have already provided comment directly to the applicant in October
2023.

Morthern Lighthouse Board note that the proposed wind farm will consist of up to 100 fixed bottom Wind
Turbine Generators (WTG) and up to 5 Offshore Substations (055) and various inter-array and export cables.
It is also noted that various options remain for export cable routing, induding potential landfalls within both
England and Wales, and the Republic of Irefand, as well as the Isle of Man.

Morthemn Lighthouse Board also note Chapter 14 — Shipping & Navigation, with particular reference to Table
14.2 — Relevant Commitments to Shipping and Mavigation, and the intention to develop both an ‘Aid to
Mavigation Plan’ (Co33) and a ‘Lighting and Marking Plan’ {Cod3) in conjunction with NLB.

In relation to Co36 (Development of Emergency Response Co-operation Plan (ERCoP)), NLB wish to highlight
the need to include a wreck response section within the ERCoP document.

NLB respedts your privacy and is committed to protecting your personal data.
To find cut more, please see our Privacy Motice at www.nlbore.uk/lesal-notices)

In Salutern Omnium
For the Safety of All
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Belooir Vannin O%WF — Sooping Report
Mrs E Curpihesy
g2

Morthern Lighthouse Board also welcome the intention to indude cumulative impacts of both existing and
proposed offshore infrastructure within the NRA, and also the intention of Orsted to engage with
neighbouring offshore wind developments 5o as to limit cumulative effects on navigation within the region.

MLE have no objection to the content of the Scoping Report, and no suggestions for additional content.

Yours sincerely
|

[Fer ! ey

Peter Douglas
Mavigation Manager

MLB resgacts your privacy and is cormmitted to protecting your personal data.
Tao find out more, please see our Privacy Notice at wiww.nlbore uk/legal-notices/

In Salutem Omnium
For the Safety of All
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An Reinn Tithiochta,

Rialtais Aititil agus Oidhreachta
Department of Housing,

Local Government and Heritage

25 February 2024

Mrs Emily Curphey

Chief Officer

Department of Infrastructure
Sea Terminzl Building
Douglas

Isle of Man

IM1 2RF

By email only to: OffshoreDevelopments DO @ zow.im

Re: Request by @rsted (Isle of Man) for Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm, Isle of Man

Dear Mrs Curphey,

| refer to your letter dated 18 January 2024, giving formal notification in relation to the abowe-
mentioned proposed new Offshore Wind Farm, which is at pre-application stage in the Isle of
Man's development process.

| note in the scoping report prepared on behalf of the Department of Infrastructure, Isle of Man,
that potential transboundary issues have been identified for Ireland from the proposed
development due to its nature and location.

Im accordance with this we have contacted our colleagues overseeing policy areas likely to be of
transboundary interest for their cbservations. We have attached their responses as appropriate.

Im light of their obsenvations | wish to confirm, on behalf of the Minister for Housing, Local
Government and Heritage, that Ireland wishes to be engaged in this process if and when an
application is received for consideration. In that regard, we would welcome if the EIAR for this
development includes chapters covering the transboundary issues identified for Ireland at the
scoping stage, and specifically those issues identified by our colleagues in the attached
responses.

Moting that the application is at the pre-application stage, we await further notification of when
the transboundary EIA procedure officially begins. Please ensure that any communications in this
regard are also issued to transboundaryeia@housing. gov.ie.

Teach an Chustaim, Baile Atha Cliath 1, DO1WEXD
Custom Howse, Dubdin 1, D01 WaXD

T +353 1 888 2000 | transboundaryeia@housing.gov.ie
www. gow iehousing
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Yours sincerely,

Debor. Grabsn

Declan Grehan

Assistant Principal

EU & International Planning Regulation

Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage
Ireland
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Cyfoeth
Naturiol _
Cymru Ein cyfiOur Ref: AOS-22426-0001

Natural Eich cyf/Your ref: NRW:01001067
Resources Ebost/Email: marine.area advice@cvioethnaturioleymru. gov.uk
Wales

@rsted Mooir Vannin
£ Howick Place
Westminster
London

SWIP 1WG

Mooirvannin@orsted.com

Dyddiad/Date: 28/11/2023
Annwyl [ Dear Julian Carolan,

(In anticipation of coming into force) Marine Infrastructure Management Act 2016
(MIMA 2016) — Section 15

ElIA Scoping Opinion consultation regarding an application by Mooir Vannin Offshore
Windfarm Limited to the Department of Infrastructure, Isle of Mann for a Marine
Infrastructure Consent for the Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm (the Proposed
Development)

Thank you for consulting Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru / Natural Resources Wales (NRW) on the
ElA scoping opinion for the above proposal, received on 18/10/2023. NEW Advisory (A) has
reviewed the information provided in the ‘Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Scoping Report,
181072023 Rev 071"

Please note that the comments provided herein are made without prejudice to any (further)
advice NRW may need to give, or decisions NRW may need to take, in a project specific
context should different circumstances or new information emerge that NEW will need fo take
into account.

MRV (A) comments provided in this response necessarily focus on those matters that we
consider need to be taken info account and applied to the Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA) and the resulting Environmental Statement (ES). In order to aid review where possible
our comments are provided under chapter headings from the Scoping Report.

With respect to the advice contained within this document and which relate to nature
conservation interests within Welsh inshore waters, reference to Welsh Offshore waters and
English Onshore [ Offshore waters may be made in view of potential mobile species and
potential transboundary and cumulative impacts on the Welsh inshore marine area and
protected sites. Where potential impacts are wholly within Welsh offshore waters or English
Onshore [ Offshore waters, NEW (A) defer to comments provided by the Joint Nature
Conservation Committee (JNCC) and Matural England (NE) respectively.

1
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conservation body at the earliest opportunity to seek pre-application advice on this
aspect of the project.

Please do not hesitate to contact us if you require further information or clanfication on any of
the above.

Y gywir { Yours sincerely,

Rhead

Rebekah Newstead

Uwch Gynghorydd Morol — Rhaglen Ynni Adnewyddadwy ar y Mor) /
Senior Marine Adwvisor — Offshore Renewable Energy Programme
Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru / Natural Resources Wales
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Overarching Comments/Key issues

« MNREW (A) welcome consultation by Mooir Vannin Offshore Windfarm Limited for the
Mooir Vannin Offshore Windfarm. Overall NRW (A) advise that the application would
benefit from clarity in approach to EIA, surrounding the use of a consistent approach
to methodology and relevant language for use in EIA assessment. NEW (A) has
approached this consultation through the application of provision of EIA and HRA as
they exist in Wales to transboundary significant effects. Detailed comments have been
made under the relevant sections in the following annex, including MEW (A)'s
responses to the questions posed to consultees. The key areas that need addressing
are summarised as follows:

s  With regards to Marine Omithology, NEW (A) advise that 24 months of survey data
are used to assess any potential Likely Significant Effect (LSE) and that species are
not scoped out until this is available. Furthermore NRW (A) recommend assessment
of LSE on non-breeding season features of Special Protection Areas (SPA’s). NEW
(A) consider that there is limited commitment to reduce LSE for Omithology and
recommend consideration of the highest minimum rotor clearance of turbines fo
reduce collision risk estimates and the contribution of the project to cumulativefin-
combination effects.

s From a Marine Mammal perspective, NEW (A) welcome the use of Management Units
for the regional study area and advise that NEWW's position on the use of Marine
Mammal Management Unit (MMMU) considers that OSPAR. region 11l is the
appropriate scale at which to consider offsite impacts to grey seal. NREW (A)
recommend the additional use of Evans & Waggitt 2023 as a baseline data source and
advise that the final density estimates used for assessment should be agreed via
consultation with the relevant organisations and SNCB's. Furthermore, the use of
Digital Aenal Survey data needs to be considered in light of any limitations of the
approach with respect to marine mammals. NEW (A) advise that the LSE screening
currently lacks justification for ruling out LSE for marine mammals using a distance-
based rationale.

s FRegarding Fish and Shellfish, NEW (&) advise that Migratory Fish Ecology Receptors
are screened into Transboundary Protected Sites Assessment (PSA) Screening. NEW
(A) further advise that diadromous fish features for North Wales protected sites,
including the Dee Estuany/ Aber Dyfrdwy SAC, as well as the nver Dee and Bala Lake/
Afon Dyfrdwy a Liyn Tegid SAC are incorporated in assessments of transboundary
effects to migratory fish

s NREW (A) note that a number of potential cable route options are being considered one

of which is within Welsh waters with a landfall on the Welsh coast. We strongly advise
lizising with WRW as both manne licensing authonty and appropniate nature
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5 References

1 General Comments

1. NREW (A) recommend consistency in the approach to EIA, with particular regards to the
process, documentation and language. Currently there is overlap in terminology with UK
legislation but substantial differences in how this terminology is used and applied.
Examples of this occur within “How to read this Scoping Reporf”, which uses terminology
typically used in Habitats Regulation Assessments (‘'Likely Significant Effect’ as a specific
assessment stage). Furthermore, the citation for Chapter 5 EIA Methodology, Section
3.5.4, Table 5.3 " Significance Gategories and Typical Descriptions”, does not include LSE
in the Table 3.7 of the source document (DMREB, 2019). While it is common to make a
determination as to the significance category that may be considered 'significant in EIA
term’, this is not typically referred to as LSE.

2. NEW (A) advise that the purpose of the evidence plan process would benefit from
additional clarity, as it is not clear at this stage why an evidence plan would not be applied
to pathways with potential significant levels of impact, fo support the more detailed
assessment.
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3. Responses to General Questions to consultees

Chapter 1 Introduction Section 1.8 Questions to Consultees, Question 1.1: Is it
clear which infrastructure and associated activities a Scoping Opinion is being
sought for?

NRW (A) agree that it is clear which infrastructure and associated activities a Scoping
Opinion is being sought for.

Question 2.1: Are you satisfied that all relevant overarching legislation, policy
and guidance has been identified within this Chapter (noting that topic specific
legislation, policy and guidance are noted within those topic chapters)?

NRW provide the following information to support environmental assessments of
Marine Developments:

NRW guidance for Offshore Wind Developments which includes guidance on

consenting and assessments, guidance on receptors and guidance on data for
assessments.

NRW guidance for Marine Developments which includes specific guidance for manne
receptors

NRW guidance on Scoping and Preparing an Environmental Impact Assessment for
Marine Developments

NRW Marine and Coastal Evidence Reports

Legislation relevant to marine vertebrates in Wales; Natural Eesources Wales [ Marine
vertebrate conservation leqislation in Wales

Chapter 3 Project Description Section 3.11 Question to Consultees, Question
3.1: Is the definition of the Proposed Development and how it forms part of the
Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm (the "‘Whole project’) clear?

NRW (A) agree that definition of the Proposed Development and how it forms part of
the Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm (the "Whole project’) is clear.

Chapter 4 Site Selection & Consideration of Alternatives, Question 4.1: Is the
process by which the Proposed Development's design has been, and will be,
refined via the RPSS process clear?

NREW [A) agree that process by which the Proposed Development’s design has been,
and will be, refined via the RPSS process is clear.
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Offshore Ornithology

1 Key Issues

NEW (&) recommend that a full 24 months of survey data are used to assess any
potential LSE, and that species are not scoped out from potential impacts until this is
available.

NEW (&) recommend that consideration is given to non-breeding season features of
SPA's and that these non-breeding season impacts are screened in at the Likely

Significant Effect Stage (LSE) where appropriate.

NEW (A) recommends that consideration is given to the recent Welsh Manne Mammal
and Bird Atlas (Evans & Waggitt 2023) as a baseline data source.

NEW (A) consider that whilst there is relatively imited commitment to reduce or eliminate
LSE for Omithology, we welcome and recommend the commitment to ‘development and
adherence to marine pollution and contingency plan” and ‘development of project impact
moenitoring and mitigation programme’.

Recommendation is also given to maximisation of the minimum rotor clearance of
turbines to reduce collision risk estimated and minimise the projects contribution to
cumulative/in-combination collision effects.

NEW (A) recommends that a displacement assessment is conducted for Manx
shearwater for all phases of the development

2.2 Detailed Comments

221, Annex 32 A Transboundary Protected Site Assessment Screening

10. Regarding Marine Omithology, NRW (A)'s pnmary area of interest for offshore omithology

11.

for this project is on transboundary impacts to Welsh designated sites, therefore our focus
is on the information contained in Annex 32 A Transboundary Protected Sites
Assessment Screening. NRW (A) have also reviewed and provided comment on the
approaches to the EIA for offshore omithology, including the proposed methodologies, set
out in Chapter 9 and have also provided response to the specific offshore omnithology
related questions set out in Chapter 9, as these are related to the transboundary impacts
to Welsh designated sites, as the predicted EIA impacts will be used in apportioning
impacts to Welsh designated sites.

With reference to Table 1.1: It is unclear where there is a difference between the 'Criteria
and Definition” and also the ‘Relevant distance/range to determine connectivity with
qualifying features’ listed for Criterion 1A and 18 for omithological receptors, as these
appear to be the same for both criterion.
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12.For the omnithological receptors in Table 1.1; the “Criteria and Definition’ and ‘Relevant
distance/ range to determine connectivity with qualifying features’ rows focus on breeding
season features only and there is no consideration of non-breeding season features (e.g.
wintering waterbird features of SPAs that may pass through the Mooir Vannin site on
migration to these SPAs and hence be at nisk of collision) — NRW [A) recommend that
non-breeding season features are also considered.

12.NRW (A) welcome the use of Woodward et al. (2019) mean max plus 1 standard
deviation foraging ranges within Table 1.2. We also suggest that a cross check is
undertaken against colony specific foraging ranges to ensure no relevant colonies missed
are from being screened in.

14.With reference to paragraph 1.6.3.4, which states: 'All non-breeding season impacts for
seabirds at sites out with the maximum foraging range + 15D were screened out for SPAs
further than 300 km from the site of the Proposed Development’. With regard to non-
breeding season impacts, NRW (A) advise that for seabird species covered by Furness
(2015), all sites within the relevant species-specific Biogeographic Biologically Defined
Minimum Population Scales (BOMPS) region are screened in at the Likely Significant
Effect (LSE) stage due to connectivity during the non-breeding season and there being
potential impact pathways. Screening sites out at LSE screening stage based on specific
distances risks missing some sites with wide-ranging features during the non-breeding
season. However, in this case, we suggest that consideration is given to the approach
taken in the Morecambe Generation Assets PEIR where potential connectivity in the non-
breeding season has been assumed for SPA populations that contribute =1% of the
BOMPS population.

15.With regards to Table 1.6 —Table of sites and features identified for Ornithology receptors:
« NRW (A) note that for breeding species (e.g. tem features of Anglesey Tems /

Morwenoliaid Yrys Mén SPA, The Dee Estuary SPA), whilst the effects considered for
these species are listed as migratory collision risk, the source-pathway-receptor is
listed as ‘the Proposed Development has no connectivity with breeding features based
on mean-maximum +15D foraging range (Woodward et al. 2019). Therefore, LSE can
be discounted in relation to all effects alone or in-combination.” However, we note that
foraging ranges are relevant for the breeding season only, which is when birds are
constrained by returning to colonies to provision chicks. NRW (A) advise that foraging
ranges are not relevant for the migratory period and recommend that potential
connectivity should be based on whether the proposed development sits within the
broad migratory front for the species and whether the species flies at potential collision
risk height, and hence whether there is potential for birds from the SPA to pass
through the development on migration and hence be at nisk of collision.

¢ (Given that the proposed development is located within foraging range of Manx
shearwater from Aberdaron Coast and Bardsey Island / Glannau Aberdaron ac Ynys

Enlli SPA and that NRW (A) recommend that Manx shearwater are assessed for
disturbance and displacement. We recommend that this SPA is screenad in for LSE
for displacement for Manx shearwater.
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« NRW (A) note that the qualifying features of the Skomer, Skokholm and seas off
Pembrokeshire / Sgomer, Sgogwm a moroedd Penfro (SSSP) SPA are breeding Manx
shearwater, European storm petrel, Atlantic puffin and lesser black-backed gull and a
breeding seabird assemblage. Guillemot, razorbill and black-legged kittiwake are not
qualifying features in their own right but are (along with the 4 qualifying species)
named components of the assemblage feature.

« Whilst the proposed development may be located outside of foraging range of the
puffin and lesser-black-backed gull qualifying features (and also of guillemot, razorbill
and kittiwake as assemblage components) of the SSSP SPA, consideration of impacts
to these features outside of the breeding season should also be given — we suggest
consideration is given to our suggested approach above regarding screening impacts
in the non-breeding season.

e Given that the proposed development is located within foraging range of Manx
shearwater from the S55P SPA and that NEW (A) recommend that Manx shearwater
are assessed for disturbance and displacement, we recommend that this is SPA s
screened in for LSE for displacement for Manx shearwater.

2.2.2. Chapter 9 Offshore Omithology

16.With reference to Sections 9.4.3.5 and 9.4 3.6, NRW (A) advise that more detail is
required with respect to the criteria and data sources used for assessing ‘numbers
sufficient for potential LSE'. Until the full 24 months of survey data are available and
analysed, we do not recommend scoping species out from potential impacts.

17.NRW (A) note that species that may pass through the project site on migration (e.g.
waterbirds, skuas, terns etc) shouldn't be excluded from any final assessment based on
low numbers recorded during site-based digital aenal surveys alone. Migrants may travel
through an area continuously for certain times of year, but this may not be adequately
captured by baseline charactensation surveys which represent a snapshot of conditions at
the particular time of the survey. Therefore, assessments should account for the flux of
such birds on passage through the sites, e g. though migration modelling approaches
such as SOSSMAT: SOSSMAT _Instructions.pdf (bto.org) or MIGROPATH (developed by
Apem). We recommend that this should also be considered for quantifying impacts of
migratory collision for waterbird features of UK SPAs for transboundary assessments.

18.With regards to Section 9.4.3.6, NRW (A) advise that a displacement assessment is also
carmied out for gannet, puffin and Manx shearwater. As gannet may be impact by both
collision and displacement, we also advise that the combined impact of collision plus
displacement is carried out for gannet.

19.Within Section 9.4.4, NRW [A) note that abundance estimates will be generated using
design-based methods and confidence intervals will be generated by bootstrapping. We
also note that unidentified species will be apportioned to the individual species making up

8
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the species group based on ratios of positively identified species in the surveys — we note
this is standard practice for Welsh offshore wind farm assessments and welcome the
approach. We also note that it is standard practice to apply an availability bias correction
to estimates of diving species, such as auks, to account for birds diving underwater and
not visible at the time the plane flew over and we would recommend that this approach is
also taken for this project.

20.With reference to Section 9.7.2.10. NEW (A) recommend that the survival rates from
Horswill & Robinson (2015) are used to calculate baseline mortality.

21.Highly Pathogenic Avian Influenza (HPAI): Given that the surveys were undertaken over
the penod of ime when HPAI has impacted seabird colonies (since summer 2022), NRW
{A) recommend that consideration should be given to impacts of HPAI in the
assessments.

2.2.3. Chapter 9 Omithology Section 9.8 Question to Consultees

Question 9.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for
offshore omithology?

NRW (A) agree with Study Area identified for offshore ornithology

Question 9.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are
sufficient to adequately characterise the baseline?

NRW (A) welcome that digital aenal survey data has been collected for the array area
and a 4km buffer. We advise that the digital aenal survey data collected for this project
should be the primary data source used for the analysis. We note that analysis of the
full 24 months of data collected (August 2021 to July 2023) will need to be included in
the EIA and HRA (for transboundary designated sites). Section 9.7.3.4 implies that the
full 24 months of data will be included, we recommend that this needs to be stated

clearly.

NREW [A) advise that further information is included descrbing how the design of the
digital aerial survey design has been decided. To determine whether the survey
coverage (10%, as indicated in paragraph 9.4.1.5 and Table 9.2) and design would
provide an adequate baseline characterisation, we would expect that evidence from a
power analysis is used. The level of coverage required to be sufficient for baseline
characterisation will depend on the nature of the area being surveyed and the
abundance and distnbution of receptors across the area. We advise that a power
analysis should be undertaken to inform survey design and ensure that such designs
maximise the probability of detecting changes in abundance and distribution through
future comparison with data that may be collected post-consent. Webb et al. (2014)
provide some examples of power analyses applied to sampling of focal bird species
within a marine Special Protection Area (SPA).

In addition to the baseline data sources listed in Table 9.2, we recommend that
consideration could also be given to the recent Welsh Marine Mammal and Bird Atlas
(Evans & Waggitt 2023).
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Question 9.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all
stages of the Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts
Register (Annex 5.B)?

NRW (A) agree in general with the impacts/effects identified. However, there are
specific impactsieffects upon which we have the following specific comments:

Impact ID O-01: This impact is temporary habitat loss/ disturbance and displacemeant
due to vessel activity during construction and decommissioning. NRW (A) note that the
Justification for the maximum design scenario (MDS) states that the "MDS identifies the
maximum number of structures maximum lengths of cable to be installed, requiring the
greatest number of vessels and therefore the greatest potential for accidental
pollution’. We query whether this should actually be *._ .. requinng the greatest number
of vessels and therefore reflecting the greatest potential temporary habitat
loss/disturbance and displacement due to vessel activity’.

Impact ID 0-03: We advise that a displacement assessment is also carmed out for
puffin, Manx shearwater and gannet.

Impact ID O-05: This impact (bamier effects due to WTG presence) is concluded to
have no LSE, with the further evidence column stating that there will be ‘provision of
assessment methodology note that incorporates consideration of barrier effects within
the disturbance/displacement assessment.” It is unclear whether this is suggesting that
there is no LSE due to barrier effects, or that there is LSE, but it is assessed through
the disturbance/displacement assessment and therefore does not need to be
considered in a separate impact pathway. NRW (A) recommend that the most
appropriate approach would be to conclude that there is LSE due to barmier effects in
its own right, but for it to be assessed through the disturbance/displacement
assessment.

Question 9.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to
reduce or eliminate LSE relevant to offshore ornithology?

There are relatively limited commitments to reduce or eliminate LSE listed for
omithology. However, we do welcome within Annex 3.4 Commitments Register the
inclusion of Cod: ‘'development and adherence to marine pollution and contingency
plan’ and Co7: ‘development of project impact monitoring and mitigation programme’.

NRW (A) recommend that consideration is given to raising the minimum rotor
clearance of turbines by as much as possible, as this would reduce collision risk
estimates generated by the project and also minimise the project’s contnbution to the
cumulativefiin-combination collision totals by as much as is possible.

Question 9.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to ElA is sufficiently set
out to enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be
ascertained?

In general, NRW (A) agree, however we provide further comments on Chapter 9in
response to the subsequent questions as set out below.

10
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Question 9.6: Do you agree with the proposed methodology for the CRM?

Largely yes. NRW (A) note that for Collision Risk Modelling (CRM) densities of birds
within the array area alone should be used in calculating the number of collisions. With
regard to avoidance rates and other input parameters to use with CRM, NEW can
provide advice on avoidance rates and other parameters for use within CRM which are

updates to the SNCB 2014 advice.

Question 9.7: Do you agree that Manx shearwater are not sensitive to either
collision or displacement impacts?

NEW [A) do not agree that Manx shearwater are not sensitive to either collision or
displacement impacts. We note that Manx shearwaters have been shown to avoid the
windfarm at North Hoyle in Liverpool Bay (see Table 3 of Dierschke et al. 2016) and
therefore we recommend that a displacement assessment is conducted for Manx
shearwater for all phases of the development.

3 Marine Mammals

3.1 Key Issues

22 NRW (A) welcome the use of Management Units for the regional study area and advise
that NRW's position on the use of Marine Mammal Management Unit (MMMU) considers
that OSPAR region Il is the appropriate scale at which to consider offsite impacts to grey
seal.

23 NRW (A) recommend the additional use of Evans & Waggitt 2023 as a baseline data
SOUrce.

24 NEW (A) recommend that Digital Aerial Survey data needs to be considered in light of
any limitations of the approach with respect to marine mammals and that the final density
estimates used for assessment should be agreed via consultation with the relevant
organisations and SNCB's.

25 NRW (A) advise that the LSE screening currently lacks justification for ruling out LSE for
marine mammals using a distance-based rationale.

3.2 Detailed Comments
3.2.1 Annex 32 A Transboundary Protected Sites Assessment Screening

26.With reference to Section 1.6 Screening for Approprate Assessment — alone and in-
combination NEWW's position on the use of marne mammal management units for

conservation with marine mammal features outlines that NRW (A) generally consider that
the appropriate scale at which to consider offsite impacts for grey seal to be OSPAR
region lll. However, NRW (A} are content that all relevant SACs for marine mammal
annex |l species have included in Table 1.5 for the screening, but note the exclusion of

11
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Skomer MCZ, which would fall within OSPAR 1. The position also outlines NEW
recommendations for appropriate assessment.

27.NEW (A) advise that the LSE screening currently lacks justification for ruling out LSE for
marine mammals using a distance-based rationale. We recommend that for some
pathways this is inconsistent with using a MU approach for mobile species which may be
associated with a site a distance away but fransit to the project area. It may be possible to
robustly justify this conclusion with altemative rationale, depending on the available
information.

3.2.2 Chapter 11 Marne Mammals Section 11.8 Questions fo Consultees

Question 11.1: Do you agree with the Study Area that has been identified for
marine mammals?

NRW (A) are content with the use of MU's for the Regional Study Area for cetaceans
but note NRW's position on the use of marne mammal management units for
screening and assessment in habitats requlations assessments for special areas of
conservation with marine mammal features in respect to grey seal, whereby we
generally consider that the appropriate scale at which to consider offsite impacts to be
OSPAR region l11.

Question 11.2: Do you agree that the baseline data sources identified are
sufficient to adequately characterise the baseline?

NRW (A) highlight the following additional data source Evans, P.G.H. and Waggitt, J.J.
2023. Modelled Distribution and Abundance of Cetaceans and Seabirds in Wales and
Surrounding Waters. NRW Evidence Report, Report No: 646, 354 pp. Natural
Resources Wales, Bangor.

NRW (A) advise that the suitability of data ansing from the Digital Aerial Survey will
need to be considered carefully in light of the limitations of the approach in respects fo
marine mammals and the final density estimate used for assessment should be
agreed via consultation with relevant organisations and SNCBs. This suitability
assessment should consider aspects including but not limited to sample size,
detection probability, weather conditions, species identification confidence and
apportioning of unidentified individuals.

Question 11.3: Do you agree that all impacts/ effects that could arise from all
stages of the Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts
Register (Annex 5.B)?

NRW (A) agree that all impacts/ effects that could anse from all stages of the
Proposed Development have been identified within the Impacts Reqgister (Annex 5.B).

Question 11.4: Do you agree on the suitability of the proposed commitments to
reduce or eliminate LSE relevant to marine mammals?

12
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MRW (A) agree in principle on the suitability of the proposed commitments to reduce
or eliminate LSE relevant to marine mammals, though advise that this is dependent on
the content of the final documentation.

Question 11.5: Do you agree that the proposed approach to EIA is sufficiently
set out to enable a robust assessment allowing likely significance to be
ascertained?

NEW [A) recommend that approach to EIA would benefit from clanfication where there
is overlap in terminology related to EIA and HRA, for example the use of LSE as a
specific assessment stage typically used in HRA assessment used in EIA scoping.
Clarity in the process, documentation and language relevant to the environmental
assessment would benefit the robust assessment required to ascertain likely
significance within the EIA.

The following documents contain relevant information on NEW's positions regarding
assessment approaches for marine mammals;

NEW's Position on Assessing the effects of hearng injury from underwater noise for
environmental assessments

"
(Phocoena phocoena) from underwater noise

NBEW's position on determining adverse effect on site inteqgrity for manne mammal site
features in Wales in relation to potential anthropogenic removals (mortality) from

manne developments

Question 11.6: Do you agree that all key marine mammal species to be scoped
into the assessment have been identified?

MRW (A) agree that all key marine mammal species to be scoped into the assessment
have been identified

Questions 11.7: Do you agree with the approach of defining two types of Study
Areas (i.e. Marine Mammal Study Area, and the species-specific Regional Study
Areas), as a more comprehensive way to characterise the baseline condition
and assess potential impacts of activities associated with the Proposed
Development? If the answer is no, please provide alternative way(s) for better
definition of Study Area(s)

MRW (A) agree that in principle the chosen approach appears suitable, but this would
be dependent on the methods used to reach a final conclusion regarding level of
impact. NRW’s position on the use of MU’s outlines the current recommended
approach, which would focus on the Regional Study Areas utilising MU's.

Question 11.8: When are the Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPs) due to be
published for harbour and grey seal?

13
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Teena Oulaghan
Safeguarding Manager
Ministry of Defence
Safeguarding Department
St George's House
DEfence DIO Headquarters
Infrastructure DMS Whittington
: . Lichfield
Organisation Staffordshire
WS14 9PY
Mark Syme
Isle Of Man Government Tel: 07970170924
E-mail: NO-ssfequarding-wird i@mod.gov. uk
Your Reference: SCOPING WAL
Our Reference: DIO100680668 03 May 2024

Dear Paul,
Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind Farm Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping Report

Thank you for consulting the Ministry of Defence (MOD) on the above Scoping Opinion reguest
in respect of the Mooir Vannin Offshore Windfarm proposal.

The Defence Infrastructure Organisation (DIO) Safeguarding Team represents the Ministry of
Defence (MOD) as a consultee in UK planning and energy consenting systems to ensure that
development does not compromise or degrade the operation of defence sites such as
aerodromes, explosives storage sites, air weapon ranges, and technical sites or training
resources such as the Military Low Flying System.

It is acknowledged that, at this time, details of the precise location, dimensions, and configuration
of the trbines and associated infrastructure are not available and that the project will be
progressed using the design envelope adopted for the whole project. The design envelope is
located wholly the Isle of Man jurisdiction. Within the design envelope the development would
comprise:

Up to 100 Wind Turbine Generators (WTGs);
Foundations;

Array cables;

Offshore Substations and Offshore Cables; and
Scour, cable crossings and cable protection.

The maximum blade tip height of the wind turbines is expected to be no greater than 389metres
above Lowest Astronomical Tide, with a maximum rotor diameter of 320m.

I write to confirm the safeguarding position of the MOD on information that should be provided in
the Environmental Statement to supporl any application, this response is based on the *Mooir
Vannin Offshore Wind Farm “Scoping Report” dated 18 October 2023) which recognises some of
the principal defence issues that will be of relevance to the progression of the proposed
development.

The use of airspace for defence purposes in the vicinity of the proposed development have been
appropriately identified and considered. Chapter 17 Military & Civil Aviation of the Scoping Report
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considers some of the aviation and radar systems that may be affected by the proposed wind
farm.

The report identifies that turbines have the potential to affect and be detectable to, the Primary
Surnveillance Radars (FSR) and that the nearest military PSRs are Spadeadam Berry Hill and
Deadwater Fell, West Freugh, RAF Valley and Warton Asrodrome. The report also acknowledges
the Air Defence Radars (ADR) al RAF Briziee. Potential interference with military air traffic control
during both construction and operational phases has been acknowledged and the impact on ADR
at Brizlee Wood has been scoped out. The MOD accepts these conclusions, given the turbine
specification and on the basis of the information currently available it is not anticipated that the
proposed offshore would affect military radar systems.

Eskmeals Danger Area

The applicant has correctly identified at section 17.4.2.11 of the report, that the Mooir Vannin
offshore amay area coincides with a military danger area; the Eskmeals Danger Area. The
proposad array area will fall within Danger Areas D406C and D406B. The applicant has identified
these danger areas as a key receplor. These danger areas serve lo protect the weapons testing
gctivities undertaken at the Eskmeals Range on the Cumbrian coast As stated in the Scoping
Report, weapons, ordnance, munitions and explosives are fired into D406C and D406B. The
development of an offshore wind array within any danger area would be incompatible with the
firing activities undertaken within them.

Question 17.8, under Section 17.8 Questions lo Consultees, asks if it is possible to reduce the
size of D406C and D406B. The MOD will engage with the applicant, and also the Isle of Man
Government, separately to discuss this matter. We will make contact in due course.

Unexploded Ordpance (UXO)
The potential for unexploded ordnance (UXO0) to be present within the development area and the
necessity for clearance should be considered. The potential presence of UXO and disposal sites

should be a consideration during the installation and decommissioning of turbines, cables, and
any other infrastructure, or where other intrusive works are necessary.

MOD Safeguarding wishes to be consulted and notified about the progression of this proposal
and any subsequent application{s)that may be submitied relating to it to verify that it will not
adversely affect defence interests.

| trust this is clear however should you have any guestions please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours faithfully

|

Teesna Oulaghan
Safeguarding Manager
DIO Safeguarding
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The following transboundary consultees were contacted for comment on the Mooir Vannin Offshore Wind

Farm Scoping Report.

Consultee Response

UK HSE Response received
Maritime and Coastguard Agency Response received
The Marine Management Organisation Nil response
Marine Scotland Nil response

The Environment Agency

Response received

The Joint Nature Conservation Committee

Response received

The Crown Estate Commissioners Nil response
Crown Estate Scotland Nil response
The Ministry of Defence Response received
The Civil Aviation Authority UK Nil response
Trinity House Nil response

General Lighthouse Authority for the Isle of
Man — Northern Lighthouse Board

Response received

Commissioners of Irish Lights

Response received

Other jurisdictions for transboundary issues

Relevant Northern Ireland Department

Note: this is likely to be Department of
Agriculture, Environment and Rural Affairs

Response received

Natural England

Nil response

Natural Resources Wales

Response received

Department of Agriculture, Environment and
Rural Affairs of Northern Ireland

Response received

NatureScot

Response received

Organisations

Irish National Parks & Wildlife Service Nil response
Historic England Nil response
National Federation of Fishermen's Nil response

UK Chamber of Shipping.

Response received

Department of Infrastructure

Welsh Ministers Nil response
Scottish Ministers Nil response
Government of Republic of Ireland Response received
Secretary of State for Energy Security & Net Nil response
Zero
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