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15 July 2022 

Our ref: CLC167187/A3780536 

 

 

Dear Judith 

MARINE (SCOTLAND) ACT 2010, PART 4 MARINE LICENSING 

THE MARINE WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2017 
 

00009818 AND 00009819 - FORTH PORTS LTD (PER ROYAL HASKONING DHV)  HARBOUR 
DEVELOPMENT - PORT OF LEITH OUTER BERTH 

Thank you for your consultation with the above application and accompanying EIA/HRA reports. 
We acknowledge the time constraints associated with this project and appreciate the extra time to 
allow us to complete our response.  

Summary  

The proposal may have effects upon several European sites (SPAs and SACs). The proposal may 
also have effects upon European Protected Species (EPS) that are not specifically protected by 
relevant European sites. Our advice is that these interests will not be adversely affected by the 
proposal, providing the recommended mitigation is implemented.  

Background 

We have been engaged in pre-application discussions with the applicant, particularly over the 
requirement for HRA as well as other protected species considerations. We provided advice at EIA 
screening stage, concluding that EIA was required due to the Habitat Regulations Assessment 
(HRA) and appropriate assessment work that were being undertaken for the proposal, as well as 
European Protected Species (EPS) considerations. 

 

Judith Horrill 
Marine Licensing Officer 
Marine Scotland 
MS.MarineLicensing@gov.scot 
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Advice 

The proposal lies close to several European sites. A Habitats Regulation Appraisal (HRA) is 
therefore required. 

Our advice is that this proposal is likely to have a significant effect on various European sites. 
Consequently, Marine Scotland, as competent authority, is required to carry out an appropriate 
assessment in view of the sites  conservation objectives for their qualifying interests. 

To help you do this we advise that based on the information and assessment provided in the 
document: Habitats Regulations Appraisal - Screening for LSE and Provision of Information to 
Inform Appropriate Assessment, our conclusion is that the proposal will not adversely affect the 
integrity of these sites, providing the recommend mitigation is in place, as discussed in the 
report and within this response.  

The proposal may also have effects upon EPS that are not specifically protected by relevant 
European sites. The assessment, conclusions, and mitigation measures identified in the HRA report 
will apply to marine EPS also, as well as being discussed more fully within the EIA. We are content 
that there will be no significant impacts on EPS, providing the recommended mitigation is in 
place. 

The mitigation measures identified with the HRA and EIA reports should therefore be secured by 
Marine Scotland, although we do recommend some changes to these mitigation measure, as 
discussed in Annex 1 and 2.   

Annex 1 contains full details of HRA requirements and required mitigation measures, as well as 
some areas for clarification. Annex 2 contains detailed comments on the proposal, focusing on 
ornithology and marine ecology. 

Should you wish to discuss these comments further then please do not hesitate to contact me at 
my e-mail address. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Carolyn Clark 

Area Officer / Forth 
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Annex 1  advice on Habitats Regulations Appraisal (HRA) and required mitigation 

Several European sites could be affected by these proposals: 

 Firth of Forth Special Protection Area (SPA)  
 Imperial Dock Lock, Leith Special Protection Area (SPA)  
 Forth Islands Special Protection Area (SPA)  
 Outer Firth of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex Special Protection Area (SPA)  
 River Teith Special Area of Conservation (SAC)  
 Isle of May Special Area of Conservation (SAC) 
 Firth of Tay and Eden Estuary Special Area of Conservation (SAC)  
 Berwickshire and North Northumberland Special Area of Conservation (SAC)  
 Moray Firth Special Area of Conservation (SAC)  

 
Further information about these internationally important sites, the special features they are 
designated to protect,  SiteLink 
website: https://sitelink.nature.scot/home 

The status of these sites means that the requirements of the Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) 
Regulations 1994 as amended . Consequently, Marine Scotland 
is required to consider the effect of the proposal on these sites before it can be consented 
(commonly known as Habitats Regulations Appraisal). Our website has summaries of the 
legislative requirements and the HRA process:  
https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/protected-areas-and-species/protected-
species/legal-framework/habitats-directive-and-habitats-regulations 

https://www.nature.scot/professional-advice/planning-and-development/environmental-
assessment/habitats-regulations-appraisal-hra 

The above sites may also be notified as Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and/or Ramsar 
sites. However, any issues raised in relation to these designations are fully addressed as part of the 
following consideration of the respective European sites. 

Our advice in relation to the HRA is provided below: 

HRA Stage 1  is the proposal connected with conservation management of the European sites? 
 
No  this proposal is not connected to conservation management of any European site. Hence 
further consideration is required.   

HRA Stage 2  (LSE) upon the European sites? 
 
In plain English this asks whether there is any connectivity between the proposals and the 
European sites. 

We previously advised that there was connectivity between the proposals and the following 
European sites and features, and the following document has been prepared to accompany the 
application: Habitats Regulations Appraisal - Screening for LSE and Provision of Information to 
Inform Appropriate Assessment. This document is comprehensive and identifies the following 
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sites, features and impact pathways/LSE, as outlined in Section 4 Stage 1: Screening (for Fish, 
Ornithology and Marine mammals); and in Section 5 Conclusion of Screening summary: 
 

European Site Feature LSE pathways 
Firth of Forth SPA various bird species disturbance, habitat loss, 

water quality effects and prey 
availability 

Imperial Dock Lock, Leith SPA common tern disturbance, habitat loss, 
water quality effects and prey 
availability 

Forth Islands SPA various bird species disturbance, habitat loss, 
water quality effects and prey 
availability 

Outer Firth of Forth and St 
Andrews Bay Complex SPA 

various bird species disturbance, habitat loss, 
water quality effects 

River Teith SAC sea lamprey, river 
lamprey & salmon 

underwater noise disturbance, 
water quality changes, habitat 
quality changes 

Isle of May SAC grey seal underwater noise impacts, 
water quality changes, prey 
availability changes 

Firth of Tay and Eden Estuary SAC harbour seal underwater noise impacts, 
water quality changes, prey 
availability changes 

Berwickshire and North 
Northumberland SAC 

grey seal underwater noise impacts, 
water quality changes, prey 
availability changes 

Moray Firth SAC bottlenose dolphin underwater noise impacts, 
water quality changes, prey 
availability changes 

 

HRA Stage 3  will the proposal have adverse effects on the integrity of the European sites? 

The above sites, features and LSE are assessed fully in the above report, in order to inform the 
required appropriate assessment. Overall, the way the report has presented the screening and the 
HRA information is good, and is comprehensive. The HRA process has been understood well and 
many of the key issues and impact pathways have been addressed. Some further detailed 
comments are provided below and in Annex 2. 
 
The report concludes no adverse effect on site integrity, providing the discussed mitigation is 
implemented, as summarised in Section 9 (p128) and discussed within each relevant section. We 
are content with this conclusion, although we recommend some changes to the discussed 
mitigation.  

The mitigation measures identified with the HRA (and EIA for other species) to be secured are as 
follows. Section 14 (p201) of the EIA contains a useful summary of potential impacts and 
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mitigation, although we have recommended a couple of changes. Annex 2 discusses the below in 
more detail:

Summary of required mitigation measures: 

 Soft start piling procedure 
 JNCC piling guidance - pre-piling search area of 500m  
 Use of a piling shroud at all times through the tern breeding season, not just during the 

post breeding phase 
 Recommend that piling works are undertaken outwith the tern breeding season but if this 

is not possible, then an experienced observer will be required to monitor disturbance at 
the colony 

We have also requested some further information to clarify some areas that we feel have not 
been as sufficiently addressed as they could be. This information is required to ensure all 
potential impacts have been considered fully and to ensure no additional mitigation measures are 

ion to change our position and overall advice but it is 
required to ensure the assessment is complete. We believe the required information should be 
relatively easy to source and provide: 

 Number of additional vessel movements to the spoil site and how often that route will 
used against the baseline 

 Clarification of what the enabling works include, likely impacts and any mitigation in 
addition to that already included 
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baseline conditions for the site, pressures associated with capital dredging projects should be 
reduced or limited. 

The report states (on p50 of the HRA document) that 
Development would be 47,000 m3 from the pre works and 54,000 m3 from the berth pockets. Out 
of 101,000 m3 of material, around 85 % of the material would be non-erodible (i.e. glacial till, 
mudstone and revetment rock). Only c.16,000m3 of soft sediment containing fines would be 

 

i. Loss of or damage to prey-supporting habitat - This area south of Inchkeith is known to 
have high levels of activity for foraging common tern (see SPA site selection document). 
The key supporting processes for terns, red-breasted merganser and red-throated diver 
at the Outer Firth of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex SPA are water quality 
(nutrients and turbidity), tidal cycles, and water flow. Small-scale physical processes are 
thought to be especially important in directly influencing prey availability and hence 
foraging areas used. However, the disposal site will be unlikely to host suitable prey 
species due to its continued use as a disposal ground for maintenance dredging and 
consequent disturbance/ addition of sediment.  Also, because suspended sediment 
concentration (SSC) is anticipated to return to baseline within 1.5hrs, loss of water 
quality is expected to be very temporary.  

 
ii. Disturbance - The report does not state how many trips would be made to the spoil 

site, or how many disposal events there would be. This will be important to understand 
in order to come to a firm conclusion on how significant this might be to the 
conservation objective of 
respect to disturbance, Red-throated diver, Slavonian grebe, common scoter, velvet 
scoter, red-breasted merganser and guillemot are sensitive to disturbance associated 
with vessel movements (Jarret et al. 2018*).  Current patterns and levels of vessel 
movement associated with dredging and disposal activities are not anticipated to pose 
a risk to the conservation objectives but significant increases in vessel traffic to sites 
not used very frequently could be disturbing. Further understanding of the number of 
additional vessel movements and how often that route will used against the baseline 
will help us confirm our advice. It is likely that the conservation objective will be met 
with this additional information, and that consequently we will advise no adverse 
effect on site integrity.  

 
Disturbance from piling to breeding terns 

Given that the other works (piling & general construction) will take place outside of the Outer Firth 
of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex SPA, the relevant conservation objectives to assess impacts 
on are: (i) maintenance of the population of SPA, (ii) maintenance of the distribution within in the 
SPA, (iii) no significant disturbance to the qualifying interests within the SPA.  

Within the Outer Firth of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex SPA, common tern are in 
unfavourable condition and consequently a restore objective is set for common terns at this site. 
Common terns using the Outer Firth of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex SPA include those 
breeding at Imperial Dock Lock SPA. Consequently, this SPA population is considered to be 
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functionally linked to the Outer Firth of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex SPA. This means that 
the plan or project must ensure that it does not prevent or reduce the potential for recovery of 
common tern. 

There is the potential that disturbance to breeding terns at Imperial Dock Lock SPA from piling 
could reduce the potential for recovery within this site, despite their habituation to the day to day 
operations of the port. This is because this is a novel type of construction, not currently part of the 
site baseline. Therefore, we could not be fully confident that there would be no adverse effect on 
site integrity if piling was to be undertaken during the breeding season (May, June, July). We 
therefore recommend that the piling works are undertaken outside of the breeding period as 
this would remove any LSE for common tern. However, if the applicant were to undertake the 
works during the breeding season we would require them to employ an observer to monitor 
disturbance at the colony, who should be suitably experienced and have the authority to halt 
works should there be evidence of disturbance to breeding common tern.  
 
Additionally, it is stated (on p 71) that a piling shroud would be installed on the rig during piling 
activities if they were to be undertaken during the post-breeding period 
confined to the colony and are found elsewhere in the dock.  We agree that this should be 
installed but also recommend that the shroud be employed at all times should works be 
undertaken in the breeding season. 
 
Vessel traffic during operation 

In the report it is stated (p9): 25 round trips of the installation vessel from the port to the project 
site over a period of six to 12 months, i.e., on an average, 2 to 4 times per month. The number of 

We agree that the vessel 
movements during operational phase are unlikely to be significant, provided that they are 
following existing routes through the Forth.  

*Jarrett, D., Cook, A. S. C. P., Woodward, I., Ross, K., Horswill, C., Dadam, D., & Humphreys, E. M. 
(2018). Short-Term Behavioural Responses of Wintering Waterbirds to Marine Activity. Scottish 
Marine and Freshwater Science, 9(7). https://doi.org/10.7489/12096-1 

 

Marine Mammals and Marine Ecology  EIA/HRA 

The outline construction programme (3.2.5 EIA report) outlines the main aspects of the work 
Demolition of existing dolphins and associated walkways, and excavation of overburden 

 .  The other elements such as piling, dredging and operation have specific sections 
about them and their impacts assessed but there does not appear to be a similar section for the 
demolition works and what it entails, other than 3.2.1.1. Enabling works : Given the existing piles 
are socketed it would be difficult to extract them and therefore they would be cut off at bed 
level.   We require some clarification of what these enabling works would include, the likely 
impacts and any mitigation that may be required in addition to that already included, to ensure 
complete assessment, advice and full identification of all required mitigation.  
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We agree with the conclusion of LSE for all four SAC sites screened in within the HRA document 
(section 8). The effects pathways being underwater noise, changes in water quality and changes to 
prey availability.  The assessment summaries for these effects are: 

 For changes in water quality, this would occur mostly during the dredging phase.  The 
effect is modelled to be very localised and is in an area that is already routinely dredged. 

 For changes to prey availability, again likely to be a small and localised displacement 
effect.  In addition the marine mammal species considered under HRA are generalist 
feeders and thus not reliant on a particular species of prey.  

 Underwater noise: the Permanent Threshold Shift (PTS) impact ranges for impact piling, 
vibrio piling and dredging are all within 100m; Temporary Threshold Shift (TTS) - and thus 
disturbance - impact ranges will be much higher. We have further comments below on the 
underwater noise modelling. We also recommend amended JNCC piling mitigation, see 
below. 
 

The HRA concludes that there will be no adverse effect on the integrity of bottlenose dolphin, 
harbour seal or grey seal, as a designated feature of the Moray Firth, Firth of Tay and Eden 
Estuary, Isle of May and Berwickshire and North Northumberland Coast SACs respectively. We 
agree with this conclusion given the location of the works, distance from seal SACs and with 
JNCC standard mitigation included: 

The applicant has suggested that the standard JNCC piling guidance should be amended to reduce 
the pre-piling search area from the recommended minimum of 500m to 200m. Given the 
uncertainties within the underwater noise section (see our comments below), and the fact that 
the piling phase is likely to take 5.5 months we recommend that the mitigation zone remains at 
the minimum JNCC recommend, i.e. 500m.  If for operational reasons this becomes difficult to 
maintain, then we would be happy to discuss options at that point. 

Comments on the Marine Mammal sections  

We are content with the sources of information used for distribution and abundance of species in 
these sections. Some general comments regarding the assessments are provided below, along 
with some comments on the Underwater Noise Modelling: 

 For bottlenose dolphins the assessment has used the MU for population numbers and for 
density used SCANs quadrant R.  There is a mismatch here as the SCANs transects will 
reflect the offshore population of bottlenose dolphins whereas the density of East coast 
management unit (aka Moray Firth associated) dolphins will be much higher.   

 We do not recommend the use of the entire MU as a reference population (IAMMWG, 
2021), instead, we recommend that the UK proportion of the MU reference population be 
used. 

 For seals the assessment has used a combination of Carter et al 2020 (predicted relative 
density) and Russell et al 2017 absolute density estimates.  
come from Russell et al 2017. 

 Table 4.15 projects with potential for in combination effects, and we are pleased to see 
this outlined although there may be a couple of projects missing from the list such as 
Aberdeen Harbour 
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Underwater Noise: Appendix 10-1 Subacoustec UWN modelling 

 Subacoustic have used their proprietary model (INSPIRE) to predict Permanent Threshold 
Shift (PTS)/Temporary Threshold Shift (TTS) impacts on marine mammals from the impact 
piling activity. We are content that the model parameters represent the worst case 
scenario, in terms of location (outermost point) and in the piling parameters, i.e.;  

o 1.2m pile diameter 
o Max hammer energy 280kJ 
o 2 hour piling duration 
o Three piles installed in a day 
o Source levels used; 226.2 dB re 1µPa (SPL pk) and 201 dB re 1µPa2s (SELss) 

 A simple modelling approach was used to assess dredging and vibropiling. It is not 
straightforward to convert levels in rms to SEL, unless noise recordings of these activities 
were available for use. Subacoustec appear to have used adjusted (reduced) source levels 
for input into the simple model. It is not that clear how the reduction has been calculated, 
and does not appear to be an accepted/common method. We therefore would need more 
detail on this method as the reduction in source levels used are not insignificant. Where 
there is uncertainty, we recommend that a precautionary approach is taken, and in this 
case our view is that the unweighted levels should have been used. However, we anticipate 
that even with an unweighted calculation the impact ranges and thus number of animals 
impacted would still be low.  

 Based on these calculations, all marine mammal impact piling PTS impact ranges are less 
than 100m. The maximum range for TTS impacts was up to 780m. 

 The accumulated PTS impact ranges for dredging and vibropiling are also within 100m, with 
a max of 220m for TTS onset. Had this been calculated without the reduction in source 
level to mimic weighting, these distances would have been larger. 

 There is no attempt to predict area disturbed by the proposed activity.  
 

Marine EPS 

An EPS licence for disturbance will be required and we have responded separately to the licence 
consultation. To summarise here, our advice is that the proposal will not have a detrimental 
effect on the favourable conservation status of the European Protected Species concerned.  

Benthic habitats and species 

The area of work is a busy harbour that has been routinely dredged for many years and the spoil 
disposal site is an existing and recently used site.  There are no records of any Priority Marine 
Features or other benthic habitats/species of conservation interest in the construction 
area.  Therefore we agree with the conclusions of Chapter 9 Marine and Coastal Ecology. 

Coastal Processes 

We are content with conclusions of coastal modelling undertaken in Section 7, as summarised in 
section 7.8. 

 











 

 

  
Judith Horrill  
Marine Scotland  Marine Planning & Policy  
By email: MS.MarineRenewables@gov.scot  
  
  

15th July 2022  
  
Dear Ms Horrill,  

  
Re: Marine Licence Application (00009818 and 00009819) Forth Ports Limited - Harbour 
Development - Port of Leith Outer Berth  
  
Thank you for consulting RSPB Scotland on the above Marine Licence application.   
 
In 2019, First Minister Nicola Sturgeon confirmed that we are facing an ecological emergency and 
emphasised the responsibilities of all of us is to look afresh at everything that we are doing to protect 

.1   
 
The proposal is within, close to, and/or within foraging rage of a number of Special Protection Areas 
(SPAs) for birds including the Firth of Forth SPA Imperial Dock Lock Leith SPA, the Forth Islands 
SPA and the Outer Firth of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex (OFFSABC). SPAs represent the 

 wildlife, and we encourage Forth Ports to do more to protect and enhance these 
sites, in line with local and national policy.   
 
To a large extent, we consider the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and Habitats 
Regulations Appraisal (HRA) give an accurate representation of the likely impacts of the proposed 
development on the features for which the SPAs are designated. We agree with the conclusion of 
the HRA that there is a likely significant effect of the proposed Leith Outer Berth on the Firth of Forth 
SPA, Imperial Dock Lock Leith SPA, the Forth Islands SPA and the OFFSABC SPA. However, we 
have concerns relating to the assessment of changes to activities on the eastern breakwater site of 
the proposed Outer Berth (Areas 1-3 Fig.1.1 EIA Report) and concerns over the degree to which 
construction impacts on post-breeding common terns can be mitigated.   
 
As is noted in the HRA, the development is not directly connected with the management of the SPAs 
and would have a likely significant effect on the SPAs.   Therefore, Marine Scotland, as the 
competent authority, must not authorise the proposed development unless it can show beyond 
reasonable scientific doubt  using appropriate assessment  that the plan or project will not 
adversely affect the integrity of the SPA, in light of ves. We do not 
consider this test has been met.   
 
 



 

 

 
 
We are concerned that both EIA and HRA documents assess the operational impacts on bird 
species as if the existing, baseline noise and day-to-day activities are uniform across the Port and 
thus birds using the area of the proposed development are likely to be habituated to and therefore 
unaffected by these activities (mentioned for example in Section 11.8.1 of the EIA and Section 
4.2.2.3 and 7.1.2.1 of the HRA). We wish to see evidence that this is indeed the case. It seems that 
currently the eastern breakwater (site of the proposed Outer Berth) may have relatively lower levels 
of disturbance  in particular activities by workers  and thus act as a quieter, refuge site for some of 
the bird species, in particular common tern, ringed plover and kittiwake. This appears to be 
supported by the survey records. If the proposed development leads to a significant increase in 
operational usage of this area, and in particular foot-traffic from workers, then it may well lead to an 
increase in disturbance and resulting reduction in value of this area to birds during ongoing operation 
of the berth, not just for the construction phase.  
 
We are also concerned about the construction impacts of the proposed development on post-
breeding groups of roosting or loafing common terns. Although we agree with the conclusion that 

-breeding groups of roosting / loafing common 
terns, connected to Imperial Dock Lock Leith SPA from the construction of the Outer Berth, we do 
not agree that the proposed mitigation will reduce this to a point that it is not significant.  
The survey records suggest that post-breeding groups of common terns use the eastern breakwater 
area in preference to most other areas of the dock. As such, even with mitigation in the form of a 
piling shroud (as proposed in Section 11.7.23 of the EIA) we do not believe it can confidently be 
concluded that the common terns can relocate elsewhere in the Port without detrimental impacts. 
These effects on common tern should also be considered alongside the operational effects 
described above.   
 
In summary, due to the underestimation of impacts associated with changes to activities on 
the eastern breakwater site of the proposed Outer Berth to SPA qualifying species (namely 
kittiwake, ringed plover and common tern) and substantial doubt over the success of the 
proposed mitigation measures for common tern (a qualifying feature of the Imperial Dock 
Lock Leith SPA) during construction we object to the proposed development. We do not 
consider the information provided enables Marine Scotland to conclude beyond reasonable 
scientific doubt that there will not be an adverse effect on the integrity of the Firth of Forth 
SPA, Imperial Dock Lock Leith SPA, the Forth Islands SPA and the OFFSABC SPA.  
 
We may be prepared to reconsider our objection following the provision of the following additional 
information:  

 further mitigation measures for common tern during construction; and  
 re-assessment of how potential changes from current usage in specific parts of the 

port, namely the Outer Berth-end of the Port, will affect qualifying species.  









 
 

 
 
 
 
 

SW Public 
General 

In order to avoid costs and delays where a surface water discharge to our combined sewer 
system is anticipated, the developer should contact Scottish Water at the earliest opportunity 
with strong evidence to support the intended drainage plan prior to making a connection 
request. We will assess this evidence in a robust manner and provide a decision that reflects 
the best option from environmental and customer perspectives.  
 
General notes: 
 

 Scottish Water asset plans can be obtained from our appointed asset plan providers: 
 

 Site Investigation Services (UK) Ltd 
 Tel: 0333 123 1223   
 Email: sw@sisplan.co.uk 
 www.sisplan.co.uk 

 
I trust the above is acceptable however if you require any further information regarding this 
matter please contact me on or via the e-mail address below or at 
planningconsultations@scottishwater.co.uk.  
 
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
Angela Allison 
Development Services Analyst 
PlanningConsultations@scottishwater.co.uk 
 

 

 

 
 
Scottish Water Disclaimer:  
 

infrastructure, is for indicative purposes only and its accuracy cannot be relied upon.  When the 
exact location and the nature of the infrastructure on the plan is a material requirement then you 
should undertake an appropriate site investigation to confirm its actual position in the ground and 
to determine if it is suitable for its intended purpose.  By using the plan you agree that Scottish 
Water will not be liable for any loss, damage or costs caused by relying upon it or from carrying 
out any such site investigation." 











































NLB Consultation Response



In Salutem Omnium 
For the Safety of All 

84 George Street 
Edinburgh EH2 3DA 

Tel: 0131 473 3100 
Fax: 0131 220 2093 

Website: www.nlb.org.uk 
Email: enquiries@nlb.org.uk 

NLB respects your privacy and is committed to protecting your personal data.  
 To find out more, please see our Privacy Notice at www.nlb.org.uk/legal-notices/ 

 

Your Ref: MSL 00009818 & 00009819 
Our Ref: AL/OPS/ML/F1_01_224 

Ms Judith Horrill 
Marine Licensing Casework Officer 
Marine Scotland – Marine Planning and Policy 
Marine Laboratory 
375 Victoria Road 
Aberdeen 
AB11 9DB  31 May 2022 

MARINE (SCOTLAND) ACT 2010, PART 4 MARINE LICENSING 
THE MARINE WORKS (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (SCOTLAND) REGULATIONS 2017 

00009818 & 00009819 – Forth Ports Ltd (Per Royal Haskoning DHV) – Harbour Development – Port of 
Leith Outer Berth, Firth of Forth 

Thank you for your e-mail correspondence dated 30th May 2022 relating to the application submitted by 

Forth Ports (per RHDHV) for consent to undertake harbour development works, including a capital dredge 

and sea deposit campaign, at the Port of Leith, Firth of Forth. 

Northern Lighthouse Board have no objection to the proposed capital dredge campaign (ML 00009819), 

utilising disposal site Narrow Deep B (FO 038) for the deposit of spoil material. 

NLB also have no objection to the proposed construction works (ML 00009818) and advise the following; 

• Forth Ports should liaise with local stakeholders with regard to the operations, and issue a local

Notice to Mariners informing of the scope and timeframe of the works.

• NLB understand that the Aid to Navigation (AtoN) currently positioned on the outer lead in dolphin

(ALL Ref: A2887) will be removed for the period of construction. An AtoN exhibiting the same flash

character should be installed on the outer dolphin of the revised berth design when completed.

mailto:enquiries@nlb.org.uk
http://www.nlb.org.uk/legal-notices/
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• The removal and subsequent replacement of this AtoN will require the Statutory Sanction of the

Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses. An application form for this alteration can be obtained on

request from navigation@nlb.org.uk or from the NLB website.

• The East Breakwater Head AtoN (ALL Ref: A2884) should not be obscured during the construction

process. However, if this is not possible, a Notice to Mariners should be promulgated informing of

the obstruction, and the Forth Navigation VTS should also inform local marine traffic.

• Upon completion of the construction and grudging works, final ‘as-built’ plans should be provided to

the UK Hydrographic Office to enable the update of navigational publications.

Yours sincerely 

Peter Douglas 
Navigation Manager 

Redacted
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