
















































Bellrock Wind Farm Development Area EIA Report 
Appendix 4.1: Consultations Undertaken Relating to the WFDA Project Description 

Consultee Date/Document Comment How/Where Comment Addressed is Addressed 

timeframe further relevant information is likely to emerge from post-consent necessary flexibility in light of uncertainties over the Contract 
monitoring and/or data associated with both offshore wind farms and climate for Difference process and supply chain capacity. 
change. It is not clear how this will be accounted for, given such a lengthy 
gap. 

SFF Representation on SFF notes from section 3.4 'Wind Turbine Generator Substructure' (p35) of Consultee design preferences were considered in developing 
the Bellrock WFDA the Bellrock WFDA Scoping Report that depending on the water depth the project design envelope described in Chapter 4: Project 
Scoping Report (which is from c.66 m to 105 m), seabed conditions, and other factors, the Description (Volume 11) and reflected in the commercial 
(2024) Bellrock Wind Farm Infrastructure will use both floating (namely, tension leg fisheries realistic worst-case parameters (Chapter 11: 

platform, semi-submersible, buoy, semi-spar and barge) and fixed Commercial Fisheries (Volume 11)), with implications for 
foundations designs would be considered in the EIA access/snags assessed in Chapter 11: Commercial 

Being concerned of the spatial footprint of floating WTGs and the potential 
Fisheries (Volume II). 

snagging hazard that their moorings system creates to fishing vessels, SFF 
would propose to the Applicant to use the fixed foundation design (with 
lesser spatial footprint) for as much WTGs as possible, as a fixed foundation 
wind farm in a water depth of Greater than 70 m is planned for another 
offshore wind development in Scottish waters. Where use of fixed foundation 
WTGs is not feasible due to technical issues, in such situations, SFF's first 
preferred WTG floating foundation option is tension leg platform, and buoy to 
be the second preferred option since they have lesser spatial footprint on 
seabed. 

For the same reasons, SFF advise that their preferred mooring system is 
'tension mooring' as defined under sub-section 3.4.1.1 (p39) of the Bellrock 
WFDA Scoping Report. The SFF object to the use of a shared mooring 
system as it would deem the floating section of the array a no take zone for 
fishing to continue post construction. 

SFF Representation on SFF also notes from section 3.7.1 (p57) that for FSSs, due to the nature Dynamic/static IAC configurations are described in Chapter 4: 
the Bellrock WFDA (and movement) of the structure, static IAC (on the seabed) and dynamic Project Description (Volume 11) and reflected in the realistic 
Scoping Report IAC (moving within the water column) are required, joined together by a worst-case parameters for IACs (Chapter 11: Commercial 
(2024) connector to form one continuous cable. The dynamic IAC section is Fisheries (Volume 11)), with snagging/interference also 

designed to accommodate the dynamic movement of the FSS. Dynamic assessed in Chapter 11: Commercial Fisheries. 
IACs sections can be deployed in various configurations that may include: 
Free hanging; Lazy "S" wave; and Steep wave. Considering the footprint of 
the dynamic IACs sections, SFF's preferred configuration is free hanging vs 
the other two. 
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SFF Representation on Regarding Cable Burial and Protection, SFF notes from section 3.7.2 that Cable burial/protection preferences are considered within the 
the Bellrock WFDA static sections of IAC cable may be surface laid or buried. Being concerned design envelope (Chapter 4: Project Description (Volume 
Scoping Report of fishermen's safety, first of all, SFF would suggest to the Applicants to II)) and realistic worst-case assumptions (Table 11.12 in 
(2024) make all efforts to reach the required depth of cable burial and avoid using Chapter 11: Commercial Fisheries (Volume II)) and 

cable protection measures as much as possible since the volume of cable assessed in Chapter 11: Commercial Fisheries (Volume II) 
protection mass will disrupt the marine habitat and would create snagging for snagging/interference and disturbance pathways. 
hazard for fishing vessels within array area. 

In terms of using cable protections, SFF advises that it is opposed to using 
concrete mattresses and rock bags in open water since they create severe 
snagging hazards for bottom trawl fishing vessels and static gears. SFF's 
preferred cable protection measure is rock dump/protection considering 
industry standard rock size (1"- 5") with a 1 :3 profile followed by an overtrawl 
sweep alongside a long-term monitoring programme. 

SFF advises that it does not object to use of sandbags in cable protection 
works as long as their size is not significant to create snagging hazard for 
fishing vessels. In terms of crossing point, as they create obstacles and 
snagging hazard to the fishing industry, SFF would suggest that the cable 
crossing should be avoided as much as possible otherwise the design of 
cables and pipelines crossing points should be consulted with fishing 
industry to ensure their impacts are mitigated. 

SFF Representation on SFF notes from section 3.9.2 (p66) that pre-construction activities include Boulder clearance is included in the realistic worst-case as 
the Bellrock WFDA boulder clearance. Since the relocation of boulders from their natural presented in Table 11.12 of Chapter 11: Commercial 
Scoping Report positions and re-positioning them on new surface causes snagging hazard Fisheries (Volume II}, and disclosure of relocated boulder 
(2024) for fishing vessels, SFF would suggest avoiding the relocation of boulders as locations is committed as embedded mitigation in Table 11.13 

much as possible. However, where boulders relocation is unavoidable, MCA of Chapter 11: Commercial Fisheries (Volume II}, secured 
recommend the new locations/coordinates of the relocated boulders should through the FMMCP (Volume V). 
be recorded and shared with fishermen. Fishermen require geographical 
readings to decimal of a minute format (three decimal places sufficient) 
rather than going down to actual seconds and the datum should be WGS84 
rather than ED50. 

SFF Representation on Regarding decommissioning, SFF notes from section 3.9.5 (p69), of the A Decommissioning Programme will be developed and 
the Bellrock WFDA Bellrock WFDA Scoping Report that the developer is required under Section submitted to Scottish Ministers for approval. Section 4.9 in 
Scoping Report 105 of the Energy Act 2004 to prepare a Decommissioning Programme for Chapter 4: Project Description (Volume II) details the 
(2024) approval by Scottish Ministers. Specific details on the decommissioning decommissioning phase and associated works. 
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activities are not known at this stage of consent, but further details will be In Chapter 11: Commercial Fisheries (Volume II) the 
provided in the Bellrock WFDA EIA Report. approach to decommissioning is set out in Section 11. 7 .2, 

To reiterate safety concern of the fishing vessels, SFF advise that they 
embedded mitigation measures include a Decommissioning 
Programme is set out in Table 11.13, and fisheries effects 

would like to see all development related infrastructures are during decommissioning are assessed in Section 11.8. 
recovered/removed to shore followed by over-trawl sweeps (seabed sweeps 
using fishing gears), that the seabed is restored to its pre-development 
condition post-decommissioning, and it is safe for fishing operations to fully 
resume in the area. 

Transport Representation on Transport Scotland note that the Bellrock Project only includes offshore Noted. Section 4. 7 of the Chapter 4: Project Description 
Scotland the Bellrock WFDA works and, as such, the Scoping Report only considers potential offshore (Volume II) describes towing of floating offshore units (FOUs) 

Scoping Report impacts. No mention is made within the Scoping Report of any assessment to the Bellrock WFDA. 
(2024) of potential onshore Transport Impacts. We note, however, that construction 

of the WFDA will involve the towing of components to the WFDA from an 
assembly port or a wet storage location. 

Transport Representation on Transport Scotland note that on the assumption that components will travel Transport Scotland will be consulted on the Bellrock Onshore 
Scotland the Bellrock WFDA to the assembly ports by road, Transport Scotland would seek assurance Transmission Development Area Scoping Report. 

Scoping Report that a separate Onshore EIA will be prepared which will consider all 
(2024) activities associated with the onshore aspects of the WFDA, extending 

landwards from MLWS. This should include an assessment of the potential 
impacts of increased traffic associated with construction and the 
transportation of staff/ components to the assembly ports. 
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