
From: Catriona Gall
To: Drew J (Jessica)
Cc: Aires C (Catarina); Bain N (Nicola) (MARLAB); MS Marine Renewables; ann.ramsay@aberdeenshire.gov.uk;

Sue Lawrence
Subject: EOWDC - SNH advice on cable laying strategy
Date: 07 March 2017 17:21:11
Attachments: RE Aberdeen Offshore Wind Farm - Discharge of Conditions (Intertidal surveys cable laying).msg

Dear Jessica,
 
Thank you for consulting us on this cable laying strategy for the European wind offshore
deployment centre (EOWDC) at Aberdeen Bay.  This plan covers both the intra-array cabling and
the export cable up to mean high water springs.
 
·        Intra-array cabling
SNH has no major comment on the intra-array cabling: we are satisfied with the proposed
installation process and intended level of cable burial, including no anticipated requirement for
cable protection materials (see section 9.3 and chapter 10).   

The intra-array cables are to be buried to a target depth of 1.0m and this should be sufficient to
mitigate any electromagnetic effects (EMF) – see the assessment provided in chapter 8.  Any EMF
from the cabling will not be greater than baseline (i.e. the earth’s magnetic field) and will not give
rise to any significant impacts on fish or benthic interests.
 
·        Export cable  
As indicated in previous advice, SNH would prefer the use of horizontal directional drill (HDD) to
install the export cable where it comes ashore.  This means we’d prefer the cable to come ashore at
location 2, where it’s proposed to use HDD for installation (see overview in section 6.2.1 and
further detail in section 9.2.2).  That said, we’ve no objection to use of cable trenching at location 1
as long as it can be demonstrated that this will not interfere with coastal processes. 

In this regard, our main concern relates to potential requirements for cable protection in nearshore
coastal waters.  This can be avoided by burying the cable sufficiently deeply so that it will not
become re-exposed over the life of the wind farm (a design life of 25 years).  We recommend the
developer reviews the outputs from Scotland’s Coastal Change Assessment to help inform their
understanding of any potential changes in beach level in this area and thus the target depth for
cable burial:

http://www.dynamiccoast.com/
 
Furthermore, if the developer is able to commit to re-burying any cable potentially re-exposed
by erosion, and confirms no use of cable protection, then this removes all SNH concerns in
relation to either HDD or cable trenching.  If this mitigation is adopted then there will be no
interference with coastal processes and no impacts on Foveran Links SSSI lying up the coast.
 
As previously advised (see attached email), we are satisfied with the inter-tidal survey work carried
out to inform the choice of cable landfall options – the results of survey work are presented and
discussed in section 5.3 of the plan.  We can therefore confirm that installation of the export cable
(either at location 1 or location 2) will not give rise to any significant impacts on benthic or other
ecological interests.
 
If you’ve any queries about this advice please don’t hesitate to get in touch.  I’ve copied it to
Aberdeenshire Council for information.
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Dear Victoria,





 





Apologies, as Sue & myself have been in and out of the office the past few weeks and I’m not sure if we’ve managed to get back to you about this.





 





Further to the teleconference held 10 October, I’m confirming that SNH do not require any further intertidal survey work to be undertaken in respect of the export cable / landfall point for Aberdeen Bay offshore wind farm.  We confirm that the work undertaken to date is of a good standard and it has not flagged any significant ecological interest in this area.  Therefore we don’t need any further information in this regard, to support any discharge of onshore planning or marine licence conditions.  





 





We would, however, be interested in any information you may have gathered in relation to coastal processes in this area.  You correctly summarise that: 





“SNH’s primary interest is related to the dynamic nature of the southern portion of [Aberdeen] bay, and specifically ensuring that the Project has sufficient information available to ensure that cables are buried to a suitable depth to avoid exposure in future.”  





 





Going forward, this will be the key locus for any further advice we provide on the cable landfall in relation to the relevant consultations (i.e. discharge of planning condition 5 and Section 36 condition 25).  In this regard, we mentioned that outputs from Scotland’s Coastal Change Assessment have recently become available, and may be informative.  Please see the website for further information:





http://www.dynamiccoast.com/ 





 





Hopefully, this summarises SNH’s input on these matters going forward.  If anyone has any further queries in this regard, please contact Sue in relation to onshore planning or myself in relation to marine licensing / Section 36 aspects.





 





Yours sincerely,





 





 





Catriona Gall





Marine Renewables Casework Adviser - Offshore Wind
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direct dial:  01738 - 458665





 





      





 





From: Victoria Ridyard [mailto:victoriaridyard@r2resources.co.uk] 
Sent: 17 October 2016 13:56
To: Sue Lawrence; Catriona Gall
Cc: ann.ramsay@aberdeenshire.gov.uk; Catarina.Aires@gov.scot; Jessica.Drew@gov.scot; Nicola.Bain@gov.scot; esthervilloria.dominguez@nuon.com; Stephen Holloway
Subject: Aberdeen Offshore Wind Farm - Discharge of Conditions (Intertidal surveys & cable laying)





 





Dear Sue and Catriona





 





Thank you for your time last week in helping Esther and I understand your particular areas of concern in respect of Condition 5 of the planning permission and Condition 25 of the S36 Consent  for Aberdeen Offshore Wind Farm and associated onshore substations and works.





 





As discussed, intertidal surveys were undertaken in 2011 using standardised Phase 1 mapping methodology as detailed in the Marine Monitoring Handbook, procedural guidance No 3-1 (Davies et al, 2001) and CCW Handbook for Marine Intertidal Phase 1 (Wyn et al., 2000).  Habitats along the intertidal zone were mapped using European Nature Information System (EUNIS) habitat classes to level 3.  Biotopes or other notable features such as species of conservation concern, covering less than 5 m2 were recorded using referenced target notes.





 





The results of this survey were reported in the Onshore Environmental Statement and generally found the following:





·         The intertidal zone was dominated by two zoned habitats which have been categorised as B1 and B1.1 according to the European Nature Information System (EUNIS) database.





·         EUNIS B1 Coastal dunes and sandy shores:  The intertidal zone was dominated by very exposed littoral sands which extended into the infra-littoral zone and provide sediment for the sand dune system at the supralittoral zone. 





·         EUNIS Habitat type code B1.1 sand beach driftline:  This narrow habitat band occurs just above the normal tide limit providing material for embryonic sand dune development.  There was scant evidence of such development although some sea rocket and isolated patches of marram grass were evident.





·         As the beach is exposed and undergoes constant aeolian shifting there were few associated habitats and thus few opportunities for a diversity of intertidal marine wildlife, the only evidence of shellfish being discarded shells of common cockle (Cerastoderma edule), pod razor shell (Ensis siliqua), common tortoiseshell limpet (Yectura tessulata) and white furrow shell (Abra alba) indicating the presence of shellfish beds beyond the littoral zone.  Mobile crustaceans such as amphipods were also noted along the shoreline and in particular beneath drift material.





·         The limited boulder areas recorded at the low tide mark, within the south edge of the development site, provided holdfast opportunities for seaweeds such as bladder wrack (Fucus vesiculosus) and gut weed (Ulva intestinalis).  The only other recorded species were communities of barnacles (Balanus sp.).





 





We understand that SNH are becoming involved with the local planning system where there are issues of strategic significance.  In relation to the beach area, including the intertidal zone, SNH’s primary interest is related to the dynamic nature of the southern portion of the bay, and specifically ensuring that the Project has sufficient information available to ensure that cables are buried to a suitable depth to avoid exposure in future.





 





Taking this and the limited ecological interest of the intertidal zone into account, we understand that SNH does not require additional intertidal surveys to be undertaken and has no requirement to review or comment on the several years’ worth of beach topographical survey that have been undertaken as part of the Project.





 





I would be most grateful if you could confirm that this is the case and as discussed, advise Aberdeenshire Council and Marine Scotland of your position.





 





In due course the following will be submitted:





·         In respect of condition 5 of the planning permission, a Cable Installation Plan will be submitted providing details of the routing of the cables, cable pull-in and jointing area and construction method statement.  This will be supplemented by a method statement for crossing the Blackdog Burn and any other watercourse engineering works.





·         In respect of condition 25 of the S36 consent, a Cable Laying Strategy will be provided detailing the location, construction methods, and monitoring methods for the grid export cables and cable landfall site.





 





I trust the above accurately reflects our discussion, however should you have any comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.





 





Kind regards





 





Victoria Ridyard BA (Hons) MRTPI
Aberdeen Offshore Wind Farm





3rd Floor, The Tun Building
4 Jackson’s Entry
Holyrood Road
Edinburgh
EH8 8PJ

t: +44 7879 633598





 












From: Catriona Gall
To: Victoria Ridyard
Cc: ann.ramsay@aberdeenshire.gov.uk; Aires C (Catarina); Sue Lawrence; Drew J (Jessica); Bain N (Nicola)

(MARLAB); esthervilloria.dominguez@nuon.com; Stephen Holloway
Subject: RE: Aberdeen Offshore Wind Farm - Discharge of Conditions (Intertidal surveys & cable laying)

Dear Victoria,
 
Apologies, as Sue & myself have been in and out of the office the past few weeks and I’m not
sure if we’ve managed to get back to you about this.
 
Further to the teleconference held 10 October, I’m confirming that SNH do not require any
further intertidal survey work to be undertaken in respect of the export cable / landfall point for
Aberdeen Bay offshore wind farm.  We confirm that the work undertaken to date is of a good
standard and it has not flagged any significant ecological interest in this area.  Therefore we
don’t need any further information in this regard, to support any discharge of onshore planning
or marine licence conditions. 
 
We would, however, be interested in any information you may have gathered in relation to
coastal processes in this area.  You correctly summarise that:

“SNH’s primary interest is related to the dynamic nature of the southern portion of
[Aberdeen] bay, and specifically ensuring that the Project has sufficient information available
to ensure that cables are buried to a suitable depth to avoid exposure in future.” 

 
Going forward, this will be the key locus for any further advice we provide on the cable landfall
in relation to the relevant consultations (i.e. discharge of planning condition 5 and Section 36
condition 25).  In this regard, we mentioned that outputs from Scotland’s Coastal Change
Assessment have recently become available, and may be informative.  Please see the website for
further information:

http://www.dynamiccoast.com/
 
Hopefully, this summarises SNH’s input on these matters going forward.  If anyone has any
further queries in this regard, please contact Sue in relation to onshore planning or myself in
relation to marine licensing / Section 36 aspects.
 
Yours sincerely,
 
 
Catriona Gall
Marine Renewables Casework Adviser - Offshore Wind
 
SNH
Battleby
Redgorton
Perthshire
PH1 3EW
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