
Habitats Regulations Appraisal Proforma
The purpose of this document is to provide an example of how to record a Habitats
Regulations Appraisal (HRA).  It is similar to a proforma used by NatureScot staff when
NatureScot (SNH) is a competent authority and when NatureScot is providing advice to a
competent authority.  In August 2020 SNH changed its operating name to NatureScot,
although we are still legally known as SNH when carrying out some of our functions. Any
references to a legal obligation involving NatureScot in this proforma should be read as one
involving SNH.

Note:  Summary guidance is included below for convenience.  Further guidance is available
on the NatureScot website on how to carry out an HRA.

Appraisal in relation to regulation 48 of the Conservation (Natural
Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994 as amended (Habitats Regulations
Appraisal)
(Or, where relevant, under regulation 61 of The Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations 2010 as amended, or regulation 25 of The Offshore Marine Conservation (Natural
Habitats, &c.) Regulations 2007 as amended)

EUROPEAN SITE DETAILS

Name of European site(s) potentially affected:
Inner Hebrides and the Minches Special Area of Conservation (SAC)

Name of component SSSI if relevant:
n/a

European site qualifying interest(s) & whether priority/non-priority:
Harbour porpoise Phocoena phocoena

Conservation objectives for qualifying interests:
1. To ensure that the Inner Hebrides and the Minches SAC continues to make an

appropriate contribution to harbour porpoise remaining at favourable conservation
status.

2. To ensure for harbour porpoise within the context of environmental changes, that
the integrity of the Inner Hebrides and the Minches SAC is maintained through 2a, 2b
and 2c:
2a. Harbour porpoise within the Inner Hebrides and the Minches are not at
significant risk from injury or killing.
2b. The distribution of harbour porpoise throughout the site is maintained by
avoiding significant disturbance.
2c. The condition of supporting habitats and the availability of prey for harbour
porpoise are maintained.



STAGE 1:  WHAT IS THE PLAN OR PROJECT?

Proposal title:  Gasay Ferry Terminal Redevelopment Ground Investigation Works

Name of competent authority:  Marine Scotland

Details of proposal (inc. location, timing, methods):  The proposed works are scheduled to
occur between August and November 2025, ahead of the main works proposed to develop a
replacement berth and ferry terminal on Gasay Island. Ground Investigation (GI) information
is required to be gathered to allow for development of future design stages of the main
works. This information will be gathered through marine and land GI works within the study
area, which will be targeted to address the geotechnical and geo-environmental constraints,
along with their potential impact on the main works proposed.
The study area is located adjacent to the southern shoreline of Gasay Island, an island in
Lochboisdale, South Uist, in the Outer Hebrides. Lochboisdale is located at the western end
of a natural harbour and is the southernmost harbour on the east side of South Uist. The GI
Works will include the following types of investigation and sampling: (8 no) Cable Percussion
with Rotary Core (CP+RC) follow-on boreholes are to be utilised to determine ground
conditions for the marine structures. The proposed works comprise a minimum rock core
length of 10m required to identify ground conditions at marine structure locations. This is
based on anticipated pile lengths considering vertical loads and lateral loading effects as
well as rock strength and likely discontinuity spacing. (3 no) Vibro Cores (VC) are to be
undertaken and will have a dual function; to obtain samples for testing and to provide the
information required to obtain future licences. The GI Works are proposed at the locations
shown on the accompanying Marine Survey and Investigation Location Plan. Geophysical
surveys to complement the GI Works include the following: Bathymetric/Acoustic Survey –
to identify seabed level and to aid in the identification of objects located on or near the
surface, including any features and/or material of possible archaeological and cultural
heritage significance within the survey area. Side Scan Sonar Survey – to identify
obstructions at the surface, including any features and/or material of possible
archaeological and cultural heritage significance. Sub-Bottom Profiling Survey/Chirps Survey
– to capture the geology of the underlying material within the survey area. Magnetometer
Survey – to identify any ferrous objects present on the seabed that could interfere with
future piling works. The extent of the geophysical surveys are shown on the accompanying
Marine Survey and Investigation Location Plan and the Environmental Constraints Plan. The
contractor will follow standard best practice pollution prevention measures to reduce the
risk of pollution of coastal waters.

STAGE 2:  IS THE PLAN OR PROJECT DIRECTLY CONNECTED WITH OR NECESSARY TO SITE
MANAGEMENT FOR NATURE CONSERVATION?
This test is to identify and remove from further assessment those proposals which are clearly
necessary to, or of value to, or inevitable as part of, management of the site for its qualifying interests.
For the majority of proposals competent authorities deal with the answer to stage 2 will be ‘no’.
However where it is thought this could be applicable the following points should be considered:
i) Has the effect on all qualifying interests been considered?



ii) Is the proposal part of a fully assessed and agreed management plan? If not, then further
consideration or supporting information will be required.
iii) Is there a clear rationale to justify the connection with the conservation objectives?
iv) If there is a clear connection with the conservation objectives will any benefits arising from the
proposal outweigh any negative effects?
v) Have any alternative methods of implementing the proposal been explored, including building in
any relevant mitigation, to demonstrate that this is the least damaging option?
vi) Give a YES/NO conclusion in terms of whether the plan or project is considered directly connected
with or necessary to site management for nature conservation.
- If YES for all elements of a plan or project, for all the European site qualifying interests (preferably as
part of a fully assessed and agreed management plan), then consent can be issued.  The rationale
should be detailed below and no further appraisal is required (no need to proceed to stage 3 or 4).
- If No for one or more European site qualifying interests then proceed to stage 3.
- If a plan has multiple elements (e.g. a range of policies or management objectives), elements of
the plan considered directly connected with or necessary to site management for nature conservation
should be discussed below and a rationale given for this conclusion.  No further appraisal is then
required for those elements.  All other elements of the plan must proceed to stage 3.

No

STAGE 3:  IS THE PLAN OR PROJECT (EITHER ALONE OR IN COMBINATION WITH OTHER
PLANS OR PROJECTS) LIKELY TO HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE SITE?
The test of Likely Significant Effect (LSE) is a simple screening stage to determine whether or not an
appropriate assessment is required. Each qualifying interest must be considered in relation to their
conservation objectives.  The following points should be considered:
i) Briefly indicate which qualifying interest could be affected by the proposal and how; if none, provide
a brief justification for this decision, and then proceed to v), otherwise continue:
ii) consider whether there is connectivity between the proposal and each of the qualifying interests
i.e. are there processes or pathways by which the proposal may influence the site’s interests?
Conclude no LSE only if there is no connection, or it is obvious that the proposal will not undermine
the conservation objectives despite a connection.  The potential for negative effects on the
qualifying interests may be immediately obvious, in which case conclude likely significant effect and
move straight to the next step.
iii) consider the nature, scale, location, longevity, and reversibility of effects;
iv) consider whether the proposal contributes to cumulative or incremental impacts in combination
with other plans or projects completed, underway or proposed;
v) Where the impacts of a proposal are the same for different qualifying interests these can be
considered together however a clear conclusion should be given for each interest.
vi) give Yes/No conclusion for each interest.
- If yes, or in cases of doubt, continue to stage 4.
- If no for all features, a consent can be given and recorded below.  There is no need to then proceed
to stage 4.
Remember if mitigation is required to prevent there being an effect on qualifying interests then LSE
must be concluded and an appropriate assessment (stage 4) must be conducted. Further guidance on
the handling of mitigation can be found as part of the European site Casework Guidance.

Description of the site and identification of qualifying interests potentially
affected



The SAC covers a total of 13813.914 km2 of marine and open water habitat surrounding the
Inner Hebrides and between the east coast of the Outer Hebrides and west coast of
mainland Scotland. The SAC extends from just north of Stornoway on the Isle of Lewis in the
Outer Hebrides to Jura in the Inner Hebrides.
The most recent condition assessment for the SAC site feature is as follows (assessment
year shown in brackets):

Harbour porpoise – Favourable Maintained (2020)

Assessment against Conservation Objectives

The Inner Hebrides and Minches SAC is located 5.25km east of the proposed marine survey
and investigation works and is located in the West Scotland harbour porpoise Management
Unit (MU) in an area with high predicted and observed densities of harbour porpoise. There
is a variety of sediments including mixed and muddy sediments and sandy substrates within
the SAC, and the prey species they support contribute to the SAC being a productive
foraging area for harbour porpoise, supporting them in high densities.

No works will be undertaken within the SAC. However, there is the potential for works to
have a pathway to effect on individual transient harbour porpoises moving from the SAC
into inshore waters within the proposed marine survey and investigation works.

A data search of open licence records suggests harbour porpoise may be present within or
adjacent to the marine survey and investigation works (the site boundary encompassing all
potential GI locations) and are likely to be present year-round. Furthermore, data
summarised in 'Regional baselines for marine mammal knowledge across the North Sea and
Atlantic areas of Scottish waters' (Hague, Sinclair and Sparling, 2020) indicate that harbour
porpoise densities off South Uist are up to 0.3 per km2 in summer, with lower densities in
winter months. An estimate of 0.3 individuals per km2 within a 10km2 disturbance zone
would indicate the potential for disturbance of at least three harbour porpoise individuals
from the proposed GI.

Underwater noise generated by GI has the potential to impact marine mammal species
causing behavioural changes or hearing injury. Marine mammals are known to be more
sensitive to impulsive noise than non-impulsive (Southall et al., 2019). Harbour porpoise are
considered sensitive to underwater noise (NatureScot, 2024), and generally have lower
hearing thresholds than other marine mammal species. The harbour porpoise upper hearing
frequency threshold is around 150 kHz. Reviews of the hearing abilities of marine mammals
have indicated that exposure to noise above 140 dB re 1μPa results in profound and
sustained avoidance behaviour (Southall et al., 2007 ) and that non-impulsive noise over 153
dB re 1μPa (sound exposure level (SEL)), and impulsive noise over 140 dB re 1μPa (SEL) and
196 dB re 1μPa (peak sound pressure level (SPL)) has the potential to result in temporary
effects on the hearing of harbour porpoise (Southall, et al., 2019). Typical noise levels from
the proposed GI range from 132-238 dB. Therefore, it is considered that there is potential
for disturbance or injury of harbour porpoise in close proximity to the geophysical survey
work and a potential for LSE.



Harbour porpoise could be at risk of interaction (i.e., collision, disturbance) with marine
survey vessels during marine surveys and investigations, potentially causing injury or
mortality (NatureScot, 2024). Therefore there is potential for LSE during marine surveys and
investigations.

Harbour porpoise are considered sensitive to contaminants (NatureScot, 2024). There are
potential changes in water quality from pollution events (e.g., accidental spillage) or
localised releases of sediment that could affect survival (e.g., foraging efficiency) and/or
productivity rates of harbour porpoise. However, best practice standard pollution
prevention controls will be implemented throughout the duration of the works. It is
expected that as vocalisations are used by odontocetes to compensate for any localised
poor visibility such as during increased turbidity, that any localised suspended sediment
generated by the GI works will not impact the marine mammal species in the area in terms
of hunting and communication.  It is therefore concluded there is no potential for water
quality impacts and contaminants to have LSE on harbour porpoise during marine surveys
and investigations.

In-combination Assessment
A search for planning applications, marine licences or other notices, undertaken in May
2025, did not return any other projects near the marine survey and investigation works. It
has therefore been concluded that there are no cumulative or in-combination effects of this
project on the qualifying interest of the Inner Hebrides and the Minches SAC.

In summary, LSE have been identified for disturbance and injury or mortality on harbour
porpoise during marine surveys and investigations which could potentialy affect the
conservation ojectives of the SAC.

Hague, E.L., Sinclair, R.R. and Sparling, C.E. (2020). Regional baselines for marine mammal
knowledge across the North Sea and Atlantic areas of Scottish Waters. Scottish Marine and
Freshwater Science Vol 11 No.12.
NatureScot (2024). Conservation and Management Advice. Inner Hebrides and the Minches
SAC. [Online] Available at: https://sitelink.nature.scot/site/10508
Southall, B.L., Bowles, A.E., Ellison, W.T., Finneran, J.J., Gentry, R.L., Greene C.R.Jr., Kastak,
D., Ketten, D.R., Miller, J.H., Nachtigall, P.E., Richardson, W.J., Thomas, J.A. and Tyack, P.L.
(2007). Marine Mammal Noise Exposure Criteria: Initial Scientific Recommendations.
Aquatic Mammals 33(4): 411-521.
Southall, B.L., Finneran, J.J., Reichmuth, C., Nachtigall, P.E., Ketten, D.R., Bowles, A.E.,
Ellison, W.T., Nowacek, D.P. and Tyack, P.L. (2019). Marine Mammal Noise Exposure
Criteria: Updated Scientific Recommendations for Residual Hearing Effects. Aquatic
Mammals 45: 125-232. DOI 10.1578/AM.45.2.2019.125.

STAGE 4:  UNDERTAKE AN APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPLICATIONS FOR THE SITE
IN VIEW OF ITS CONSERVATION OBJECTIVES
(It is the responsibility of the competent authority to carry out the appropriate assessment.
The competent authority must consult NatureScot on the appropriate assessment.



NatureScot can provide advice on what issues should be considered in the appropriate
assessment, what information is required to carry out the assessment, in some circumstances
carry out an appraisal to inform an appropriate assessment and/or provide comments on an
assessment carried out.)

An 'appropriate assessment' consists of two parts: a scientific, reasoned appraisal (stage 4)
and a conclusion (stage 5). Consider the proposed plan/project, its impact on the qualifying
interests assessed against their conservation objectives, and take account of any possible in
combination effects with other plans or projects.

The following points should be considered:
i) Describe for each qualifying interest the potential impacts of the proposal detailing which aspects
or effects of the proposal could impact upon them and their conservation objectives.
ii)  Evaluate the potential impacts, e.g. whether short/long term, reversible or irreversible, and in
relation to the proportion/importance of the interest affected, and the overall effect on the site’s
conservation objectives. This should be in sufficient detail to ensure all impacts have been considered
and sufficiently appraised.  Record if additional survey information or specialist advice has been
obtained.
iii) Each conservation objective should be considered and a decision reached as to whether the
proposal will affect achievement of this objective i.e. whether the conservation objective will be
undermined if the proposal is consented to.  Restore objectives may have been set where qualifying
features of a site are in an unfavourable condition.  In such cases the appropriate assessment should
consider whether the plan or project would prevent the qualifying feature from being able to be
restored.

There are no ground investigations proposed to be undertaken within the SAC,  and therefore the
proposal will not affect the achievement of conservation objective 1: “To ensure that the Inner
Hebrides and the Minches SAC continues to make an appropriate contribution to harbour porpoise
remaining at favourable conservation status”.
However, harbour porpoise are likely to move from the open waters within the SAC to the inshore
waters near to the survey work.
In terms of the conservation objectives 2a: “Harbour porpoise within the Inner Hebrides and the
Minches are not at significant risk from injury or killing”; and 2b: “The distribution of harbour porpoise
throughout the site is maintained by avoiding significant disturbance”, screening identified the
potential for marine surveys and investigations to disturb individuals of harbour porpoise. This was
due to underwater noise causing short term behavioural changes or long term hearing injury. In
addition, potential vehicle strike causing injury or mortality (long term) were also identified. To ensure
that these conservation objectives for harbour porpoise are not compromised, the following
avoidance/mitigation measures will be undertaken:

To avoid injury or disturbance to harbour porpoise, conditions outlined within the European Protected
Species (EPS) licence will be adhered to. An Environmental Action Plan including a Species Protection
Plan will be prepared by the Contractor for harbour porpoise that will ensure that essential mitigation
strategies required for safeguarding harbour porpoise are implemented and will be updated as
appropriate if any derogation licences are identified as being required following further surveys. This
will include the requirement for a Marine Mammal Observer (MMO) for the duration of the marine
survey and investigation works in accordance with JNCC guidelines. The preference for surveys to be
undertaken during daylight hours only and the use of soft or ramp start techniques to allow harbour
porpoise to avoid the drilling/vibro coring zone will be included. This area is already frequented by
boat traffic which generate background noise and potential disturbance, and impacts from the GI
works and geophysical surveys on harbour porpoise are anticipated to be fully mitigated through the



proposed use of Species Protection Plans and the Environmental Action Plan. Furthermore, the GI
works are highly localised, small scale and temporary in nature, particularly relative to the known area
of the Minches and the Sea of Hebrides in which harbour porpoise occur.

In terms of conservation objective 2c: “The condition of supporting habitats and the availability of
prey for harbour porpoise are maintained”, the works will not cause a deterioration of supporting
habitats or availability of prey as the footprint of the works is very small (4m2 per station and 11
stations).

It is therefore concluded that there will be no adverse effect on site integrity.

STAGE 5:  CAN IT BE ASCERTAINED THAT THE PROPOSAL WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT THE
INTEGRITY OF THE SITE?
In the light of the appraisal, ascertain whether the proposal will not adversely affect the
integrity of the site.  Conclusions should be reached beyond reasonable scientific doubt.  If
more than one SAC and/or SPA is involved, give separate conclusions. If mitigation or
modifications are required, detail these below.  Mitigation must be deliverable and
enforceable, and there should be certainty that this should work.  Further details on what
should be considered when assessing potential mitigation options are outlined in section 4.3
of the European site casework guidance.

With mitigation is in place it is concluded that there will be no implications for the
conservation objectives for the qualifying interest of the Inner Hebrides and the Minches
SAC. Therefore, there will be no adverse effect on site integrity (AESI) for the Inner Hebrides
and the Minches SAC either alone or in-combination with other plans and projects.

Modifications required to ensure adverse effects are avoided and reasons for these
Only list those modifications (i.e. further mitigation) that have been identified as being
required to prevent there being an adverse effect on site integrity.

Do not include mitigation that has already been planned in the plan/project or best practice
that is already being followed unless you believe these should be added as conditions to the
permission given.  As noted above, further details on what should be considered when
assessing potential mitigation options are outlined in section 4.3 of the European site
casework guidance.

To avoid injury, mortality or disturbance to harbour porpoise, conditions outlined within the
EPS licence will be adhered to. An Environmental Action Plan including a Species Protection
Plan for harbour porpoise will be prepared by the Contractor that will include the
requirement of a MMO for the duration of the marine survey and ground investigations.
A preference for surveys during daylight hours and the use of soft-start ground investigation
techniques has also been included in the proposed works.

ADVICE SOUGHT
Include here details of, or clear reference to, any advice sought.  If an appropriate
assessment has been carried out NatureScot must be consulted.



NatureScot was consulted in May 2025 and advised that the proposal could affect the Inner
Hebrides and the Minches SAC. NatureScot advised that an appropriate assessment is
required due to the potential for likely significant effects on the qualifying interests of the
SAC. With the appropriate mitigation they advised that there would be no adverse effect on
site integrity. This communication is provided as accompanying document to this proforma.

CONCLUSION IN RELATION TO PLAN OR PROJECT
In view of the appraisal above select the appropriate response position and whether the
plan or project can be consented/approved/undertaken. Note: this conclusion is just in
relation to effects on a European site.  There may be impacts to other natural heritage
interests that also need to be considered.

 Likely significant effect but appropriate assessment shows that the effect on integrity can
be avoided with changes/ mitigation - consent/approval can be given with modifications

Comments: Click or tap here to enter text.

Appraised by:  Muir Glendinning
Date:  04/06/2025
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Notes

1. The proposed exploratory hole locations are indicative. Final positions
are to be agreed on site with the Investigation Supervisor, but will
remain within 5m of the proposed location.

2. The Contractor shall undertake their own search for Statutory
Undertakers including privately owned services and supplies.

3. The Contractor shall be responsible for positively identifying all services
in the vicinity of the proposed works and for clearance prior to
undertaking the proposed works.  Refer to the Specification Technical
Schedules for further information.

Key

Proposed cable percussive exploratory hole with rotary core follow-on

Proposed trial pit exploratory hole location

Proposed vibro core exploratory hole location

Mean High Water Springs

Mean Low Water Springs
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Hazard Warning Symbol. Refer to SHE box

CP + RC

The Contractor shall be responsible for positively identifying all services

Proposed cable percussive exploratory hole with rotary core follow-on
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SAFETY, HEALTH AND
ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

In addition to the hazards/risks normally associated with the  types of
work detailed on this drawing, note the following :

CONSTRUCTION

MAINTENANCE / CLEANING

DECOMMISSIONING / DEMOLITION

· Adverse weather
· Collision with vessels
· Underground services
· Flares / incendiaries

See Designer's Risk Assessment for full details of the hazard / risk associated with the Works. It is
assumed that all works will be carried out by a competent contractor working, where appropriate, to an
approved Method Statement.

· N/A

N/A
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Greenwood, Gwenn

From: Matthew Topsfield 
Sent: 21 May 2025 10:51
To: Greenwood, Gwenn
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Gasay Ferry Terminal - Proposed Ground Investigation Works

This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

Dear Gwenn,

Thank you for seeking the views of NatureScot in respect of the proposed ground investigation works and
geophysical surveys of the Gasay Ferry Terminal Redevelopment at Gasay, Lochboisdale, Isle of South Uist.

In the absence of a plan or chart, we are not clear on exactly where the works are proposed to be carried out
but can oƯer the following advice. 

PROTECTED AREAS
Nature Conservation Marine Protected Areas
The proposal is close to Sea of the Hebrides Nature Conservation Marine Protected Area (NC MPA), selected
for its basking shark, minke whale, fronts and geomorphology.

The site’s status means that the requirements of the Marine (Scotland) Act 2010 apply. Consequently, Marine
Directorate is required to consider the eƯect of the proposal on the NC MPA before it can be consented.

Our advice is that this proposal is capable of aƯecting, other than insignificantly, basking shark and minke 
whale protected features of Sea of the Hebrides NC MPA. Consequently, Marine Directorate is required to
carry out an assessment to determine if there is a significant risk of hindering the achievement of the
conservation objectives.

We advise that, based on the information provided, our conclusion is that the proposal will not result in a
significant risk of hindering the achievement of the conservation objectives of the MPA. The appraisal we
carried out considered the impact of the proposals on the following factors:

 Your proposed mitigation will be acceptable to avoid impacts on the qualifying interests, comprising:
o Environmental Action Plan (EAP) and Species Protection Plans to be prepared by the

Contractor.
o Specific mitigation for marine mammals and basking shark will be followed and conditions

outlined within the EPS licence will be adhered to, including:
 Marine Mammal Observer (MMO) for the duration of the marine survey and investigation

works.
 Preference for surveys during daylight hours only.

Marine Directorate may wish to carry out further appraisal before completing their assessment.

Special Areas of Conservation
The proposal could aƯect Inner Hebrides and the Minches Special Area of Conservation (SAC) protected for 
harbour porpoise, and Sound of Barra SAC protected for harbour seal and marine habitats.

<Redacted>
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The sites’ status mean that the requirements of the Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994 as
amended (the ‘Habitats Regulations’) apply or, for reserved matters, The Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations 2017. Consequently,  Marine Directorate is required to consider the eƯect of the proposal on 
the SACs before it can be consented (commonly known as Habitats Regulations Appraisal). The NatureScot
website has a summary of the legislative requirements

Our advice is that this proposal is likely to have a significant eƯect on harbour porpoise, qualifying
interest of Inner Hebrides and the Minches SAC, and harbour seal, qualifying interest of Sound of Barra SAC.
Consequently, Marine Directorate, as competent authority, is required to carry out an appropriate assessment
in view of the sites’ conservation objectives for their qualifying interests.

We advise that based on the information provided, our conclusion is that the proposal will not adversely aƯect 
the integrity of the site. The appraisal we carried out considered the impact of the proposals on the following
factors:

 Your proposed mitigation will be acceptable to avoid impacts on the qualifying interests, comprising:
o Environmental Action Plan (EAP) and Species Protection Plans to be prepared by the

Contractor.
o Specific mitigation for marine mammals and basking shark will be followed and conditions

outlined within the EPS licence will be adhered to, including:
 Marine Mammal Observer (MMO) for the duration of the marine survey and investigation

works.
 Preference for surveys during daylight hours only.

Special Protection Areas
Due to the distance from the site, we do not consider that there to be any connectivity between the proposed
works and West Coast of the Outer Hebrides Special Protection Area (SPA) protected for a range of wintering
birds and breeding red-throated diver. Our advice is that it is unlikely that the proposal will have a significant
eƯect on any qualifying interests either directly or indirectly. An appropriate assessment is therefore not 
required.

PRIORITY MARINE FEATURES
These features do not have legislative protection, but the basis for protection of their national status across
Scottish waters is included in the National Marine Plan.

Maerl, a Priority Marine Feature (PMF) is known to occur in the area, and could be present in any waters up to
20 metres deep. Therefore, the proposal may impact this PMF. Marine Directorate should consider the eƯect 
of the proposal on the PMF before it can be consented.

In our opinion the proposal could have an impact on maerl, but without significant impact on national status.
We consider that your proposed mitigation measures will reduce the impacts. It is for the relevant authority to
determine, within the context of its own policies, whether conditions are necessary to secure the mitigation
set out below.

Your proposed mitigation comprises:
 Pre-works visual seabed survey to information further design and mitigation planning.
 Micrositing of the jack-up rigs’ legs to avoid areas where maerl is present.
 Floating between ground investigation sites.
 Restrictions on anchoring locations to avoid areas where maerl is present.
 Micrositing ground investigation locations to avoid areas where maerl is present.

Gasay is known to hold very high densities of , a European Protected Species (EPS). We consider that

<Redacted>

<Redacted>
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there are likely to be  within 30 metres and  within 250 metres of your
proposed works. It is an oƯence to deliberately or recklessly disturb  

We advise that you should apply for an EPS licence to allow the proposed works that might aƯect  to 
proceed legally.  Our standing advice is available at Planning and development: protected animals. You would
need to satisfy yourself that the licensing tests set out in those regulations are likely to be met before an
application can be approved. If not, you could risk being unable to make practical use of any consent or
committing an oƯence. You should contact licensing@nature.scot regarding any licence application.

BIOSECURITY
Finally, we would like to reiterate the importance of ensuring adequate biosecurity measures are employed in
preventing the inadvertent introduction of invasive non-native species (INNS). We would expect you to take all
reasonable precautions to ensure that INNS are not introduced on vessels, rigs and equipment to be used for
the proposed works.

This advice is provided by NatureScot, the operating name of Scottish Natural Heritage.

Yours sincerely,

Matthew Topsfield | Operations OƯicer – West (Outer Hebrides & Argyll)
Màta Topsfield | Ofigear-obrachaidhean – Iar (Na h-Eileanan Siar & Earra-Ghàidheal)

NatureScot | Stilligarry | South Uist | Western Isles | HS8 5RS | t: 0131 314 4161 | m: 
NàdarAlba | Stadhlaigearraidh | Uibhist a Deas | Na h-Eileanan Siar | HS8 5RS

nature.scot | @NatureScot | Scotland’s Nature Agency | Buidheann Nàdair na h-Alba

From February 2025, NatureScot is launching a new way of providing statutory advice and SSSI consents called
InformedDECISION.  Find out more on our web page

From: Greenwood, Gwenn >
Sent: 02 May 2025 12:10
To: MARINEACTIVITIES <marineactivities@nature.scot>
Cc: MARINE_ADMIN <marine_admin@nature.scot>; West <West@nature.scot>; Nicolson, Claire

>; Pattenden, Iain
Subject: Gasay Ferry Terminal - Proposed Ground Investigation Works
sophospsmartbannerend

Good afternoon,

Jacobs, on behalf of Caledonian Maritime Assets Limited (CMAL), are in the process of preparing consent
applications for the proposed Ground Investigation (GI) Works and geophysical surveys associated with the
Gasay Ferry Terminal Redevelopment for a new ferry terminal on Gasay, South Uist to replace the current
infrastructure at Lochboisdale.
Due to the condition of the existing infrastructure at the Gasay Ferry Terminal, CMAL wishes to build upon the
work undertaken related to the Gasay Ferry Terminal Outline Business Case, which led to the identification of
options for the replacement of the existing terminal.

It is proposed that marine based GI Works are undertaken to identify ground conditions within the area where
marine structure could potentially be located to inform the various design stages of the project. The GI Works
will include three Vibro Cores and eight Cable Percussion with Rotary Core follow-on boreholes estimated to
have a core length of 10 m. Geophysical surveys to complement these investigations will also be completed
and include bathymetric/acoustic surveys (side scan survey, sub-bottom profiling survey/chirps survey and
magnetometer surveys).

<Redacted> <Redacted>
<Redacted>

<Redacted>

<Redacted>

<Redacted>

<Redacted> <Redacted>
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A Notification of Exempt Activity has been applied for in relation to the above works. In order for the Marine
Directorate-LOT to approve the this and the investigations to be undertaken, Jacobs wishes to consult with
NatureScot regarding the potential eƯects on designated marine sites and species. A summary of these and
the mitigation proposed are outlined below.
The Inner Hebrides and Minches Special Area of Conservation (SAC), designated for harbour porpoise, and the
Sea of Hebrides Marine Protected Area (MPA) which has basking shark, minke whale, fronts and marine
geomorphology features as protected features are approximately 5 km to the east of the project area. The
Sound of Barra SAC, designated for harbour seal, subtidal sandbanks and reefs is located approximately 4.7
km to the south. In addition, the project area lies within the Minches and the Sea of the Hebrides Important
Marine Mammal Area (IMMA). The West Coast of the Outer Hebrides Special Protection Area (SPA), designated
for seven species of waterbird, encompasses the south and west coast of South Uist, approximately 4.7 km
from the project area.

A Jacobs desk study of existing records suggested that low numbers of cetaceans are present, mainly harbour
porpoise (Phocoena Phocoena) and occasionally minke whale (Balaenoptera acutorostrata), with others such
as Risso’s dolphin (Grampus griseus), bottlenose dolphin (Tursiops truncatus), common dolphin (Delphinus
delphis), and humpback whale (Megaptera novaeangliae) being transient in the wider area. Only harbour
porpoise individuals are likely to be resident year-round.

Individual basking sharks (Cetorhinus maximus) have also been recorded in the vicinity of Lochboisdale as
recently as 2024 and are therefore expected to be present between April and September as they are seasonal
visitors.

The geophysical surveys will require vessels in the area which will be slow moving, and it is expected that the
marine GI Works will be undertaken from a jack-up rig. In terms of eƯects on habitats and species, the GI 
Works may release a small amount of sediment into the water column whilst underwater noise is expected
from the borehole and Vibro Core investigations, along with a collision risk to marine fauna from the vessels.

General mitigation measures will be required of the Contractor and will include the development of an
Environmental Action Plan (EAP) or similar, and Species Protection Plans will be prepared by the Contractor
for species identified in the EPS licence as part of the EAP. These will ensure that essential mitigation
strategies required for safeguarding protected species are implemented and will be updated as appropriate if
any derogation licences are identified as being required following further surveys.

Specific mitigation for marine mammals[1] and basking shark will be followed and conditions outlined within
the EPS licence will be adhered to. This will include the requirement for a Marine Mammal Observer (MMO) for
the duration of the marine survey and investigation works and the preference for surveys during daylight hours
only. This area is already frequented by boat traƯic which generate background noise and potential 
disturbance and impacts from the GI Works and geophysical surveys on EPS (marine mammals, namely
harbour porpoise and basking sharks) are anticipated to be fully mitigated through the proposed use of
Species Protection Plans and the Environmental Action Plan.

In terms of Priority Marine Features (PMFs), Phymatolithon calcareum maerl beds in infralittoral clean gravel or
coarse sand were recorded in a 1990 survey approximately 1 km to the west of the project site. Therefore,
although the record is 35 years old there is the possibility that this habitat is present in the area of the GI
Works. A pre-works visual seabed survey is planned to be undertaken to inform whether there are any PMFs
present in the GI Works’ footprint. This information will be used in further design and mitigation planning. At
this investigation stage of the project, there will only be a small area aƯected by GI Works, expected to be in 
the order of 4 m2 per GI location, cumulatively for four legs and a borehole/Vibro Core, therefore 11 jack-up
rig/GI locations each with approximately 4 m2 footprint would cumulatively make up 2 over the whole project
area.
If any PMFs are present, mitigation measures such as micrositing of the jack-up rigs’ legs, floating between
sites and restrictions on anchoring locations, as well as micrositing GI locations themselves, would mean a
minor impact from the GI Works.
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As outlined above, it is expected that risks to marine habitats and species will be mitigated through
management of methods, adherence to guidance and the small scale of the intrusive works. Therefore, we
expect there will be no likely significant eƯects on designated marine sites or PMFs.

I would be grateful if you could please review the above summary of potential eƯects and mitigation relating to 
the GI Works and provide any comments or further questions.

Thank you in advance and I look forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards,

Gwenn

Gwenn Greenwood |Principal Environmental Scientist | Water & Environment | Jacobs |
| www.jacobs.com | 95 Bothwell St, Glasgow G2 7HX

Please note that my normal working hours are 09:30 – 15:30, Monday to Thursday, and Friday a non-working day.

NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole use of
the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended
recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately by
replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are
addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager or the sender.
Please note that for business purposes, outgoing and incoming emails from and to NatureScot may be monitored.

Tha am post-dealain seo agus fiosrachadh sam bith na chois dìomhair agus airson an neach no buidheann ainmichte a- mhàin. Mas e
gun d’ fhuair sibh am post-dealain seo le mearachd, cuiribh fios dhan manaidsear-siostaim no neach- sgrìobhaidh.
Thoiribh an aire airson adhbharan gnothaich, ‘s dòcha gun tèid sùil a chumail air puist-dealain a’ tighinn a-steach agus a’ dol a- mach
bho NàdarAlba.

[1] e.g., JNCC (2010). Statutory nature conservation agency protocol for minimising the risk of injury to marine mammals
from piling noise. Available online: JNCC (2010) https://data.jncc.gov.uk/data/31662b6a-19ed-4918-9fab-
8fbcƯ752046/JNCC-CNCB-Piling-protocol-August2010-Web.pdf [Accessed April 2025]

<Redacted>
<Redacted>
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