
FW: SZC WDA - Schedule 5 [No.2] query - Response 10(f) 
 
 
 
From: NNB Generation Company (SZC) Ltd 
Sent: Thu 15/04/2021 09:54 

 
Please find the reply below from our HRA team relating to the query on our Schedule 5 [No.2] 10 (f) 
response. 
 
I hope this answers your question but please get in touch if anything is unclear or you need further 
explanation. Please can you also let me know if this closes this item out or if a formal submission is 
required? 
 
 
The explanation for the absence of a mean foraging range value for little tern is concerned with the 
nature of the published data which were available for these different seabird species of interest at the 
time the work on the overlap between the predicted seabird foraging ranges and the thermal and 
chemical plumes was undertaken, as well as aspects of the actual foraging behaviour of little tern. 
 
Thus, little tern foraging range information is derived from the studies of Parsons et al (2015) which 
provide an estimate of foraging range based upon determination of the mean (from a range of SPA 
study colonies) of the mean maximum seaward distance at which birds were recorded from the colony 
during surveys together with the mean of the maximum alongshore distance birds were recorded from 
the colony. As noted in your email, this gives values of 2.4km for the seaward extent of the little tern 
foraging range and of 3.9km for the alongshore extent. 
 
The Parsons et al. (2015) study provides no estimate of the mean foraging range for little tern. At the 
time the work on the overlap between the predicted seabird foraging ranges and the thermal and 
chemical plumes was undertaken, the only estimate of the mean foraging range of little tern that was 
available was from Thaxter et al (2012). This is the source used to provide the estimates of mean 
foraging range for the other tern species of interest and for lesser black-backed gull (as per Table 1 in 
your email below). However, for little tern, the confidence in the estimate provided in Thaxter et al. 
(2012) is rated as ‘low’ (in contrast to the estimates for the other species of interest, which are rated 
as being of ‘moderate’ confidence). Furthermore, the estimate of the little tern mean foraging range 
provided in Thaxter et al (2012) is 2.1km and, as such, it is little different from the seaward extent of 
the ‘mean maximum’ foraging range as estimated by Parsons et al (2015). By contrast, the 
differences in the estimates of mean and mean maximum foraging ranges for the other seabird 
species of interest are marked, as shown in Table 1 in your email. 
 
Finally, the small extent and inshore nature of the little tern foraging range (relative to those of the 
other seabird species of interest) means that there is greater chance that little tern will use the full 
extent of this range equally, whereas for those species with much larger foraging ranges it is 
reasonable to assume that activity will often be concentrated in those areas which are closer to the 
colony (so making it more relevant to consider both the mean and mean maximum foraging ranges for 
the purposes of the assessment). 

 
From: Senior Permitting Officer: Nuclear New Build 
National Permitting Service (Part of National Operations) 
Sent: 12 April 2021 17:27 
  
As mentioned in my voicemail earlier this afternoon, please find below a query for clarification 
regarding information request 10(f) of Sch 5 No.2. 
 
The response for 10(f) provided via e-mail on the 25/02/2021 contained mean, and mean/maximum 
foraging range details for Sandwich tern, Common tern and Lesser black-backed gull (but did not 
include detail for Little Tern).  
 
We have reviewed the information available within Appendix C of the WDA, and would like to confirm 
in any additional information is available regarding the mean foraging range for Little terns (as only 




